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On August 15, 2017 City Council directed staff to research the
options for development of a Youth Advisory Committee.



Staff has researched three (3) options for City Council
consideration
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Option 1:
Advisory Group



The Lemoore Youth Advisory Group would be comprised of any member of the
public that wishes to participate. There would not be a limit on the number of
participants.



The age range would be between 13 and 19



The group would be managed by the public members and would be
responsible for planning and organizing group meetings.



City Council could appoint two (2) members of the City Council to serve as
part of the group, or direct the City Manager to assign a member of staff as a
liaison.



The group would bring relevant issues to the two appointment
councilmembers, to the City Council as a whole through public comment, or to
City Staff.
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Option 2:
Lemoore Youth
Committee



A Parks and Recreation Department Youth Committee would be comprised
of unlimited members of the public who wish to participate.



The age range would be between 13 and 19



The Committee would be managed by City Staff, who would be
responsible for planning, hosting and conducting meetings of the
committee.



The City Staff, would be responsible for relaying comments, concerns and
recommendation to the City Council.
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Option 3:
Lemoore Youth
Committee



The Lemoore Youth Committee would be created by Ordinance.



The committee would be comprised of five (5) members and would
be appointed by City Council to serve two-year staggered terms.



The Lemoore Youth Committee would assist in advising the City
Council on needs of our youth citizens.
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QUESTIONS?
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Ref Item 3-9

Ref Item 4-1

Ref Item 4-2

City of Lemoore
Consideration of By-District Elections
January 16, 2018

Project Timeline
2

Date

Event

January 9

1st hearing: gather public input on the composition of districts

January 16

2nd hearing: gather public input on the composition of districts

No later than
January 30

Draft maps released at City Hall and on project website

February 6

3rd hearing: public input on draft maps and election sequencing

February 20

4th hearing: public input on draft maps and election sequencing

Also February 20,
or TBD

5th hearing: public input on draft maps and election sequencing

TBD

Second reading and adoption of ordinance

Nov. 2018

First by-district elections in two districts

Nov. 2020

First by-district elections in remaining three districts

January 16, 2018

Traditional Districting Criteria
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Federal Laws




Traditional Criteria

Equal Population
Federal Voting Rights Act
No Racial
Gerrymandering










January 16, 2018

Communities of interest
Compact
Contiguous
Visible (Natural & man-made)
boundaries
Respect for voters’ wishes and
continuity in office

Potential Future Growth

Potential future growth is in grey because these districts will be in place for only one election per
district. Growth will be a larger concern in the post-Census 2021 redistricting.

Demographic Summary
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Total population figures are from
the 2010 decennial census.
Citizen Voting Age Population
(CVAP) figures are from the Census
Bureau’s annual “American
Community Survey” program, using
data collected from 2011 through
2015.
The CVAP percentages of each
Council district are important
because the courts look at CVAP as
the best available measure of the
eligible voter population.
Much more extensive demographic
data will be available with the draft
maps, including data on renters,
income levels, and other socioeconomic categories.
January 16, 2018

Race/Ethnic Profile
Total Population
Latino
NH White
NH Black/African-American
NH Native American
NH Asian-American
NH Pacific Islander
NH Other
NH Multi-Race
Citizen VAP total
CVAP Latino
CVAP NH White
CVAP NH African-American

Count
24,531
9,820
10,068
1,622
316
2,335
111
63
196
15,377
5,098
7,495
1,037

Percent

CVAP NH Asian & Pacific Islander

1,513

10%

233

2%

CVAP Other

40%
41%
7%
1%
10%
0%
0%
1%
33%
49%
7%

Ethnic CVAP Concentrations
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Latinos

January 16, 2018

AsianAmericans

Asian-American eligible voters are not particularly concentrated anywhere in the City.
Latino eligible voters are especially concentrated around Heritage Park.

Defining Communities of Interest
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1st Question: what is your neighborhood or community of interest?

A Community of Interest is generally defined as a neighborhood or
community of shared interests, views, problems, or characteristics.
Possible community feature/boundary definitions include:



School attendance areas
Natural neighborhood dividing lines, such as highway or major roads, rivers, canals,
and/or hills



Areas around parks and other neighborhood landmarks



Common issues, neighborhood activities, or legislative/election concerns



Shared demographic characteristics


Such as similar levels of income, education, or linguistic isolation

2nd Question: Does a Community of Interest want to be united in one
district, or to be divided to have a voice in multiple elections?
January 16, 2018

Compact, Single Representative Samples
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Glendale
Unified

Compton

The maps are traditional compact districts that
attempt to keep each community united (within the
requirements of population balancing).
January 16, 2018

Multiple Representative Samples
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Central Unified ensures each trustee
area has rural and urban areas, and
each school attendance zone has at
least 2 trustees representing it;
Pasadena ensures each district
touches the Colorado Blvd / “Old
Pasadena” redevelopment area;
South Pasadena has three districts
that share each neighborhood from
north to south in the city.

These unusual-looking maps each
achieve a specific policy goal.

Pasadena

January 16, 2018

Central Unified

South Pasadena
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Using the
One-Page
Paper Map
(Lemoore-specific
version will be
ready this week)

August 1, 2017

Using the online tool
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Tutorials and help
resources are available
from the login page.
Circled items:
1: controls to move
around the map;
2: choose into which
district selected territory
will be placed;
3: options for how to
select territory;
4: demographic summary
of districts;
5: demographic change
of currently selected area;
6: review map when
finished;
7: submit map.
(Lemoore version is under
development and hopefully
done by Friday or Monday)
August 1, 2017
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Discussion
11
1.

2.

3.

What are the boundaries of your neighborhood or “community of
interest”?
Do you want your neighborhood united in one district, or with multiple
Councilmembers elected from it?
What neighborhoods do you think make sense to be with your
neighborhood in a district or districts because of common city issues?

4.

What other “communities of interest” do you see in the City?

5.

Any questions about any of the map-drawing tools?

January 16, 2018

LEMOORE CITY COUNCIL
COUNCIL CHAMBER
429 C STREET
January 16, 2018

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA
AGENDA

Please silence all electronic devices as a courtesy to those in attendance. Thank you.

PUBLIC COMMENT
This time is reserved for members of the audience to address the City Council on items of interest that are not on the Agenda and are
within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Council. It is recommended that speakers limit their comments to 3 minutes each and it is
requested that no comments be made during this period on items on the Agenda. The Council is prohibited by law from taking any
action on matters discussed that are not on the Agenda. Prior to addressing the Council, any handouts for Council will be provided
to the City Clerk for distribution to the Council and appropriate staff.

5:30 pm STUDY SESSION
SS-1

Development of a Lemoore Youth Committee (Glick)
CLOSED SESSION

This item has been set aside for the City Council to meet in a closed session to discuss matters pursuant to Government Code Section
54956.9(d)(4). The Mayor will provide an oral report regarding the Closed Session at the beginning of the next regular City Council
meeting.

1. Conference with Labor Negotiator
Government Code Section 54957.6
Agency Negotiator: Jenell Van Bindsbergen, City Attorney
Employee Organizations: Lemoore Police Officers Association and Lemoore Police
Sergeants Unit
2. Conference with Real Property Negotiators
Government Code Section 54956.8
Property: 80 Acres in Industrial Park
Agency Negotiator: City Manager and City Attorney
Negotiating Party: John Kashian
Under Negotiation: Price and Terms
3. Public Employee Performance Evaluation
City Manager
4. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation
Government Code Section 54956.9
Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Paragraph (2) or (3) of Subdivision (d)
of Section 54956.9
One Case
5. Threat to Public Services
Government Code Section 54957
Consultation with City Attorney
In the event that all the items on the closed session agenda have not been deliberated in the time provided, the City Council may
continue the closed session at the end of the regularly scheduled Council Meeting.

1

7:30 pm REGULAR SESSION
a.
b.
c.
d.

CALL TO ORDER
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
INVOCATION
AGENDA APPROVAL, ADDITIONS, AND/OR DELETIONS
PUBLIC COMMENT

This time is reserved for members of the audience to address the City Council on items of interest that are not on the Agenda and are
within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Council. It is recommended that speakers limit their comments to 3 minutes each and it is
requested that no comments be made during this period on items on the Agenda. The Council is prohibited by law from taking any
action on matters discussed that are not on the Agenda. Prior to addressing the Council, any handouts for Council will be provided
to the City Clerk for distribution to the Council and appropriate staff.

CEREMONIAL / PRESENTATION – Section 1
No Ceremonial / Presentations

DEPARTMENT AND CITY MANAGER REPORTS – Section 2
2-1

Department & City Manager Reports
CONSENT CALENDAR – Section 3

Items considered routine in nature are placed on the Consent Calendar. They will all be considered and voted upon in one vote as
one item unless a Council member or member of the public requests individual consideration.

3-1
3-2
3-3
3-4
3-5
3-6
3-7
3-8
3-9
3-10
3-11
3-12

3-13
3-14
3-15
3-16
3-17
3-18

Approval – Minutes – Regular Meeting – December 5, 2017
Approval – Minutes – Special Meeting – December 27, 2017
Approval – Minutes – Special Meeting – January 9, 2018
Approval – City Council Meeting Schedule for the 2018 Calendar Year – Resolution
2018-01
Approval – Budget Amendment – New Pickup Truck in the Wastewater Department
Approval – Budget Amendment – Landscape and Lighting Maintenance District
(LLMD) No. 1, Zone 8
Approval – Budget Amendment – Additional On Call Operator for Sewer and Water
Departments
Approval – Budget Amendment – Acceptance of Surf Ranch Donation in the amount of
$12,500
Approval – California Environment Quality Act (CEQA) Initial Study/Negative
Declaration for Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7– CIP 5222– Resolution 2018-02
Approval – Investment Report for the Month Ended September 30, 2017
Approval – Investment Report for the Month Ended October 31, 2017
Approval – Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Lemoore and Kings
County Economic Development Corporation for Growth and Development of Industrial
Business Opportunities
Approval – Appointment of Downtown Merchants Advisory Members
Approval – Appointment of Lemoore Parks and Recreation Commissioners
Approval – Appointment of Lemoore Planning Commissioners
Approval – Ratify Contract and Budget Amendment for Demographic Services for
Voting Districts
Approval – Appointment of Fire Chief
Approval – Letter of Support for Lemoore Sportman’s Club
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PUBLIC HEARINGS – Section 4
4-1

Ordering Annexation and Inclusion of an Additional Territory as Zone 7 of Public
Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 and Confirming the Diagram and Assessment of
Annual Levy for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 for Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 –
Resolution 2018-03 (Rivera)
Second Hearing – Consideration and Public Input for Moving to Voting Districts (Olson)

4-2

COUNCIL ACTION ITEMS – Section 5
5-1
5-2

Hiring of Richard, Watson, and Gershon for Bond/Disclosure Counsel Services (Corder)
Sarah Mooney Museum – Mural Processing and Fee (Holwell)
CITY COUNCIL REPORTS AND REQUESTS – Section 6

6-1

City Council Reports / Requests
ADJOURNMENT

Upcoming Council Meetings
•
•

City Council Regular Meeting, Tuesday, February 6, 2018
City Council Regular Meeting, Tuesday, February 20, 2018

Agendas for all City Council meetings are posted at least 72 hours prior to the meeting at the City Hall, 119 Fox St., Written
communications from the public for the agenda must be received by the City Clerk’s Office no less than seven (7) days prior to
the meeting date. The City of Lemoore complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA of 1990). The Council Chamber
is accessible to the physically disabled. Should you need special assistance, please call (559) 924-6705, at least 4 business days
prior to the meeting.

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION
I, Mary J. Venegas, City Clerk for the City of Lemoore, declare under penalty of perjury that I posted the
above City Council Agenda for the meeting of January 16, 2018 at City Hall, 119 Fox Street, Lemoore,
CA on January 11, 2018.
//s//
Mary J. Venegas, City Clerk
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Staff Report
Item No: SS-1
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Jason Glick, Parks and Recreation Director

Date:

January 4, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Development of a Lemoore Youth Committee
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Advise staff on how to proceed with the development of a Lemoore Youth Committee.
Subject/Discussion:
On August 15, 2017, City Council directed staff to research options for the development
of a Lemoore Youth Committee. The Parks and Recreation Director position was vacant
shortly after that date, so the item was placed on hold until a new Parks and Recreation
Director was hired. The Parks and Recreation Director position has been filled with our
previous director and the project is ready to move forward. Staff has conducted research
and would like to present three (3) options to City Council:
•

Development of a Lemoore Youth Advisory Group. This group would be created
and maintained by members of the public between the ages of 13 and 19. City
Council could appoint two (2) council members to serve on the committee, or direct
the City Manager to assign a staff liaison. The Youth Advisory Group would bring
relevant items to the two (2) assigned council members, the City Council as a
whole through public comment, or to City Staff. Through this option, the Advisory
Group would be managed and maintain solely by the members.

“In God We Trust”
4

•

Development of a Lemoore Parks and Recreation Youth Committee. The Parks
and Recreation Department would seek interested youth between the ages of 13
and 19 to participate in the Lemoore Parks and Recreation Youth Committee. City
Staff would be responsible for meeting with the group and relaying comments,
concerns and recommendations to the Parks and Recreation Commission and
then to City Council.

•

Development, by Ordinance, of a Youth Advisory Committee. The Committee
would be comprised of five (5) regular youth (Ages of 13-19) members and would
serve two-year staggered terms. The members of the Youth Advisory Committee
would be appointed by City Council.

City Staff would like to seek City Council’s direction on which option to further pursue,
and implement.
Financial Consideration(s):
Financial impacts will be specific to the option selected by City Council. In most cases,
the only fiscal impact would be the cost of staff time to participate in the group.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Promotes community engagement
• Provides for additional avenues to interact with the Parks and Recreation
Commission and City Council
Cons:
• Each option has its own set of challenges
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff seeks City Council recommendation on which option to pursue and implement.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☐ Other
List:

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/09/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18

“In God We Trust”
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Item

3-1

December 5, 2017 Minutes
Study Session
City Council Meeting
CALL TO ORDER:
At 5:30 p.m., the meeting was called to order.
ROLL CALL: Mayor:
Mayor Pro Tem:
Council Members:
Absent:

MADRIGAL
NEAL
BLAIR, BROWN
CHEDESTER

City Staff and contract employees present: Interim City Manager Olson; City Attorney Van
Bindsbergen; Assistant City Manager Speer; Acting Public Works Director Rivera, Development
Services Director Holwell; Police Chief Smith; Finance Director Corder; Deputy City Clerk
Lourenco.
PUBLIC COMMENT
There was no Public Comment.
5:30 pm STUDY SESSION
SS-1

Lemoore Little League

Jonathan Brewster, Vice President of the Lemoore Little League presented, which included the
following:
 Lemoore Little League Boundaries
o Southern Boundary
 County Line Road east from I-5
o Northern Boundary
 Corner of Elkorn Avenue
 Communities Served
o Lemoore
o NAS
o Tachi Reservation
o Kettleman City
o Avenal
o Coalinga
o Riverdale
o Laton
 Concerns
o Fields
o Bathrooms
o Lighting
o Traffic
o Conflicts with neighbors
o Site Security and Theft

1
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 Traffic
o Adjacent to S. Lemoore Avenue
o Adjacent to Iona Avenue
 Frequent foul balls
 Stray golf balls
 Parking
 Security
o Uncontrollable site access
o Poor security lighting
o Old doors and windows
 Future Field Design
o Centralized Snack Bar
o Similar to Corcoran and Visalia
Consensus by Council for this item to be taken to Parks and Recreation Commission to
generate an agreement with the Lemoore Little League.
SS-2

Potential Sales Tax Measure

City Attorney Jenell VanBindsbergen explained a potential Sales Tax Measure. The Sales Tax
Measure will increase funds and financial support of public safety departments. Staff
recommends that City Council adopt a resolution and ordinance to allow for a ballot measure in
June 2018 to increase the local sales tax in Lemoore by 1%.
CLOSED SESSION PUBLIC COMMENT
There was no Public Comment.
At 7:19 p.m., Council adjourned to Closed Session.
CLOSED SESSION
1. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation
Government code Section 54956.9
Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Paragraph (2) or (3) of Subdivision (d)
of Section 54956.9
Three Cases
2. Public Employee Performance Evaluation
City Manager
3. Conference with Labor Negotiator
Government Code Section 54957.6
Agency Negotiator: Jenell Van Bindsbergen, City Attorney
Employee Organizations: Lemoore Police Officers Association, Lemoore Police
Sergeants Unit

ADJOURNMENT
At 10:58 p.m., Council adjourned.

2
7

December 5, 2017 Minutes
Lemoore City Council
Regular City Council Meeting
CALL TO ORDER:
At 8:11 p.m., the meeting was called to order.
ROLL CALL: Mayor:
Mayor Pro Tem:
Council Members:
Absent:

MADRIGAL
NEAL
BLAIR, BROWN
CHEDESTER

City Staff and contract employees present: Interim City Manager Olson; City Attorney Van
Bindsbergen; Assistant City Manager Speer; Acting Public Works Director Rivera; Development
Services Director Holwell; Police Chief Smith; Finance Director Corder; Deputy City Clerk
Lourenco.
CLOSED SESSION REPORT
Nothing to report out.
AGENDA DELETION
Table Item 5-4 from the agenda.
Motion by Council Member Brown, and seconded by Council Member Neal to table Item 5-4 until
Wednesday, December 27 at 7:00 p.m.
Ayes: Brown, Neal, Blair. Madrigal
PUBLIC COMMENT
There was no Public Comment.
CEREMONIAL / PRESENTATION – Section 1
There were no Ceremonial / Presentations.
DEPARTMENT AND CITY MANAGER REPORTS – Section 2
2-1

Department & City Manager Reports

Parks and Recreation Director Glick thanked Council for the opportunity to come back to the City
of Lemoore. He stated he is excited for this second opportunity and will be moving to Lemoore in
the spring.
Acting Public Works Director Rivera stated the Lemoore Senior Center would be opened on
Friday for occupancy. Cimarron Park is 1/3 completed with the sewer lining.

3
8

Interim City Manager Olson provided Council with dates for the upcoming events. Ribbon cutting
for Dollar General will be held on December 11 and the AMPM groundbreaking will be held on
December 14. Kelly Slater Surf Ranch provided the City with a donation of $12,500.
CONSENT CALENDAR – Section 3
3-1
3-2
3-3
3-4

Approval – Minutes – Regular Meeting – November 21, 2017
Approval – Minutes – Special Meeting – November 28, 2017
Approval – Site License Agreement with ChargePoint, Inc. for Installation and
Maintenance of Electric Vehicle Charging Stations
Approval – Notice of Completion – In Roadway Warning Lights on Lemoore Avenue at
Skaggs and Larish Street

Item 3-3 pulled for separate consideration.
Motion by Council Member Chedester, seconded by Council Member Neal, to approve Consent
Calendar, excluding item 3-3.
Ayes:
3-3

Brown, Neal, Blair, Madrigal
Approval – Site License Agreement with ChargePoint, Inc. for Installation and
Maintenance of Electric Vehicle Charging Stations

Motion by Council Member Blair, seconded by Council Member Neal, to approve item 3-3 with
amendment to location of charging stations.
Ayes: Blair, Neal, Brown, Madrigal
PUBLIC HEARINGS – Section 4
There were no Public Hearings
NEW BUSINESS – Section 5
5-1

Report and Recommendation for Action – Social Media Policy

Motion by Council Member Brown, seconded by Council Member Neal, to approve the Social
Media Police for the City of Lemoore.
Ayes: Brown, Neal, Blair, Madrigal
5-2

Report and Recommendation for Information Only – Work Order Management System

Informational Only.
5-3

Report and Recommendation for Action – NAACP Dr. Martin Luther King Celebration
Donation Request

Motion by Council Member Blair, seconded by Council Member Brown, to deny donation request
from NAACP for the Dr. Martin Luther King Celebration.
Ayes: Blair, Brown, Madrigal
Noes: Neal

4
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5-4

Report and Recommendation for Action – Resolution of the City Council of the City of
Lemoore Declaring its Intent to Transition from At-Large Elections for City Council
Members to District-Based Elections for City Council Members Pursuant to Elections
Code Section 10010

This Item was tabled.
5-5

Report and Recommendation for Action – Resolution 2017-35 of Intention to (i) Annex
and Include Additional Territories in Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 in the
City of Lemoore, and (ii) Levy and Collect Annual Assessments in Such Annexed
Territories for Fiscal Year 2018-219 and Thereafter

Motion by Council Member Brown, seconded by Council Member Neal, to approve Resolution
2017-35 Intention to annex and Include Additional Territories in Public Facilities Maintenance
District.
Ayes: Brown, Neal, Blair, Madrigal
CITY COUNCIL REPORTS AND REQUESTS – Section 6
6-1

City Council Reports / Requests

Council Member Blair thanked everyone who attended all the events over the weekend. The
Christmas parade was a success and she appreciates everyone who attended. She requested
clarification on the condemnation of the Senior Center and prioritizing the need of our Veterans
and Veterans building.
Council Member Brown thanked the non-profit organizations who helped with Breakfast with
Santa. He would like everyone to keep first responders in thoughts and prayers during the holiday
season.
Mayor Pro Tem Neal thanked Council Member Blair for candy that was passed out at the parade.
He is keeping up to date with the issue with KWRA. Requested consensus from Council for Kings
EDC to be put on the Agenda in January.
Mayor Madrigal thanked the Chamber of Commerce for putting on a nice Christmas parade. He
agreed with Council Member Blair that there needs to be education regarding the Senior Center.
Thanked Kelly Slater Surf Ranch for the donation. He received a phone call from Willard
Rodarmel, who is on the board for the Sportsmans Range. Mr. Rodarmel is requesting a letter of
support from the City Council. Consensus was received by Council to bring the letter of support
to City Council.
ADJOURNMENT
At 9:35 p.m., the meeting adjourned.
ATTEST:

APPROVED:

Mary J. Venegas
City Clerk

Ray Madrigal
Mayor

5
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Item

3-2

December 27, 2017 Minutes
Lemoore City Council
Special City Council Meeting
CALL TO ORDER:
At 7:00 p.m., the meeting was called to order.
ROLL CALL: Mayor:
Mayor Pro Tem:
Council Members:
Absent:

MADRIGAL
NEAL
BLAIR, BROWN
CHEDESTER

City Staff and contract employees present: Interim City Manager Olson; City Attorney Van
Bindsbergen (via telephone); City Clerk Venegas.
PUBLIC COMMENT
Tom Reed stated he was unable to attend the 12/5/17 meeting but was able to listen to the audio.
It was a garbled in some areas. While listening to audio, discovered there was a special meeting
on today’s date. Suggested next time to have a special meeting on the third Tuesday of the month
and at the same regular time of 7:30 p.m.
NEW BUSINESS – Section 1
1-1

Report and Recommendation – A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Lemoore,
California Declaring Its Intent to Transition from At-Large Elections for City Council
Members to District-Based Elections for City Council Members Pursuant to Elections
Code Section 10010 – Resolution 2017-36 (Olson)

Motion by Council Member Blair, seconded by Council Member Brown, to adopt Resolution 201736, declaring the City of Lemoore’s intent to transition from at-large to district-based elections,
outlining specific steps to be undertaken to facilitate the transition, and estimating a timeframe for
action.
Tom Reed spoke.
Ayes:
Absent:

Blair, Brown, Neal, Madrigal
Chedester

Consensus from Council was received to hire a demographer not to exceed $50,000.
CLOSED SESSION PUBLIC COMMENT
There was no public comment.
At 7:36 p.m., Council adjourned to Closed Session.
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CLOSED SESSION
1. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation
Government code Section 54956.9
Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to Paragraph (2) or (3) of Subdivision (d)
of Section 54956.9
One Case
2. Threat to Public Services
Government Code 54957
Consultation with City Attorney
ADJOURNMENT
At 8:16 p.m., Council adjourned. There was nothing to report out.

ATTEST:

APPROVED:

May J. Venegas
City Clerk

Ray Madrigal
Mayor

2
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Item

3-3

January 9, 2018 Minutes
Lemoore City Council
Special City Council Meeting
CALL TO ORDER:
At 7:30 p.m., the meeting was called to order.
ROLL CALL: Mayor:
Mayor Pro Tem:
Council Members:

MADRIGAL
NEAL
BLAIR, BROWN, CHEDESTER

City Staff and contract employees present: Interim City Manager Olson; City Clerk Venegas;
Deputy City Clerk Lourenco.
PUBLIC COMMENT
Amy Ward thanked Interim City Manager Olson for taking time to speak with a business owner
who have recently closed their downtown businesses. Meeting was extremely beneficial. Mrs.
Ward also invited all to the Annual Installation Banquet next Friday, January 19, 2018 where the
Business of the Year, Organization of the Year, Police Officer of the Year and Citizen of the Year
will be honored.
PUBLIC HEARING – Section 1
1-1

Consideration and Public Input for Moving to Voting Districts (Olson)

Public Hearing opened at 7:48 p.m.
Spoke:

Connie Wlaschin
Ray Etchegoin
Michael Day
Myeishsa Neil
William Oliveira
Crystal Jackson

Public Hearing closed at 8:13 p.m.
City Council will consider comments for moving to Voting Districts.
ADJOURNMENT
At 8:24 p.m., Council adjourned.
ATTEST:

APPROVED:

May J. Venegas
City Clerk

Ray Madrigal
Mayor

1
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Staff Report
Item No: 3-4
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Michelle Speer, Assistant City Manager

Date:

December 11, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: City Council meeting schedule for the 2018 calendar year – Resolution
2018-01
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Adopt Resolution 2018-01, adopting the City Council meeting schedule for the 2018
calendar year.
Subject/Discussion:
In calendar year 2017, five (5) regularly scheduled City Council meetings were cancelled
in order to accommodate a holiday, or to provide a break period for City Council members,
staff and the community. In 2017, there was an eight (8) week period between the June
20, 2017 and August 15, 2017 City Council meetings. The lengthy break made it difficult
for staff to facilitate on-going efforts. As such, city staff would like to recognize that it is
important to allow for recess periods, but that the time between meetings allow for
progress of city business without unnecessary delays. City Staff recommends that the
following City Council meeting dates be cancelled in 2018:
July 3, 2018
July 17, 2018
November 20, 2018
City staff would also like to request that City Council consider cancelling the January 1,
2019 meeting as part of this resolution. City Staff will come forward in January 2019 with
“In God We Trust”
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additional recommendations for the City Council meeting calendar for the remainder of
the 2019 year.
If after the adoption of this calendar, it is determined that meetings may be necessary,
City Council may hold a special session at any time.
Financial Consideration(s):
Not applicable.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Allows a recess for City Councilmembers, staff and the public
• Adopting a calendar provides for advanced notification of public meeting
cancellations
Cons:
• Cancellation of City Council meetings increases the length of time between
meetings, and may lengthen the formal response time for city business.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends adopting the City Council meeting schedule for 2018.

Attachments:
☒ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☐ Other
List:

2018-01

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
01/11/18
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RESOLUTION 2018-01

RESOLUTION NO. 2018-01
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEMOORE
ADOPTING THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING CALENDAR
FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2018

WHEREAS, the time for regular meetings of the City Council shall be the first and third
Tuesdays of each month at the hour of 5:30pm;
WHEREAS, city staff seeks to establish a city council meeting calendar that is conducive to
providing effective and efficient services to the public;
WHEREAS, cancellation of City Council meetings may be necessary due to holidays and to
provide a recess for City Councilmembers, city staff, and the public;
WHEREAS; city staff recommends cancelling the following City Council Meetings in 2018 –
2019:
•
•
•
•

July 3, 2018
July 17, 2018
November 20, 2018
January 1, 2019*

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council hereby adopts the City
Council Meeting Calendar for Calendar Year 2018;
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Lemoore at a Regular Meeting
held on 16th day of January 2018 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

APPROVED:

_________________________
Mary J. Venegas
City Clerk

_________________________
Ray Madrigal
Mayor
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Staff Report
Item No: 3-5
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Frank Rivera, Acting Public Works Director

Date:

December 18, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Budget Amendment – New Pickup Truck in the Wastewater Department
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve the purchase of a 2018 Chevy 3500 from Richards Chevrolet and the purchase
of necessary equipment from Scelzi Enterprizes, Inc.; approve a budget amendment in
the amount of $24,050 and authorize the Interim City Manager to sign all purchasing
documents for the new vehicle and approved equipment.
Subject/Discussion:
The wastewater division has $40,000 budgeted for a new pickup truck in the 2017-2018
fiscal year. The new truck will be replacing an old truck (#326). During the budget process,
it was the intent to City Staff to reuse the boxes and crane from the old truck, and place
them on the new truck. However, staff has discovered that a 2018 Chevy 3500 truck has
a newly designed bed; therefore, the existing boxes and crane will no longer fit on the
new style. Staff is requesting additional funds in order to equip the new truck for full
functionality.
Staff received three quotes for the main truck:
Richards Chevrolet
Keller Motors
Hedrick’s Chevy

$29,265.00
$29,741.27
$31,983.22
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Scelzi Enterprises, Inc. will install the custom bed. The estimate for the custom bed is
$28,785.00. Scelzi Enterprises is the only vendor that is able to provide the appropriate
bed for the needs of the City of Lemoore. Additional items that will be included with the
truck are an air compressor, additional keys and safety lights. These items are estimated
to cost $6,000.
The total cost of the truck is $64,050.
Financial Consideration(s):
A budget amendment of $24,050 is required from the Sewer Asset Replacement fund.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Provides a fully functional vehicle for the sewer department.
Cons:
• The additional cost was not budgeted for fiscal year 2017-2018.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council approve the purchase of a new vehicle and
equipment for the wastewater division and approve the budget amendment in the amount
of $24,050.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Truck and Bed Quotes

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
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TRUCK
QUOTES

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

XXXXXX
XXXXX 2,009.77

XXXXXX $29,741.27

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

BED
QUOTE

38

WORK ORDER / ESTIMATE

Annadale Office, 2316 E. Annadale, Fresno, CA 93706
Phone: 559-237-5541 Fax: 559-237-5554 Toll Free: (800) 858-2883

135609
Page 1 of 3

Scelzi Enterprises, Inc.
Custom Truck Body Manufacturing

Customer:

LEMOORE, CITY OF

Date:

10/27/17

Address:

711 W. CINNAMON DRIVE

Phone:

(559) 904-0915

LEMOORE, CA 93245

Contact:

MACK STAUFFER

Terms:

Net 30/PO#

Make

Year

Model

2018

CUSTTRUCK

Vehicle Info

CHEVY 3500 4X2, REG CAB, DRW, GAS,
WHITE, 60''CA
Part No / Description

Quantity

FAX:

Type

(559) 924-6750

VIN #

Customer

Price

PAINT BODY WHITE
DUAL FUEL TANKS
NOTES:
1.) NO LADDER RACK
2.) CUSTOMER TO NOTE IF CHASSIS HAS A 89''
STANDARD OR 96'' WIDE REAR AXLE.
3.) CUSTOMER TO PROVIDE VIN NUMBER AND
AVAILABILITY OF THE CHASSIS.
1 EA

SB-CUSTOM
SERVICE BODY CUSTOM: 108-89-49-38-VO-V/VO
1EA - ALL LED LIGHTS
1EA - STANDARD MASTER BAR LOCK SYSTEM
1EA- CRANE REINFORCE DRIVER SIDE REAR COMPARTMENTS FOR A 3,200LB
CRANE
1EA- AUTO CRANE #3203PRX HW 3,000LB CAPACITY 360 DEGREE CONTINUOUS
HYDRAULIC POWER ROTATION, HYDRAULIC POWER BOOM ELEVATION AND
BOOM EXTENSION TO 11' MANUAL EXTENSION TO 15' - MOUNT CRANE DRIVER
SIDE REAR #320989002
1EA - BOOM REST FOR OPEN TOP DRIVER SIDE
1EA - MANUAL FOLD DOWN CRANK DOWN OUTRIGGER DRIVER SIDE REAR
1EA - AUXILIARY BATTERY 12 VOLT DEE CYCLE SET-UP FOR ELECTRIC CRANE
INCLUDES BATTERY BOX AND SEPARATOR
1E - INSTALL ON CRANE A HORN, HORN BUTTON, ALL WARNING STICKERS AND
A 5LB ABC FIRE EXTINGUISHER
1EA - SPRING PACKABE TO BRING TRUCK TO LEVEL 39

$26,610.00 /EA

WORK ORDER / ESTIMATE

Annadale Office, 2316 E. Annadale, Fresno, CA 93706
Phone: 559-237-5541 Fax: 559-237-5554 Toll Free: (800) 858-2883

135609
Page 2 of 3

Scelzi Enterprises, Inc.
Custom Truck Body Manufacturing

Customer:

LEMOORE, CITY OF

Date:

10/27/17

Address:

711 W. CINNAMON DRIVE

Phone:

(559) 904-0915

LEMOORE, CA 93245

Contact:

MACK STAUFFER

Terms:

Net 30/PO#

Make

Year

Model

2018

CUSTTRUCK

Vehicle Info

CHEVY 3500 4X2, REG CAB, DRW, GAS,
WHITE, 60''CA
Part No / Description

Quantity

FAX:

Type

(559) 924-6750

VIN #

Customer

Price

1EA - 18'' REAR WORK DECK WITH ACCESS DOORS
1EA - CLASS 5 RECEIVER HITCH
1EA - 7 PRONG FLAT RV PLUG #12707
1EA - SVS-121 BOLT ON NON-REMOVABLE VISE STAND PASSENGER SIDE REAR
1EA - POLYUREA BED FLOOR, BACK WRAPPERS, FRONT BULKHEAD, INSIDE OF
TAILGATE AND TOP ONLY OF REAR WORK DECK
1 EA

$2,122.00 /EA

TAX FRESNO
SALES TAX RATE @ 7.975% (FRESNO)

1 EA

$25.00 /EA

HWD FEE
HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL FEE

1 EA

$28.00 /EA

WEIGHT CERTIFICATE
WEIGHT CERTIFICATE OF COMPLETED UNIT

1 EA

$0.00 /EA

WILL CALL
CUSTOMER TO PICK UP COMPLETED UNIT IN FRESNO, CA
CONTACT:
MACK STAUFFER
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WORK ORDER / ESTIMATE

Annadale Office, 2316 E. Annadale, Fresno, CA 93706
Phone: 559-237-5541 Fax: 559-237-5554 Toll Free: (800) 858-2883

135609
Page 3 of 3

Scelzi Enterprises, Inc.
Custom Truck Body Manufacturing

Customer:

LEMOORE, CITY OF

Date:

10/27/17

Address:

711 W. CINNAMON DRIVE

Phone:

(559) 904-0915

LEMOORE, CA 93245

Contact:

MACK STAUFFER

Terms:

Net 30/PO#

Make

Year

Model

2018

CUSTTRUCK

Vehicle Info

CHEVY 3500 4X2, REG CAB, DRW, GAS,
WHITE, 60''CA

(559) 924-6750

Type

VIN #

Customer

Part No / Description

Quantity

Disclaimer:

FAX:

Price

SCELZI ENTERPRISES INC. DOES NOT GUARANTEE A PERFECT COLOR MATCH
DUE TO INCONSISTENCIES IN FACTORY PAINTS AND PROCEDURES

REVISIONS AFTER APPROVAL DATE ARE
SUBJECT TO ADDITIONAL CHARGES
PRICES SUBJECT TO CHANGE WITHOUT NOTICE

THIS WORK
AUTHORIZED BY:

Total:

DATE:

$28,785.00

Payment in full on completion of job if credit arrangements have not been made in advance.

The above quotation is submitted according to specifications submitted by customer. Any
alterations or changes increasing production costs will be charged for accordingly.
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ESTIMATE
PREPARED BY:

Parsons, Julie

SALESMAN:

GLENN CARPENTER

City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-6
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Frank Rivera, Acting Public Works Director

Date:

December 18, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Budget Amendment - Landscape and Lighting Maintenance District
(LLMD) No. 1, Zone 8
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve a budget amendment of $37,500 for LLMD No.1, Zone 8.
Subject/Discussion:
LLMD Zone 8 has an available fund balance of $70,440. Staff would like a budget
amendment of $37,500 from the fund balance to Zone 8’s Repair/Maintenance Services
account. (208-4858-4350)
Transferring the funds will allow for improvements to the zone. The funds will be used to
remove and replace broken or missing sprinklers, repair any leaks, cap off sprinklers
where turf has been removed (islands), remove and replace dead plants, remove dead
trees and trim trees throughout the zone.
Financial Consideration(s):
The budget amendment of $37,500 would come from the fund balance of $70,440 that is
currently available for LLMD Zone 8.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Improved visual aesthetic appeal.
“In God We Trust”
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• Water Conservation
Cons:
• Additional cost was not budgeted for fiscal year 2017-2018
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council approve a budget amendment in the amount of
$37,500.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Budget Amendment

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
01/11/18
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-7
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

John Souza, Utilities Manager

Date:

December 27, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Budget Amendment - Additional On Call Operator for Sewer and Water
Departments
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve a budget amendment of $8,440 for an additional on call operator for sewer and
water.
Subject/Discussion:
The City of Lemoore currently has one staff member on call for water and sewer
emergencies that arise during off hours. The staff member on call switches between the
sewer and water department staff. If there is a water emergency and sewer staff is on
call, the sewer staff member must then call a water staff member to handle the call.
Therefore, the City is paying overtime to both sewer and water.
Staff is requesting an individual on call operator from both the water and sewer
departments. Having a staff member on call from each department will help to dispatch
the proper employee to a call. This will avoid unnecessary overtime and ensure the proper
employee is available and prepared to respond to a call within the necessary timeframe.
Both water and sewer departments require state licensed operators for certain work sites.
It is crucial to the city’s water quality and environmental health and safety that we are
proactively responding to these call outs.
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An action plan, calendar and phone numbers are provided to the correct individuals to
ensure the proper person is contacted.
The City compensates employees on call at the rate of $1.25/hour. Adding a second on
call operator will cost an additional $8,440. However, reduced overtime is expected as
the correct department will respond to the emergency.
Financial Consideration(s):
A budget amendment of $8,440 is required to increase the budget for Salaries in Fund
050 Water and 060 Sewer and Storm Water (4010)
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Certified staff first to respond to the emergency.
• Quick response time
• Eliminate unnecessary overtime
Cons:
• Additional cost was not budgeted for fiscal year 2017-2018
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council approve a budget amendment of $8,440.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Budget Amendment

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
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CITY OF LEMOORE
BUDGET AMENDMENT FORM

Date:

12/27/2017

Requesting Department:

Request By:

John Souza

Sewer Department

TYPE OF BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST:
Appropriation Transfer within Budget Unit
All other appropriations (Attach Council approved Staff Report)

FROM:
Fund

Budget Unit

Account

Proposed
Increase/Decrease:

Current Budget

Proposed New Budget

050

050

1010

$

584,330.00 $

(4,220.00) $

580,110.00

060

060

1010

$

10,331,088.54 $

(4,220.00) $

10,326,868.54

TO:
Fund

Budget Unit

Account

Proposed
Increase/Decrease:

Current Budget

Proposed New Budget

050

4250

4010

$

533,110.00 $

4,220.00 $

537,330.00

060

4260

4010

$

505,810.00 $

4,220.00 $

510,030.00

JUSTIFICATION FOR CHANGE/FUNDING SOURCE:

APPROVALS:
Department Head:

Date:

City Manager:

Date:

Completed By:

Date:
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LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-8
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Michelle Speer, Assistant City Manager

Date:

December 21, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Budget Amendment - Acceptance of Surf Ranch Donation in the amount
of $12,500
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Accept the donation from Surf Ranch, Inc., in the amount of $12,500.
Subject/Discussion:
On December 4, 2017, Mayor Madrigal, Interim City Manager Nathan Olson, and
Community Development Director Judy Holwell, were invited to the Surf Ranch in order
to accept a donation on behalf of the City. The Surf Ranch presented the City with a
$12,500 check to be used for support of the Lemoore Youth Recreation Fund and
Lemoore Little League.
Financial Consideration(s):
A budget amendment has been created to increase revenues to the Youth Recreation
Fund (2296) in the amount of $6,250, and to increase revenues to Miscellaneous
Revenues (3869) in the amount of $6,250. Additionally, expenditures in Parks &
Recreation, Operating Supplies Account (4242-4220) has been increased by $6,250 to
support the Lemoore Little League.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Not Applicable.
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Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not Applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends accepting the donation from Surf Ranch, Inc., in the amount of
$12,500.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Budget Amendment

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
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CITY OF LEMOORE
BUDGET AMENDMENT FORM

Date:

12/21/2017

Requesting Department:

Request By:

Michelle Speer

City Manager's Office

TYPE OF BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST:
Appropriation Transfer within Budget Unit
All other appropriations (Attach Council approved Staff Report)

FROM:
Fund

Budget Unit

Account

Proposed
Increase/Decrease:

Current Budget

Proposed New Budget
$

-

TO:
Fund

Budget Unit

Account

Proposed
Increase/Decrease:

Current Budget

Proposed New Budget

001

2296

$

-

$

6,250.00 $

6,250.00

001

3869

$

12,124.00 $

6,250.00 $

18,374.00

4220

$

74,150.00 $

6,250.00 $

80,400.00

001

4242

JUSTIFICATION FOR CHANGE/FUNDING SOURCE:
Donation from the Surf Ranch, Inc. in the amount of $12,500 to be split between the Youth Recreation Fund and
miscellaneous income (for Lemoore Little League).

APPROVALS:
Department Head:

Date:

City Manager:

Date:

Completed By:

Date:
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Staff Report
Item No: 3-9
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Frank Rivera, Acting Public Works Director

Date:

December 13, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Initial Study/Negative
Declaration for Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7 – CIP 5222
Resolution 2018-02
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Adopt Resolution 2018-02, approving the Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) for
the additional water storage tank, Well 7 project (CIP 5222).
Subject/Discussion:
The City of Lemoore, in coordination with QK, prepared and published a notice of intent
to adopt a Negative Declaration (ND) to address environmental issues associated with
the City’s addition of a water storage tank at Well 7. The public review period began
December 16, 2017 and ended January 5, 2018.
The new water tank is proposed to be located at Well 7 on the north side of Bush Street,
north of West Hills College. The project is an addition of a 1,500,000 gallon water storage
tank with its accompanying piping and connections to the City’s existing water well and
storage tank on the project site.
The new water tank will provide additional water storage to meet demands of commercial,
industrial and future residential customers. Currently, Well 7 cannot be taken off-line for
maintenance due to water demands. By adding an additional tank, the City would be able
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to store more water on-site, and when needed, move water from one tank to the other for
service of the tanks.
The proposed storage tank will be approximately 92’ in diameter and 32’ high, and will be
finished with a color similar to the existing tank. The site will be paved to match the
existing area, the existing 6’ chain link fence will be modified to accommodate new
features, an additional 6’ chain link fence will be constructed and the site will drain through
an existing onsite drop inlet to the in-street drainage system. This project is budgeted
under Community Investment Project 5222.
Financial Consideration(s):
The adoption of the environmental clearance does not have a budget impact.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
None noted.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council adopt Resolution 2018-02, approving an Initial
Study/Negative Declaration for Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7.

Attachments:
☒ Resolution:
2018-02
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Negative Declaration Report

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
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RESOLUTION 2018-02

RESOLUTION NO. 2018-02
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEMOORE
ADOPTING THE CEQA INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR AN
ADDITIONAL WATER STORAGE TANK, WELL 7

WHEREAS, a Notice of Intent to Adopt an Initial Study and Negative Declaration for an
Additional Water Storage Tank at Well 7 was published in the Hanford Sentinel and on the City
of Lemoore website on December 16, 2017, in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA); and
WHEREAS, the Initial Study and Negative Declaration was made available for public
comment for 20-days, beginning on December 16, 2017 and ending on January 5, 2018.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Lemoore:
Section 1.
The City Council finds that the Initial Study and Negative Declaration
identified that the project would result in less than significant or no impacts for all environmental
issue areas including: Aesthetics/Shadows, Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Air Quality,
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Construction Effects, Geology/Soils, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, Hazards/Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning,
Mineral Resources, Neighborhood Effects, Population and Housing, Public Services,
Transportation/Circulation, Utilities and Mandatory Findings of Significance.
Section 2.
The City Council has reviewed and considered the Initial Study and
Negative Declaration with the comments received during the public review process, prior to acting
on the project.
Section 3.
The City Council finds, based on the whole record before it, including the
Initial Study and Negative Declaration and any comments received, that there is no substantial
evidence that the project will have a significant effect on the environment, and that the Negative
Declaration reflects the City’s independent judgement and analysis. Therefore, the City Council
hereby adopts the Negative Declaration.
Section 4.
Consistent with CEQA Guideline section 15074, the documents which
constitute the record of proceedings for approving this project are located in the Community
Development Department, 711 W Cinnamon Drive, Lemoore, CA 93245.
Section 5.
The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution, and
thenceforth and thereafter the same shall be in full force and effect.
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RESOLUTION 2018-02

PASSED and ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Lemoore at a regular meeting
held on the 16th day of January 2018 by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAINING:

ATTEST:

APPROVED:

_________________________
Mary J. Venegas, City Clerk

____________________________
Ray Madrigal, Mayor
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INITIAL STUDY AND
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

CITY OF LEMOORE

ADDITIONAL WATER STORAGE TANK,
WELL 7

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED BY 5:00 P.M. ON JANUARY 5, 2018

NOVEMBER 2017
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INITIAL STUDY AND
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

ADDITIONAL WATER STORAGE TANK, WELL 7
Prepared for:
City of Lemoore
711 W Cinnamon Drive
Lemoore, CA 93245
Contact Person: Joel R. Joyner, PE, PLS, City Engineer
Phone: (559) 733-0440
Consultant:

901 East Main Street
Visalia, CA 93292
Contact: Steve Brandt, AICP, Principal Planner
Phone: (559) 733-0440
November 2017

© Copyright by Quad Knopf, Inc.
Unauthorized use prohibited.
Project #L160239
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
This is to advise that the City of Lemoore has prepared a Negative Declaration for the Project
identified below.

PLEASE BE ADVISED that the City Council will consider adopting the Negative Declaration at
its meeting to be held at 7:30 p.m., January 16, 2018. The meeting will be held at the City
Council Chambers at 429 C Street, Lemoore, California.

Project Name

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7

Project Location

North side of Bush Street, north of West Hills College.

Project Description

The Project is the addition of a 1,500,000 gallon water storage tank with its accompanying
piping and connections to the City’s existing water well and storage tank on the project site.
The documents constituting the Initial Study/ Negative Declaration are available for review
at the office of the City Clerk, 711 W. Cinnamon Drive, Lemoore, CA.
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Negative Declaration

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
As Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City of Lemoore
reviewed the Project described below to determine whether it could have a significant effect
on the environment because of its development. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15382, “[s]ignificant effect on the environment” means a substantial, or potentially
substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the
project, including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of
historic or aesthetic significance.

Project Name, Location and Description
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7.

North side of Bush Street, north of West Hills College.

The Project is the addition of a 1,500,000 gallon water storage tank with its accompanying
piping and connections to the City’s existing water well and storage tank on the project site.
The documents constituting the Initial Study/ Negative Declaration are available for review
at the office of the City Clerk, City Hall, 711 West Cinnamon Drive, Lemoore, California.

Mailing Address and Phone Number of Contact Persons
Steve Brandt, AICP
Principal Planner
QK
901 East Main Street
Visalia, California 93292
(559) 733-0440

Joel R. Joyner, PE, PLS
City Engineer
QK
901 East Main Street
Visalia, California 93292
(559) 733-0440

Findings

As Lead Agency, the City of Lemoore finds that the Project will not have a significant effect
on the environment. The Environmental Checklist (CEQA Guidelines Appendix G) or Initial
Study (IS) (see Section 3 - Environmental Checklist) identified one or more potentially
significant effects on the environment, but revisions of the Project have been made before
the release of this Negative Declaration (ND) that reduce all potentially significant impacts
to less-than-significant levels. The Lead Agency thus finds that there is no substantial
evidence that this Project has had or will have a significant effect on the environment.

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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SECTION 1 - INTRODUCTION
1.1 - Overview
The project includes construction and operation of an additional 1,500,000 gallon water
storage tank on an existing tank site.

1.2 - California Environmental Quality Act

The City of Lemoore is the Lead Agency for this Project pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines
(Public Resources Code Section 15000 et seq.). The Environmental Checklist (CEQA
Guidelines Appendix G) provides analysis guidelines for examination of the potential
environmental effects of the construction and operation of the Project. Section 15063 of the
CEQA Guidelines requires the Lead Agency to prepare an IS to determine whether a
discretionary project will have a significant effect on the environment. A Negative
Declaration (ND) is appropriate when an IS has been prepared and a determination can be
made that no significant environmental effects will occur or revisions to the Project have
been made that reduce all potentially significant impacts to less-than-significant levels.
Based on the IS, the Lead Agency has determined that the environmental review for the
proposed application can be completed with an ND.

1.3 - Impact Terminology

The following terminology is used to describe the level of significance of impacts.
•

A finding of “no impact” is appropriate if the analysis concludes that the project
would not affect a topic area in any way.

•

An impact is considered “less than significant with mitigation incorporated” if the
analysis concludes that it would cause no substantial adverse change to the
environment with the inclusion of environmental commitments that have been
agreed to by an applicant.

•

•

An impact is considered “less than significant” if the analysis concludes that it
would cause no substantial adverse change to the environment and requires no
mitigation.

An impact is considered “potentially significant” if the analysis concludes that it
could have a substantial adverse effect on the environment.

1.4 - Document Organization and Contents

The content and format of this IS/ND meets the requirements of CEQA. The report contains
the following sections:
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore
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•

Section 1 – Introduction: This section provides an overview of CEQA

•

Section 2– Project Description: This section describes the Project and the Project

•

•

requirements, describes the intended uses of the IS/ND, describes document
organization, and lists any regulations that have been incorporated by reference.
site’s location.

Section 3 – Environmental Checklist: This section contains the evaluation of 18
environmental resource factors contained in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines.
Each factor is analyzed to determine whether the proposed Project would have an
impact. One of four findings must be made: no impact, less-than-significant
impact, less than significant with mitigation, or significant and unavoidable.
Section 4 – List of Preparers: This chapter identifies the individuals who prepared

the IS/MND.

1.5 - Incorporated by Reference

The following documents and/or regulations are incorporated into this IS/MND by
reference:
•
•

General Plan and Zoning Ordinance City of Lemoore, and General Plan EIR (on file,
Public Works Department, City of Lemoore, 711 West Cinnamon Drive).

Naval Air Station Lemoore Joint Land Use Study, prepared August 30, 2011,
similarly on file.

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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SECTION 2 - PROJECT DESCRIPTION
2.1 - Project Location
The Project is located on the north side of Bush Street, north of West Hills College. Figures
2-1 and 2-2 depict the Project location and the Project. Table 2-1 provides Project data.

2.2 - Surrounding Land Uses

The Project site is abutted by currently vacant land. Land southeast of the site is General
Plan-designated and zoned for multiple residential development; land southwest of the site
is General Plan-designated and zoned for single-family development. These areas have been
graded for these purposes. South of the Project site, across Bush Street, is the West Hills
Community College Campus.

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore
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Community College Campus.

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore

Figure 2-1
Regional Location
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Figure 2-2
Project Location
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore

65

November 2017
Page 2-3

Project Description

Figure 2-3
The Project
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore
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Table 2-1
Project Data

The new welded steel water storage tank will match the dimensions of the existing tank.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

92’ in diameter
32’ shell height
1,500,000 gallon capacity
New, toroidal, tank will be painted similar to existing tank
Site will be paved, asphalt, to match existing
Existing 6’ chain link fence will be modified to accommodate new features; additional
6’ chain link fence will be constructed
Site drainage through existing onsite drop inlet to in-street drainage system

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore
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SECTION 3 - INITIAL STUDY
3.1 - Environmental Checklist
1. Project Title:

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:
City of Lemoore
711 West Cinnamon Drive
Lemoore, CA 93245

3. Contact Persons and Phone Number:
Joel R. Joyner, PE, PLS, City Engineer
(559) 733-0440
Steve Brandt, Principal Planner
(559) 733-0440

4. Project Location:

North side of Bush Street, north of West Hills College.

5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:
City of Lemoore
711 West Cinnamon Drive
Lemoore, CA 93245

6. General Plan Designation:

Public Services and Community Facilities

7. Zoning:

Public Services and Community Facilities

8. Description of Project:

The Project is the addition of a 1,500,000 gallon water storage tank with its
accompanying piping and connections to the City’s existing water well and storage tank
on the Project site.

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore
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9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The Project is abutted on all sides by currently vacant land. General Plan designated and
zoned for urban development. The site is bordered on the east and west by planned
multiple and single-family residential development. South of the Project site, across from
Bush Street, is the West Hills Community College Campus

10. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required:
•

None

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore
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3.2 - Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
The environmental factors below would be potentially affected by this project.
Aesthetics

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources

Air Quality

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Hydrology and Water
Quality

Biological Resources
Land Use and
Planning

Population and
Housing

Transportation and
Traffic

3.3 - Determination

Cultural Resources
Mineral Resources
Public Services

Tribal Cultural Resources
Mandatory Findings of
Significance

Geology and Soils
Noise

Recreation

Utilities and Service
Systems

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect (a) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and (b) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENT IMPACT REPORT
is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.
Signature

Date

Printed Name

For

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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3.4 - Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one
involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards
(e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a projectspecific screening analysis).
2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as
on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then
the checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less
than significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact"
is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there
are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made,
an EIR is required.

4. "Negative Declaration” applies where the incorporation of mitigation in the Project
design has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than
Significant Impact."
5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.
Section 15063(c)(3)(D).

Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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3.4.1 - AESTHETICS

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

b.
c.
d.

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?
Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Create a new source of substantial light or
glare that would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.1a – Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista: The
Project will duplicate the existing tank on the site.
Level of Significance: The Project would have no impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.1b – Would the Project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway:
There are no such resources.
Level of Significance: The Project would have no impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.1c – Would the Project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings: See Impacts #3.4.1a and #3.4.1b.
Level of Significance: The Project would have no impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore

73

November 2017
Page 3-6

Initial Study
Impact #3.4.1d – Would the Project create a new source of substantial light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area: The Project will create no new light
source or glare surface.
Level of Significance: The Project would have no impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

3.4.2 - AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the
California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range
Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and forest carbon measurement methodology
provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:
a.

b.
c.

d.
e.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?
Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use or a Williamson Act Contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources
Code
section
12220(g)),
timberland (as defined by Public Resources
Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?
Result in the loss of forest land or conversion
of forest land to non-forest use?

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.2a – Would the Project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
nonagricultural use: The Project site and surrounding area are designated California
Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program’s Important
Farmland Mapping as Urban and Built-Up Land, Vacant or Disturbed Land and Grazing Land
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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(California Department of Conservation, 2017). No Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance occurs on or adjacent to the Project site. No land
conversion from Farmland would occur as a result of the Project.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.2b – Would the Project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a
Williamson Act Contract: The Project site and adjacent areas are zoned Medium Density
Residential, Mixed Use, Public Services and Community Facilities (CF), Heavy Industrial
(MH) and Light Industrial (ML) by the Lemoore Zoning Ordinance (City of Lemoore, 2017).
They are not encumbered with a Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, implementation of the
Project would not conflict with any existing zoning for agriculture or a Williamson act
Contract and there would be no impact.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.2c – Would the Project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code section 51104(g)): The Project site is not identified as forest land.
Therefore, implementation of the Project would not conflict with any existing zoning for
forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.2d – Would the Project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land
to non-forest use: No conversion of forest land would occur as a result of the Project.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.2e – Would the Project involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use
or conversion of forest land to non-forest use: See discussion in Impacts a., b., c., and d. above.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

3.4.3 - AIR QUALITY

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

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

b.
c.

d.
e.

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?
Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions
which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?
Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?
Create objectionable odors
substantial number of people?

affecting

a

Discussion

Impact #3.4.3a, #3.4.3b and 3.4.3c – Would the Project conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan; violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation; or result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors): The
construction and operation of the tank will include 6,624 square feet of industrial space, less
than 1 acre of direct site construction not including tank materials storage, and no new
employees. It is, therefore, exempt from SJVAPCD Rules 9510 and 9410. There are no
operational emissions.
Level of Significance: There is a less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation measures are required.

Impact #3.4.3d – Would the Project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations: There are no sensitive receptors near the proposed Project.
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.3e – Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people: The
Project will not emit odors.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

3.4.4 - BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

b.

c.

d.

e.
f.

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

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species, or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

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

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

Discussion

Impact #3.4.4a, #3.4.4b, #3.4.4c, and #3.4.4d – Would the Project have a substantial adverse
effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations or by the
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; Have a substantial
adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; or Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means; Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede
the use of native wildlife nursery sites: This analysis focuses on the impacts of the Project on
sensitive biological resources including sensitive plant and wildlife species or their habitat,
riparian habitat, aquatic resources, and interference with wildlife movement corridors near
the Project site. Additional concerns focus on consistency of the Project with adopted plans,
policies and regulations regarding wildlife, habitat conservation planning, local wildlife
preservation plans and policies, and waters of the U.S., including wetlands.
The Project site is already fully disturbed with dirt roadways and debris storage. There is no
evidence that it is likely to contain candidate, sensitive or special status species although
reconnaissance level surveys should be undertaken immediately prior to Project
construction to assure their absence and implement legally-required mitigation if present.
(It should be noted that there are no wetlands or riparian habitat on or near the Project site.
Level of Significance: The impact is less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.4e - Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance: The Project site is located within the City of
Lemoore and is subject to the provisions protecting sensitive biological resources that are
contained in the City of Lemoore 2030 General Plan. One pertinent Implementing Policy
contained within that General Plan is COS-I-10, which requires the “protection of sensitive
habitat areas and special-status species in new development in the following order: 1)
avoidance; 2) onsite mitigation, and 3) offsite mitigation” (City of Lemoore 2008). It also
requires “assessments of biological resources prior to approval of any development within
300 feet of any creek, sensitive habitat areas, or areas of potential sensitive status species”
(City of Lemoore 2008). The Project does not conflict with the policies in the Lemoore
General Plan.
Level of Significance: Implementation of the proposed Project would have no impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.4f - Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan: There are no adopted habitat conservation plans or natural community conservation
plans that would apply to this Project site. The Project site is not located within the
boundaries of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP), Natural Community
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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Conservation Plan or any other local, regional, or state conservation plan. As such, no impact
would occur.
Level of Significance: No impact has been identified.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

3.4.5 - CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

NOTE: At the time this MND was prepared the Project site was being graded. The analysis in this section of
the checklist reflects this circumstance.
Would the project:
a.

b.
c.
d.

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource, or
historical resource as defined in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5?

Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5?
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

Discussion

Impacts #3.4.5a, #3.4.5b, #3.4.5c, and #3.4.5d – Would the Project Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, or historical resource as defined in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5; cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5; directly or indirectly
destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature; disturb any
human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries: The proposed Project
does not contain any listed or known historic resources nor is it located within an identified
historic district. The Project would have no impact on registered historic resources.
There is a low potential for ground-disturbing activities to expose and affect previously
unknown significant cultural resources, including historical or prehistorical resources at the
Project sites. However, there is still a possibility that such materials may be exposed during
construction. Tank foot excavation and pipeline trenching, as well as other grounddisturbing actions, have the potential to damage or destroy these previously unidentified
and potentially significant cultural resources within the Project area, including historical
resources. Disturbance of any deposits that have the potential to provide significant cultural
data would be considered a significant impact under CEQA, absent compliance with CEQA
Guidelines 15064.5, 15126.4b. Such compliance would reduce potential impacts on cultural
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
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resources, including tribal cultural resources, historical resources, associated with the
proposed Project to less than significant levels.
Sections 7050.5 and 7050.6 of the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code (Chapter 1492, Statutes of 1982, Senate Bill 297), and Senate Bill 447
(Chapter 44, Statutes of 1987), must also be followed.
Level of Significance: To the extent determinable, impacts would be less than significant
given compliance with applicable State law.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required other than such compliance.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

3.4.6 - GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk
of loss, injury, or death involving:
i.

ii.

iii.

b.
c.

d.
e.

iv.

Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent
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Discussion
Impact #3.4.6a(i): Would the Project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known
fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42: The Project site is not
located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. According to the California
Department of Conservation, California Geologic Survey Regulatory Maps (California
Department of Conservation, 2017), the nearest fault is the Nunez fault located in western
Fresno County. The fault is a 4.2-km-long, north-south-trending, right-reverse, oblique-slip
fault situated about eight miles northwest of Coalinga (City of Lemoore , 2008). There are no
faults located on the Project sites and the distance from the nearest active faults reduces the
possibility of fault rupture impacting the Project sites. Therefore, there would be no impact.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.6a(ii) – Would the Project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground
shaking: The City of Lemoore in its entirety could experience ground shaking during an
earthquake due to its proximity to nearby active or potentially active faults. In the past, the
Nunez fault has undergone surface rupture resulting in two earthquakes; the first (1983)
had a magnitude of 6.7 and the second (1985) a magnitude of 6.0 (City of Lemoore , 2008).
The location of this fault however, is far away from the city and the aftershocks during both
earthquakes did not cause any damage to the City of Lemoore. Although the Project area
could potentially experience ground shaking, the magnitude of the hazard would not be
anticipated, as stated in the Kings County General Plan Health and Safety Element, to be
severe. The Element, which illustrates the City of Lemoore as in V1 (Valley 1) seismic zone
(Figure HS-2 Seismic Safety Map). The V1 zone is defined as having a relatively high
amplification of shaking that would affect low to medium-rise structures but the distance to
either of the fault systems that are expected sources of the shaking is sufficiently great that
the effect should be minimal (Kings County, 2010).
Level of Significance: Impacts would be less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.6a(iii): Would the Project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction: Secondary natural hazards associated with earthquakes result
from the interaction of ground shaking with existing ground instabilities, and include
liquefaction, settlement or subsidence, landslides and seiches, which per the City’s General
Plan are not considered a concern to the City of Lemoore because of its distance from the
major regional fault (San Andreas Fault), the lack of steep slopes, and the clay composition
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of area soils (City of Lemoore , 2008). The City of Lemoore is identified as being in an area of
liquefaction by the Kings County General Plan (Figure HS-2 Seismic Safety Map).
Liquefaction could result in local areas during a strong earthquake or seismic ground
shaking where unconsolidated sediments and a high-water table coincide. The soils within
the Project area have been identified as having had a high water table, as much as five feet
below ground surface (United States Department of Agriculture, 1986). However, the City of
Lemoore is also identified as being in a V1 zone, which would have minimal effects from
ground shaking. The Project does not include the construction of structures and residences
and the potential for liquefaction is considered less than significant. The Project site is not
expected to expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground-failure including
liquefaction.
Level of Significance: Impacts would be less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.6a(iv) – Would the Project expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving Landslides: The site and
the areas surrounding the site have no topographic relief. The site’s topography would not
change substantially as a result of Project development. The project site is illustrated in
Figure HS-3 California Landslide Hazards Map of the 2035 General Plan as having “low”
likelihood of landslide incidents. The project would thus not expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects from landslides.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.6b – Would the Project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil: The
grading and disturbance to date of the Project site has not evidenced soil erosion or loss of
topsoil. There is, therefore, no apparent significant impact to date involving soil erosion or
“loss of topsoil”.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.6c – Would the Project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or offsite
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse: Please see the discussion in
3.4.6b.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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Impact #3.4.6d – Would the Project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property: Please see
the discussion in 3.4.6b.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.6e – Would the Project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems in areas where sewers are not
available for the disposal of wastewater: The Project does not involve or require the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater systems.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation is required.
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3.4.7 - GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
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directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?
Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.7a – Would the Project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment: Any greenhouse gas (GHG)
impacts associated with Project would, since Project-related District energy usage be
electricity or natural gas powered and served by a public utility (Pacific Gas and Electric)
evaluated on a statewide basis. Such evaluation has been made by the State under the
auspices of the State Climate Change Scoping Plan required by AB 32 2002, an update to
which was published in May 2014, and the Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS) established
in 2002 under Senate Bill 1078, administered by the California Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC).

The California Air Resources Board’s Climate Change Scoping Plan Update (2014), prepared
pursuant to the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (SB 32), recognizes the RPS
program as ensuring GHG emission reductions in the energy generation sector adequate to
attain statewide GHG emissions reductions goals (Scoping Plan Update). As a result of the
above RPS legislation and CPUC implementing regulations, an enforceable program is in
effect to reduce GHG emissions attributable to power generation to comply with applicable
GHG reduction targets.

According to the CPUC’s most recent (Q1 2016) report to the Legislature, PG&E is expected
to meet its 2014-2016 RPS compliance goal. Of PG&E’s 2014 retail sales, 28 percent of retail
sales were supplied by RPS-eligible resources (CPUIC, Biennial RPS Program Update, January
2016).
Also, according to the CPUC, 31.3 percent of PG&E’s procurement currently under contract
for 2020 is RPS-eligible renewable (http://cpuc.ca.gov/RPS.Homepage/).
Further,
according to the CPUC, many renewable energy generation and transmission projects have
successfully received all of their necessary permits and/or are in an advanced permitting
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stage and project viability has increased (Reference #3). Therefore, RPS-eligible resources
under contract today by PG&E are likely to be available to satisfy PG&E’s 2020 target.

PG&E has also independently forecasted that it will meet and exceed its 33 percent RPS
compliance obligation by 2020 (CPUIC, Biennial RPS Program, January 2016). According to
PG&E’s data, 37 percent of its resource portfolio will be supplied by RPS-eligible resources
in 2020 (Ibid).
As described above, PG&# is on track to meet near term (2020) statewide targets for GHG
reductions attributable to the provision of electrical energy by public utilities. However, as
PG&E also relies heavily on large hydro and nuclear facilities, which do not emit a significant
amount of GHGs, the majority of its portfolio (more than 50 percent) will be GHG-free by
2020. In 2014, 9 percent of PG&E’s resource portfolio was nuclear generation and 6 percent
hydroelectric (Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Power Content Label). Thus, from a GHG
emissions standpoint, PG&E’s resource portfolio is also consistent with longer-term targets
established by the Legislature for 50 percent GHG-free generation by 2030.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, Subdivision (a), provides that the determination of the
significance of greenhouse gas emissions calls for a careful judgement by the lead agency
consistent with the provisions in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064. CEQA Guidelines Section
15064, Subdivision (b), in turn, provides that the determination of whether a project may
have a significant effect on the environment should be “based to the extent possible on
scientific and factual data”.

In Center for Biological Diversity v. Department of Fish and Wildlife (2015) 62 Cal. 4th 204,
the California Supreme Court observed that a discussion of project consistency with the State
long-term stabilization objectives under CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4, Subdivision
(b)(3), is consistent with CEQA’s “inherent recognition…that if a plan is in place to address
cumulative problems, a new project’s incremental addition to the problem will not be
cumulatively considerable if it is consistent with the plan and is doing its fair share to achieve
the plan’s goals”. (id. at p. 223).
Level of Significance: There is no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.7b: Would the Project Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases: See Impact #3.4.7a.
Level of Significance: There is no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.8 - HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS
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adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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Discussion

Impact #3.4.8a – Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials: The Project does not
involve or include the transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, release such
materials into the atmosphere, emit hazardous emissions or handle acutely hazardous
materials, substance, or waste.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.8b – Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment: See Impact #3.4.8a.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.8c – Would the Project emit hazardous emissions or involve handling hazardous
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school: See Impact #3.4.8a.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.8d – Would Project Be located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment: There are no known hazardous
or toxic sites on or in the vicinity (within one mile) of the project site (Department of Toxic
Substances Control , 2015). The State Water Resources Control Board website, GeoTracker,
indicated that there are no Permitted Underground Storage Tanks, Leaking Underground
Storage Tanks, or any other cleanup sites on or in the vicinity (within one mile) of the project
site (California Water Resources Board, n.d.). The Project is not located on a site that is
included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment.
Additional Water Storage Tank, Well 7
City of Lemoore

91

November 2017
Page 3-24

Initial Study
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.8e – Would the Project for a project located within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area: The Project site is not located by the Kings County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(County of Kings, 1994) as being within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
nor would the project result in any conceivable safety hazard for people residing or working
in the project area. According to the Federal Aviation Administration website (Federal
Aviation Administration, 2017), the nearest public airport is the Hanford Municipal Airport
located approximately 12 miles of the site. Therefore, there would be no impact.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.8f – Would the Project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area: The proposed Project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip
and would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area.
According to the Federal Aviation Administration website (Federal Aviation Administration,
2017), the nearest airport is the Lemoore Naval Airbase located 4.5 miles west of the Project
site and Stone Airstrip located five miles northwest of the Project site. The site is within
Naval Air Station (NASL)’s overlay zoning district as Overlay Area III according to the Naval
Air Station Lemoore Joint Land Use Study (prepared 2011), Table 5-1. The following
requirements apply in that zone:
Height Limit: Restrictions on the height of structures within the NASL overlay zone are
necessary to ensure that structures will not impair flight safety. To that end, no structure
shall be built and no tree shall be allowed to grow above a height of one hundred fifty feet
(150’).

Construction Requirements: Development located within overlay II and overlay II of the
NASL overlay zone where aircraft noise exceeds sixty-five decibels (65 dB CNEL) shall be
constructed so as to attain an indoor noise level of forty-five decibels (45 dB CNEL). New
residences shall be constructed in accordance with noise attenuation standards of the city
adopted building code.

Level of Significance: There would be no impact; the Project complies with all overlay zoning
requirements.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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Impact #3.4.8g –Would the Project impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan: There is no adopted
emergency response or evacuation plan involving or near the project sites.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.8h – Would the Project Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands: The proposed Project would not
expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands. The Project site is not located within the vicinity of wildlands and
is in an area classified as having a fire hazard severity zone of non-wildland/non-urban (Cal
Fire, 2012).
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.9 - HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
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would drop to a level that would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?
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pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
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pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or
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map or other flood hazard delineation map?
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h.
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j.

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

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

Contribute to inundation by seiche, tsunami,
or mudflow?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.9a – Would the Project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements: The Project involves no wastewater flows.
The Project is not located within a 100-year floodplain, no impact would occur. The Project
would not place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal flood
hazard boundary or flood insurance rate map or other flood hazard delineation map.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.9b – Would the Project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of preexisting nearby wells would drop to a level that would not support existing land uses or
planned uses for which permits have been granted): The Project supplements the City’s
municipal water system; such supplementation will not impact groundwater supplies or
groundwater recharge.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.9c – Would the Project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner that
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on site or off site: The Project will have no
significant impact on the existing drainage pattern of or drainage facilities on the site. There
are no streams traversing or bordering the site. Site grading and development will not reroute drainage.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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Impact #3.4.9d – Would the Project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on site
or off site: See response to Impact #3.4.9c.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.9e – Would the Project create or contribute runoff water that would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff: Storm drainage from the Project site is to be ultimately disposed
of in a detention basin being constructed west of the College campus. It is reported that the
basin has been deeded to the Lemoore Naval Air Station and is to be maintained by the West
Hills Community College, with a design encouraging its usage as a wildlife refuge. It is further
reported that developments north of Bush Street have the right, together with the College,
to pipe their storm drainage to that basin.
Further, there is in Bush Street from approximately 1,100 feet west of the easterly boundary
of this Project site a 24” storm drainage pipeline extending westerly to the proposed basin
site. Site drainage is connected to this pipeline.
Level of Significance: The impact is less than significant.

Impact #3.4.9f - Otherwise substantially degrade water quality: Please see response to Impact
#3.4.9a.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.9g – Would the Project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal flood hazard boundary or flood insurance rate map or other flood hazard
delineation map: The Project does not include housing.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.9h – Would the Project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that
would impede or redirect flood flows: The additional tank, of the same size, creates no
impedance or reduction.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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Impact #3.4.9i – Would the Project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam: The Project site is located within the Pine Flat Dam inundation zone. If Pine Flat Dam
failed while at full capacity, its floodwaters would arrive in Kings County within
approximately five hours (Kings County, 2010). This would give any Project workmen ample
time to reach an area away from the inundation zone. The extremely low probability of the
occurrence of dam failure, large volume of flood water available for dilution of potential
pollutants, and the relatively long warning period to ready the Project site for flooding
indicate that inundation related to dam failure would not be a significant impact. The Project
would not thus expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding, including flooding because of the failure of a levee or dam. The Project
involves no new employees.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.9j – Would the Project Contribute to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow:
Project location and topography precludes the possibility of these events. Please see the
response to Impact question 3.4.6c.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.10 - LAND USE AND PLANNING
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Discussion

Impact #3.4.10a – Would the Project physically divide an established community: The Project
site is at the edge of the developed community and surrounded by undeveloped land.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.10b – Would the Project Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, the
general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect: The Project site has a General Plan
land use and zoning designations of Public Services and Municipal Facilities.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.10c – Would the Project Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan: The Project site is not within the boundaries of an
adopted habitat or natural community conservation plan.
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Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.11 - MINERAL RESOURCES
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Discussion

Impact #3.4.11a – Would the Project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state: The Project site
is not designated as a Mineral Resources Zone by the State Mining and Geology Board
(SMGB), nor is it currently being utilized for mineral extraction. The Project site would not
be utilized for mineral extraction. The Project would thus not result in the loss of availability
of a known mineral resource that would be of value.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.11b – Would the Project result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land
use plan: The Lemoore General Plan states that there are no mapped mineral resources or
regulated mine facilities within the City (City of Lemoore , 2008). The Project site and
surrounding lands are zoned for non-industrial uses. No mining occurs in the Project area or
in the nearby vicinity. The Project would thus not result in the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or
other land use plan.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.12 - NOISE
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local general plan or noise ordinance or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generate
excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?
A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?
For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.12a – Would the Project result in exposure of persons to, or generate, noise levels
in excess of standards established in a local general plan or noise ordinance or applicable
standards of other agencies: The Project will generate no noise other than tank assembly,
site paving and pipeline construction, and fence placement. There are no nearby receptors.
Project operation is noiseless. The project site is located within Overlay Area III of the
Lemoore Naval Air Station (NASL). Please see Impact #3.4.8d for noise restrictions within
Area III which must be complied with.
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Level of Significance: Given required NASL compliance, there would be a less than significant

impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No further mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.12b – Would the Project result in exposure of persons to or generate excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels: The Project will not generate, nor
experience, significant groundwater vibration.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.12c – Would the Project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project: Please see
response to Impact #3.4.12a.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.12d – Would the Project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project: Please
see response to Impact #3.14.12a.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.12e – Would the Project result in for a project located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public
use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels: Please see response to impact #3.4.12a.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.12f – Would the Project result in for a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels: The Project is not so located.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.13 - POPULATION AND HOUSING

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less- than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

b.
c.

Induce substantial population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
Displace substantial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating
the
construction
of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.13a – Would the Project induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure): No population growth will be induced
by the project.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.13b – Would the Project displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere: The Project displaces no
existing housing.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.13c – Would the Project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere: The proposed Project would not displace
any people.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.
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Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.14 - PUBLIC SERVICES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

Result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities,
need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times, or to other
performance objectives for any of the public
services:
i.

Fire protection?

iii.

Schools?

ii.

iv.
v.

Discussion

Police protection?
Parks?

Other public facilities?

Impact #3.4.14a(i)– Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or to other performance objectives for any of the public services – Fire Protection: The
Project requires no fire protection.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.14a(ii) – Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
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times, or to other performance objectives for any of the public services – Police Protection:
The Project will be fenced and gated.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.14a(iii) - Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or to other performance objectives for any of the public services – Schools: The Project
will accommodate, not induce, General Plan-projected community growth.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.14a(iv) – Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or to other performance objectives for any of the public services – parks: Please see
response to Impacts #3.4.14(i), (ii), and (iii).
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.14a(v) – Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, or to other performance objectives for any of the public services – other public facilities:
Please see response to Impacts #3.4.14(i), (ii), (iii), and (iv).
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.15 - RECREATION

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less–thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

b.

Increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

Include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational
facilities that might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.15a – Would the Project Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated: Please see the responses to Impact #3.4.14 questions.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.15b – Would the Project include recreational facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment: Please see the responses to Impact #3.4.14 questions.
Level of Significance: There would be no significant impact.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.16 - TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

b.

c.
d.
e.
f.

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance
or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?
Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and
travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including either an increase in traffic levels
or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?
Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
Result in inadequate emergency access?

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
Programs regarding public transit, bicycle,
or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities?
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Discussion
Impact #3.4.16a – Would the Project conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking
into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit: The Project
has no traffic components which would create such a conflict; Project site construction
activities involve no street or road or other circulation mode changes.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.16b – Would the Project conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures,
or other standards established by the county congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways: There is no applicable, adopted, City or County congestion management
plan.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.16c – Would the Project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks: The
Project will not impact in any conceivable way air traffic patterns, including those related to
Lemoore Naval Air Station.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.16d – Would the Project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment):
There are no such Project-related design features or incompatible uses.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.16e – Would the Project result in inadequate emergency access: In view of the
facts described in the responses to questions a, b, c and d, there is no Project impact on
emergency access or any adopted transportation/traffic-related policies, plans or program.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.
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Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.16f – Would the Project Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or Programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the
performance or safety of such facilities: Please see response to Impact #3.4.16e.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.17 - TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less–thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

NOTE: At the time this MND was prepared the Project site was being graded. The analysis in this section of
the checklist reflects this circumstance.
Would the project:
a.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is:
i.

ii.

Discussion

Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resource
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency
shall consider the significance of the
resource to a California Native
American tribe.

Impact #3.4.17a(i) – Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources,
or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k): There is no such listing or evidence of eligibility for listing for the Project sites.
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Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.14.17a(ii) - Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American
tribe, and that is a resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource
to a California Native American tribe: Upon the discovery and significance determination of
such a resource the cited legal criteria will be adhered to (please also see responses to
Section 3.4.5 (Cultural Resources).
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required given Project compliance with cited State
law and regulations.
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3.4.18 - UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-thanSignificant
Impact

No
Impact

Would the project:
a.

b.

c.

d.
e.

f.
g.

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

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

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

Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider that serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?
Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?
Comply with federal, state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.18a – Would the Project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board: Please see response to Impact #3.4.9a.
Level of Significance: The impact is less than significant.
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Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.18b – Would the Project require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant environmental effects: Please see response to Impact #3.4.9a.
Level of Service: The impact is less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.18c – Would the Project require or result in the construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects: Please see response to Impact #3.4.9e.
Level of Service: The impact is less than significant.
Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.18d – Would the Project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or would new or expanded entitlements be
needed: Please see response to Impact #3.4.9e.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.18e – Would the Project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider that serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments: Please see the
response to Impact #3.4.9a.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.18f – Would the Project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity
to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs: The City of Lemoore collects solid
waste from all residential development within the City and transports such waste to
properly licensed County of Kings facilities with adequate capacity for its reception and
disposal.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.18g – Would the Project Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste: See response to Impact #3.4.18f.
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Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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3.4.19 - MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE
a.

b.

c.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?
Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a
project are significant when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.)
Does the project have environmental effects
that would cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

Discussion

Impact #3.4.19a – Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory: Project design assures compliance with Federal and State laws and regulations.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.19b - Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are
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significant when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects): There are no related prior,
present, or future projects which would render the environmental effects or mitigated
environmental effects of this Project cumulatively considerable.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.

Impact #3.4.19c - Does the project have environmental effects that would cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly: Any such potential effects have
been addressed in Project design.
Level of Significance: There would be no impact.

Mitigation Measure(s): No mitigation is required.
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SECTION 4 - LIST OF PREPARERS
4.1 - Lead Agency
•

Judy Holwell, Community Development Director

•

Steve Brandt, Principal Planner – Project Manager

•

Joel R. Joyner, P.E., City Engineer – Technical support

4.2 - QK

•

Harry A. Tow, C.E. – Technical support
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January 5, 2018

Via E‑mail (Citvcierk(㊦lemoore.com)

Lemoore City CounciI
City of Lemoore
Lemoore, CA 93245
Re: Comments of Phy冊s A. Wh皿en on lnitiaI Study and Negative Declaration, City of

Lemoore, Additional Water Storage Tank, We= 7 (Water and Storm Water lssues)
Dea「 Mayor and City Council Membe「s:

These Comments respond to the Notice of Intent (Notice) to Adopt a Negative
Decia「ation (

Neg Dec

) posted on the City of Lemoore (

City

) website and dated

December 13, 2017言ndicating a Hanford Sentinel pubIication date of Decembe「 16,
2017. AIthough the Notice indicates that this matter w紺be considered at the Lemoore

City Councii mee軸g on January 16, 2018, the agenda for that meeting does not yet

appea「 On the City website. These w冊en comments on the Neg Dec are timeIy軸ed on
January 5, 2018, the date stated in the師st paragraph ofthe Noti∞, aithough the Noti∞
in∞nSistently states in the second paragraph that w亜ten comments can be制ed any

time prior to the date ofthe meeting. The Neg Dec itseIfwas not posted on the website,
but was supplied upon e‑ma冊equest"

I grew up in Lemoo「e, and although I cur「entIy reside in the San F「ancis∞ Bay Area言
became interested in Lemoore

s cu汀ent POOr Water qua=ty issues in my role as the

trustee of farmIand held by a Wh曲en famiIy trust located just outside Cfty limi[s in an

a「ea re∞ntly the subject of amexation p「Oceedings" I am inte「ested in the feasib掴ty,

COStS and requirements to extend City services to amexed areas, eSPeCiaIIy and
including the City

s plans for water to accommodate new deveIopment, and whether

those services w冊be of adequate quality, and how deveIopment w紺affect nearby
agricuitural uses。

As l

ve stated in previous cor「espondence to this Counci=he issue of wate「 is very

important to the City of Lemoore (

City

en∞urage a= effo直S tO improve the City

) and its future development. l support and

s wate「 qua冊y, and aIso have questions about

related storm water management issues
l) The issue ofwater aua看itv: As this Councii no doubt is painfully aware, the City water
SyStem has failed seve「al 「ecent d「inking wate「 quality tests and City water currently

does not meet water quality standards (See, for example the most recent notice
en珊ed

Cfty of Lemoo「e has Levels of Total Trうhalomethanes rTTHM") above

D血king Wate「 Standards" (Water Noti∞") distributed on De∞mbe「 28, 2017,
POSted at冊P‥休NWW"iemoo「e.com/wate「"htm under the Public Works section of the
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City website, lmmediate improvements need to be made to the City

s wate「 quaIity,

because any delay in meeting the standa「ds puts new and existing residents, Visitors
and a11 who d「ink the Crty tap water on a regular basis at increased cancer 「isk. The

City apparentIy 「eceived notice ofTTHM non‑COmP"ance as early as May 23う2011,

2) The issue of

piecemeal

app「oaches: The Water Notice states that the City is

COmm批ed to researching methods and buiIding infrastructure to resoIve the serious

TTHM issues. Presumably, adding new water storage is part of the inf「astructu「e

efforts to the City is undertaking to address its water issues, but this initial Study
does not discuss whether additional related wate「 infrastructure imp「ovements w帥

be made, When such efforts might occu「 and how such efforts 「elate to placement of

the we=, tank and piping that is the subject ofthe Neg Dec.
3) The issue of storm water discharqe on federal proDe巾I: The Neg Dec states,

SOmeWhat vagueiy, at Page 3‑29言n Impact #3.4.9e that

Storm drainage from the

Project site is to be u博mateIy disposed of in a detention basin being constructed
WeSt Of the Co‖ege campus.

W軸out stating the source of the jnformation or any

details, the discussion continues (emphasis added)" It is reported that the basin has

been deeded to the Lemoore Naval Air Station and is to be maintajned by the Wes[
H帥S Community Co=ege, With a design encouraging its usage as a wiidlife 「efuge,

The statement continues冊is furfher 「epor=hat deveIopments north of Bush St「eet
have the right, tOgethe「 with the Co=ege, tO Pipe their storm drainage to that basin."
tt is not clear f「om this discussion what gives the City and the College ̀1he right" to

dump storm water f「om adjace爪developme爪S On federa=and designed to be used

as a W脚ife refuge

and whether such usage wouId 「equire a NEPA (Nationai

Environmentai Poiicy Act) analysis. Presumably the City

s iegaI counsel can review

this issue and determine whether a= appropriate legal analysis for storm water
disposal on federa=and has been conside「ed.

Thank you for you「 thoughtfui consideration of these ma廿e「S.

Respectfu=y submitted,

囲図星

is A. Wh阻en

B‑3rd St, #332

San Rafael, CA 94901
PaWhitten@pawh曲en.com
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Comment 1: These Comments respond to the Notice of Intent (Notice) to Adopt a Negative
Declaration (“Neg Dec”) posted on the City of Lemoore (“City”) website and dated December
13, 2017, indicating a Hanford Sentinel publication date of December 16, 2017. Although the
Notice indicates that this matter will be considered at the Lemoore City Council meeting on
January 16, 2018, the agenda for that meeting does not yet appear on the City website. These
written comments on the Neg Dec are timely filed on January 5, 2018, the date stated in the first
paragraph of the Notice, although the Notice inconsistently states in the second paragraph that
written comments can be filed any time prior to the date of the meeting. The Neg Dec itself was
not posted on the website, but was supplied upon e-mail request.
Response: The comment is noted as having been timely filed.
Comment 2: I grew up in Lemoore, and although I currently reside in the San Francisco Bay
Area, I became interested in Lemoore’s current poor water quality issues in my role as the
trustee of farmland held by a Whitten family trust located just outside City limits in an area
recently the subject of annexation proceedings. I am interested in the feasibility, costs and
requirements to extend City services to annexed areas, especially and including the City’s plans
for water to accommodate new development, and whether those services will be of adequate
quality, and how development will affect nearby agricultural uses.
As I’ve stated in previous correspondence to this Council, the issue of water is very important to
the City of Lemoore (“City”) and its future development. I support and encourage all efforts to
improve the City’s water quality, and also have questions about related storm water
management issues.
Response: The commentor’s basis for interest in City services, water, water quality, and storm
drainage is noted.
Comment 3: The issue of water quality: As this Council no doubt is painfully aware, the City
water system has failed several recent drinking water quality tests and City water currently does
not meet water quality standards (see, for example the most recent notice entitled “City of
Lemoore has Levels of Total Triholmethanes (“TTHM”) above Drinking Water Standards”
(“Water
Notice”)
distributed
on
December
28,
2017,
posted
at
http://www.lemoore.com/water.htm under the Public Works section of the City website.
Immediate improvements need to be made to the City’s water quality, because any delay in
meeting the standards puts new and existing residents, visitors and all who drink the City tap
water on a regular basis at increased cancer risk. The City apparently received notice of TTHM
non-compliance as early as May 23, 2011.
Response: The City has diligently, since initial confirmation through City sampling and testing
of non-compliance with recently promulgated water quality criteria, addressed the mitigation of
such new total triholmethane regulation-defined standards non-compliance. Studies have been
conducted in full accord with the guidance of the state Division of Drinking Water to determine
most effective treatment methodologies and facilities. The results of these studies are currently
being reviewed by the state. The City will timely implement approval mitigation for this
complex water quality issue.
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Comment 4: The issue of “piecemeal” approaches: The Water Notice states that the City is
committed to researching methods and building infrastructure to resolve the serious TTHM
issues. Presumably, adding new water storage is part of the infrastructure efforts to the City is
undertaking to address its water issues, but this Initial Study does not discuss whether additional
related water infrastructure improvements will be made, when such efforts might occur and how
such efforts relate to placement of the well, tank and piping that is the subject of the Neg Dec.
Response: The “new well, tank and piping that is the subject of the Neg Dec.” is not related to
the total trihalomethane water quality issue. Their construction and operation are, rather, water
quality/water pressure maintenance related.
Comment 5: The issue of storm water discharge on federal property: The Neg Dec states,
somewhat vaguely, at page 3-29, in Impact #3.4.9e that “Storm drainage from the Project site is
to be ultimately disposed of in a detention basin being constructed west of the College campus.”
Without stating the source of the information or any details, the discussion continues (emphasis
added) “It is reported that the basin has been deeded to the Lemoore Naval Air Station and is to
be maintained by the West Hills Community College, with a design encouraging its usage as a
wildlife refuge.” The statement continues “It is further report that development north of Bush
Street have the right, together with the College, to pipe their storm drainage to that basin.” It is
not clear from this discussion what gives the City and the College “the right” to dump storm
water from adjacent developments on federal land designed to be used as a “wildlife refuge”
and whether such usage would require a NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act) analysis.
Presumably the City’s legal counsel can review this issue and determine whether all appropriate
legal analysis for storm water disposal on federal land has been considered.
Response: The Negative Declaration statement and discussion are correct. The tri-partite
agreement between the previous landowner of both a development area (encompassing the
project site) to be storm drained and the conservation area (“wildlife refuge”), the Lemoore
Naval Air Station, and West Hills College specifically permits and defines such storm drainage
(Grant Deed of Conservation Easement, November 21, 2013), on file at the Office of the City
Manager, and available for public review and reproduction.
The availability of storm drainage supplementing conservation area groundwater is of benefit to
the functioning of the conservation area as a “wildlife refuge” wetlands environment.
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119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-10
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Heather J. Corder, Finance Director

Date:

December 13, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Investment Report for the Month Ended September 30, 2017
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☒ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Receive and file the investment report for month ended September 30, 2017.
Subject/Discussion:
California Government Code Section 53607 and the City of Lemoore’s Investment Policy
require the submission of a monthly investment report to the City Council. As of
September 30, 2017, the City had $43.817 million (current market value) in cash and
investments and in the average weighted yield to maturity on the City’s public fund
investments was 0.68%. As required by government code, all investments are in
conformity with the City’s investment policy and sufficient cash flows are available to meet
the next six months of estimated expenditures.
The attached Monthly Investment Report presents the investments held by the City of
Lemoore as of September 30, 2017. The Investment Report consists of the following two
summaries:
• Summary of Cash and Investments – Provides the total portfolio of the City
• Investments at Market Value by Maturity Date – Provides a list of investment
by maturity date, an indication of the liquidity of the investments. The City’s
investment policy defines what the City can legally invest in under State Law
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and City policy. These restrictions in investment types and the terms of
allowable investments result in limited yields on City Investments.
As of September 30, 2017, the City had $43,817,386 (current market value) in cash and
investments. The investments included CD’s ($4.6 million), US Government Securities
($4.99 million) and the State Investment Pool (16.1 million). The City’s bank accounts
held approximately $18 million.
Thirty-five percent (36.84%) of the City’s portfolio is with the State Investment Pool (Local
Agency Investment Fund, LAIF) in which the State’s Investment experts provide
diversified investments in which local agencies can invest. By using the combined size of
the participating cities and agencies, the State Pool can provide a better yield, liquidity
and investment knowledge than otherwise would be available to a single entity.
Financial Consideration(s):
None.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
None.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Receive and file the Monthly Investment Report.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Monthly Investment Report

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
12/13/17
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CALIFORNIA

119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-11
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Heather J. Corder, Finance Director

Date:

December 13, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Investment Report for the Month Ended October 31, 2017
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☒ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Receive and file the investment report for month ended October 31, 2017.
Subject/Discussion:
California Government Code Section 53607 and the City of Lemoore’s Investment Policy
require the submission of a monthly investment report to the City Council. As of
September 30, 2017, the City had $43.04 million (current market value) in cash and
investments and in the average weighted yield to maturity on the City’s public fund
investments was 0.70%. As required by government code, all investments are in
conformity with the City’s investment policy and sufficient cash flows are available to meet
the next six months of estimated expenditures.
The attached Monthly Investment Report presents the investments held by the City of
Lemoore as of October 31, 2017. The Investment Report consists of the following two
summaries:
• Summary of Cash and Investments – Provides the total portfolio of the City
• Investments at Market Value by Maturity Date – Provides a list of investment
by maturity date, an indication of the liquidity of the investments. The City’s
investment policy defines what the City can legally invest in under State Law
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and City policy. These restrictions in investment types and the terms of
allowable investments result in limited yields on City Investments.
As of October 31, 2017, the City had $43,039,547 (current market value) in cash and
investments. The investments included CD’s ($4.7 million), US Government Securities
($4.97 million) and the State Investment Pool (16.1 million). The City’s bank accounts
held approximately $17.17 million.
Thirty-five percent (37.51%) of the City’s portfolio is with the State Investment Pool (Local
Agency Investment Fund, LAIF) in which the State’s Investment experts provide
diversified investments in which local agencies can invest. By using the combined size of
the participating cities and agencies, the State Pool can provide a better yield, liquidity
and investment knowledge than otherwise would be available to a single entity.
Financial Consideration(s):
None.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
None.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Receive and file the Monthly Investment Report.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Monthly Investment Report

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
12/13/17
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CALIFORNIA

119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-12
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Nathan Olson, Interim City Manager

Date:

December 27, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Lemoore and
Kings County Economic Development Corporation for Growth and
Development of Industrial Business Opportunities
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☒ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Authorize the Interim City Manager to execute the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
for membership with Kings Economic and Development Corporation (Kings EDC).
Subject/Discussion:
On October 17, 2017, city staff brought forward the Kings Economic Development
Corporation MOU to City Council. At that time, no motion was made to accept the MOU.
On December 6, 2017, staff was asked by City Council to bring the item back for review.
The City of Lemoore is interested renewing the membership with Kings EDC for industrial
development opportunities. The City and Kings EDC have enjoyed a longstanding
relationship for over 45 years in the joint attraction and retention of business to Lemoore,
including numerous services to support and help facilitate growth of existing business
through financial counseling and assistance, business incentives and routine visitation of
existing businesses by Kings EDC. Parties acknowledge that it is necessary to attract
well-paying jobs with benefits, as well as the investment needed to generate property tax
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and the disposable income needed to sustain retail sales and the tax benefits which
accompany those sales.
Business Retention:
• Make 70 substantive contacts with Lemoore business owners or representatives
in key management positions to assess the current business health, facilitate
business-to-business activity, advice regarding available business incentives,
consult on workforce development and incumbent worker training issues, and to
serve as an advocate for businesses as appropriate in order to strengthen their
competitiveness, investment and local hiring.
• Organize quarterly Industrial Managers’ luncheons, where plant managers,
COO’s, CFO’s and public officials interact and learn about rules, regulations and
laws affecting business and other topics of interest and value to business.
• Provide counseling and re-employment services to businesses facing downsizing
or closing, to retain the business and prevent closure.
Business Attraction:
• Actively participate with the California Central Valley Economic Development
Corporation (CCVEDC) in a $100,000, multi-faceted approach to attracting
business into the Central Valley, particularly in the targeted industries of
agricultural technologies and biotechnologies, manufacturing, supply chain
management and logistics, food processing, health and medical care, and
renewable energy. A sample of the annual CCVEDC activities include: 2,500 direct
contacts with real estate brokers monthly; attendance at two targeted trade shows
annually; five broker missions to major development markets throughout the
United States to meet with 125 or more major brokerage firms; email blasts
featuring properties throughout the Central Valley, sorted by property, available
buildings size, etc.; lead coordination and management; website presence;
participation in regional economic and workforce development efforts to improve
the workforce preparedness of Valley residents; and, attendance at regional
planning and economic development events to represent and promote Lemoore
properties and development opportunities.
• Maintain a website with current socioeconomic data on Kings County and its cities.
• Send semi-annual email blasts to roughly 1,500 brokers throughout the U.S.,
featuring available Lemoore and other Kings County properties.
• Manage and follow up on an average of 25 active leads at any given time.
• Respond to requests for proposals and site visits featuring Lemoore properties, in
coordination with Lemoore staff and land owners.
• Distribute Kings EDC annual reports to 200 major real estate brokers throughout
the U.S.
• Serve as the point of contact for business location leads from multiple
organizations and agencies.
• Pursue and host foreign contingents looking to purchase locally-produced goods
and services.
Business Financing:
• Make available business loans up to $250,000 per qualified business for land and
building construction or purchase, working capital and/or equipment, in
“In God We Trust”
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•
•
•

accordance with the lending policies of the Kings EDC and any requirements of
the source of funds for Lemoore businesses.
Support the loans made to existing Lemoore businesses by contacting affected
businesses at least twice annually to discuss the business strength and the
potential for further growth.
Advertise the availability of business loans in the Lemoore Chamber of Commerce
communication mediums, as well as in The Sentinel.
Counsel and refer Lemoore businesses to outside financing options where
advantageous to the business.

Business Incentives:
• Serve as the local expert for and advise Lemoore businesses regarding all state
and federal business incentives, including growth and location incentives available
through the Governor’s Economic Development Incentives, Recycling Market
Development Zone financing and resources, Foreign Trade Zone benefits,
Historically Underutilized Business Zone (HUBZone) contracting advantages,
workforce development opportunities and other incentives available to business.
Other Economic Development Activities:
• Coordinate quarterly meetings of the Friends of NAS Lemoore support group,
consisting of representatives from government, education, veteran services, Farm
Bureau, top representatives at NAS Lemoore and other interested parties.
• Continue to coordinate the civilian response to issues critical to the long-term
health and survivability of NAS Lemoore, such as BRAC rounds, home basing
decisions regarding new aviation platforms, land use plans, training range
designations and other issues.
• Attend the annual CCVEDC legislative education mission to Sacramento to meet
with legislators on issues affecting business in the Central Valley.
• Coordinate training for tax professionals and businesses on state and federal
incentive programs as new opportunities come available.
• Develop a new or updated Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy
document (as appropriate) for submission to the Economic Development
Administration as a threshold document needed to submit Economic Development
Agency infrastructure grant applications for Lemoore projects.
• Coordinate an annual state of the economy presentation for EDC Members,
including the development of marketing materials for business attraction.
• Track and provide input on major infrastructure projects affecting business in
Lemoore, such as the VAST fiber optic spine, the expansion of Highway 198 to
Interstate -5 and other similar projects of significance.
• Hold four monthly EDC Board luncheon meetings in Lemoore.
Financial Consideration(s):
The membership fee for Kings EDC shall be $20,000 per year, paid on a monthly basis.
The cost for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 should not exceed $10,000 (six months of service).
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Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Creates opportunity for growth and additions taxes to support the City’s general
fund.
• Provides exposure to Lemoore, Ca via direct contacts, mailers and email blasts.
• Focuses on both municipal on private properties.
Cons:
• Not Applicable
Commission/Board Recommendation:
None.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the Interim City Manager to enter into
a membership agreement with Kings EDC as outlined under the attached Memorandum
of Understanding.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: MOU

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
01/11/18
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Memorandum of Understanding
between the
City of Lemoore and the Kings County Economic Development Corporation
The City of Lemoore (City) is a Chartered Municipal Corporation, with a desire to increase
revenues to provide essential services, including public safety, to its residents.
The Kings County Economic Development (Kings EDC) is a not-for-profit public benefit
corporation formed under Internal Revenue Services Section 501 (c)(6), whose purpose it is to
assist in the growth and development of business concerns and industrial development through
expansion of existing business, as well as attracting new business to the area, resulting in
increased jobs, disposable income, increased investment and net revenues to the City.
The City and Kings EDC have enjoyed a longstanding relationship for over 45 years in the joint
attraction and retention of business to Lemoore, including numerous services to support and help
facilitate growth of existing business through financial counseling and assistance, business
incentives and routine visitation of existing businesses by Kings EDC. Parties acknowledge that
it is necessary to attract well-paying jobs with benefits, as well as the investment needed to
generate property tax and the disposable income needed to sustain retail sales and the tax
benefits which accompany those sales.
The purpose of this Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is to set forth the expectation of the
City of Lemoore and the quantification of annual economic development efforts Kings EDC will
make on City’s behalf as a result of City’s membership in Kings EDC. The annual membership
fee will be $20,000 per year and the work plan and deliverables are as follows:
Business Retention:
• Make 70 substantive contacts with Lemoore business owners or representatives in key
management positions to assess the current business health, facilitate business-tobusiness activity, advise regarding available business incentives, consult on workforce
development and incumbent worker training issues, and to serve as an advocate for
businesses as appropriate in order to strengthen their competitiveness, investment and
local hiring.
• Organize quarterly Industrial Managers’ luncheons, where plant managers, COO’s,
CFO’s and public officials interact and learn about rules, regulations and laws affecting
business and other topics of interest and value to business.
• Provide counseling and re-employment services to businesses facing downsizing or
closing, to retain the business and prevent closure.
Business Attraction:
• Actively participate with the California Central Valley Economic Development
Corporation (CCVEDC) in a $100,000, multi-faceted approach to attracting business into
the Central Valley, particularly in the targeted industries of agricultural technologies and
biotechnologies, manufacturing, supply chain management and logistics, food processing,
health and medical care, and renewable energy. A sample of the annual CCVEDC
1
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activities include: 2,500 direct contacts with real estate brokers monthly; attendance at
two targeted trade shows annually; five broker missions to major development markets
throughout the United States to meet with 125 or more major brokerage firms; email
blasts featuring properties throughout the Central Valley, sorted by property, available
buildings size, etc.; lead coordination and management; website presence; participation in
regional economic and workforce development efforts to improve the workforce
preparedness of Valley residents; and, attendance at regional planning and economic
development events to represent and promote Lemoore properties and development
opportunities.
• Maintain a website with current socioeconomic data on Kings County and its cities.
• Send semi-annual email blasts to roughly 1,500 brokers throughout the U.S., featuring
available Lemoore and other Kings County properties.
• Manage and follow up on an average of 25 active leads at any given time.
• Respond to requests for proposals and site visits featuring Lemoore properties, in
coordination with Lemoore staff and land owners.
• Distribute Kings EDC annual reports to 200 major real estate brokers throughout the U.S.
• Serve as the point of contact for business location leads from multiple organizations and
agencies.
• Pursue and host foreign contingents looking to purchase locally-produced goods and
services.
Business Financing:
• Make available business loans up to $250,000 per qualified business for land and
building construction or purchase, working capital and/or equipment, in accordance with
the lending policies of the Kings EDC and any requirements of the source of funds for
Lemoore businesses.
• Support the loans made to existing Lemoore businesses by contacting affected businesses
at least twice annually to discuss the business strength and the potential for further
growth.
• Advertise the availability of business loans in the Lemoore Chamber of Commerce
communication mediums, as well as in The Sentinel.
• Counsel and refer Lemoore businesses to outside financing options where advantageous
to the business.
Business Incentives:
• Serve as the local expert for and advise Lemoore businesses regarding all state and
federal business incentives, including growth and location incentives available through
the Governor’s Economic Development Incentives, Recycling Market Development Zone
financing and resources, Foreign Trade Zone benefits, Historically Underutilized
Business Zone (HUBZone) contracting advantages, workforce development opportunities
and other incentives available to business.
Other Economic Development Activities:
• Coordinate quarterly meetings of the Friends of NAS Lemoore support group, consisting
of representatives from government, education, veteran services, Farm Bureau, top
representatives at NAS Lemoore and other interested parties.
2
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•

Continue to coordinate the civilian response to issues critical to the long-term health and
survivability of NAS Lemoore, such as BRAC rounds, home basing decisions regarding
new aviation platforms, land use plans, training range designations and other issues.
• Attend the annual CCVEDC legislative education mission to Sacramento to meet with
legislators on issues affecting business in the Central Valley.
• Coordinate training for tax professionals and businesses on state and federal incentive
programs as new opportunities come available.
• Develop a new or updated Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy document
(as appropriate) for submission to the Economic Development Administration as a
threshold document needed to submit EDA infrastructure grant applications for Lemoore
projects.
• Coordinate an annual state of the economy presentation for EDC Members, including the
development of marketing materials for business attraction.
• Track and provide input on major infrastructure projects affecting business in Lemoore,
such as the VAST fiber optic spine, the expansion of Highway 198 to Interstate -5 and
other similar projects of significance.
• Hold four monthly EDC Board luncheon meetings in Lemoore.
• Forward retail opportunities to the City of Lemoore’s Economic Development Team.
Reporting:
• Report to the Lemoore City Council quarterly regarding the status of the deliverables in
this MOU in verbal and visual format
• Notify the Lemoore City Manager and Assistant City Manager each time a proposal
which includes Lemoore properties is submitted to an interested business, real estate
broker or site selector; including updates.
• Provide the Lemoore City Manager and Assistant City Manager a monthly update of
projects and prospects, for distribution to the City Council.

CONSULTANT

CITY OF LEMOORE

By: ___________________________
John Lehn
President/CEO

By: ____________________________
Nathan Olson,
Interim City Manager

Date: __________________

Date: ______________________

Party Identification and Contact Information:
Kings County Economic
Development Corporation
Attn: John Lehn
120 North Irwin Street
Hanford, CA 93230
John.Lehn@co.kings.ca.us
(559)585-3576

City of Lemoore
Attn: Nathan Olson, Interim City Manager
711 W. Cinnamon Drive
Lemoore, CA 93245
nolson@lemoore.com
(559) 924-6700
3
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119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-13
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Janie Venegas, City Clerk / Human Resources Manager

Date:

January 4, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Appointment of Downtown Merchants Advisory Members
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve the appointment of Gina Arcino and Timothy Welsh to the Downtown Merchants
Advisory Committee, as recommended by Mayor Madrigal and Mayor Pro Tem Neal.
Subject/Discussion:
The term of two Advisory members expired on December 31, 2017. The vacancies were
posted at City Hall, the City website and placed in the kiosks around the City. Applications
were received from:
Gina Arcino
Gregory Franklin
Megan Redding
Timothy Welsh
Mayor Madrigal and Mayor Pro Tem Neal reviewed the applications. As a result of their
review, they are recommending the appointment of Gina Arcino and Timothy Welsh to
the Downtown Merchants Advisory Committee.
Concurrence of at least two Council Members is required for the appointment to be official.
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Financial Consideration(s):
None. This appointment is volunteer.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Fills the vacancies on the Advisory Committee.
Cons:
• None.
Alternative:
• Council could choose to discuss other applicants for the appointment.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
None.
Staff Recommendation:
No recommendation.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Applications

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/09/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/28
01/11/18
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LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-14
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Janie Venegas, City Clerk / Human Resources Manager

Date:

January 4, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Appointment of Lemoore Parks and Recreation Commissioners
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve the appointments of Steve Rossi and Dr. Ernest Smith to the Parks and
Recreation Commission, as recommended by Mayor Madrigal and Mayor Pro Tem Neal.
Subject/Discussion:
The terms of two Parks and Recreation Commissioners expired on December 31, 2017.
The vacancies were posted at City Hall, the City website and placed in the kiosks around
the City. Applications were received from:
Gregory Franklin
Steve Rossi
Dr. Ernest Smith
Mayor Madrigal and Mayor Pro Tem Neal reviewed all applications. As a result of their
review, they are recommending the appointment of Steve Rossi and Dr. Ernest Smith to
the Parks and Recreation Commission:
Concurrence of at least two Council Members is required for the appointment to be official.
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Financial Consideration(s):
None. These appointments are volunteer.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Fills a vacancy on the Parks and Recreation Commission.
Cons:
• None.
Alternative:
• Council could choose to discuss other applicants for the appointment.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
None.
Staff Recommendation:
No recommendation.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Applications

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/09/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
01/11/18
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CALIFORNIA

119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-15
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Janie Venegas, City Clerk / Human Resources Manager

Date:

January 4, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Appointment of Lemoore Planning Commissioners
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve the appointments of Robert Clement and Gregory Franklin to the Planning
Commission, as recommended by Mayor Madrigal and Mayor Pro Tem Neal.
Subject/Discussion:
The term of three Planning Commissioners expired on December 31, 2017. The
vacancies were posted at City Hall, the City website, and placed in the kiosks around the
City. Applications were received from:
Robert Clement
Gregory Franklin
Mayor Madrigal and Mayor Pro Tem Neal reviewed both applications. As a result of their
review, they are recommending the appointment of Robert Clement and Gregory Franklin
to the Planning Commission.
Concurrence of at least two Council Members is required for the appointment to be official.
The remaining vacancy will continue to be published until position is filled.
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Financial Consideration(s):
None. This appointment is volunteer.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Fills vacancies on the Planning Commission.
Cons:
• None.
Alternative:
• Council could choose to discuss other applicants for the appointment.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
None.
Staff Recommendation:
No recommendation.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List:

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/09/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18

Applications
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711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-16
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Nathan Olson, Interim City Manager

Date:

January 9, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Ratify Contract and Budget Amendment for Demographic Services for
Voting Districts
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Ratify the contract with National Demographics Corporation for demographic services
related to voting districts and approve the budget amendment.
Subject/Discussion:
On December 27, 2018, City Council directed the City Manager to enter into a contract
with a demographer to assist the City with their efforts to formulate voting districts prior to
the November 2018 election. The City Manager has executed a contract with National
Demographics Corporation in an amount not to exceed $50,000.
Staff is seeking City Council to ratify the contract and approve the transfer of funds from
the City’s general fund reserves to the City Manager’s budget for professional services
(4213-4310).
Financial Consideration(s):
A budget amendment for $50,000 from the City’s general fund reserve to the City
Manager’s professional services account is necessary, as this project was not previously
budgeted in the 2017-2018 fiscal year.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
“In God We Trust”
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Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council ratify the contract with National Demographics
Corporation and approve the budget amendment.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☒ Contract
☐ Other
List:

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/09/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/09/18
01/11/18

“In God We Trust”
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CITY OF LEMOORE
BUDGET AMENDMENT FORM

Date:

1/9/2018

Requesting Department:

Request By:

Nathan Olson

City Manager

TYPE OF BUDGET AMENDMENT REQUEST:
Appropriation Transfer within Budget Unit
All other appropriations (Attach Council approved Staff Report)

FROM:
Fund
001

Budget Unit
GF Reserve

Account

Proposed
Increase/Decrease:

Current Budget

1010

$

Proposed New Budget

(50,000.00)
$

-

TO:
Fund
001

Budget Unit
4213

Account
4310

Proposed
Increase/Decrease:

Current Budget
$

139,340.00 $

Proposed New Budget

50,000.00 $
$

JUSTIFICATION FOR CHANGE/FUNDING SOURCE:

APPROVALS:
Department Head:

Date:

City Manager:

Date:

Completed By:

Date:
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189,340.00
-
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-17
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Nathan Olson, Interim City Manager

Date:

January 10, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Appointment of Fire Chief
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve the appointment of Bruce German as Fire Chief of Lemoore Volunteer Fire
Department.
Subject/Discussion:
Effective January 9, 2018, John Gibson retired as Fire Chief, serving a total of 33 years
with the Lemoore Volunteer Fire Department. Per Lemoore Volunteer Fire Department
(LVFD) By-Laws Article VI, Section 1E, “The Fire Chief shall be nominated by the
department and shall be approved by the City Council.” The department has nominated
Bruce German to be appointed as Fire Chief, formerly holding the title of First Assistant
Chief.
Financial Consideration(s):
None
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Council may choose to not approve Bruce German as Fire Chief.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not Applicable.

“In God We Trust”
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Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that Council approve the appointment of Bruce German as Fire
Chief.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List:

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18

“In God We Trust”
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 3-18
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Nathan Olson, Interim City Manager

Date:

January 11, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Letter of Support for Lemoore Sportsman’s Club
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☒ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Approve the attached letter of support for the growth and expansion of the Lemoore
Sportsman’s Club.
Subject/Discussion:
Council provided consensus for a letter of support to be drafted for the Lemoore
Sportsman’s Club at the December 5, 2017 council meeting. The letter states that the
City of Lemoore fully supports the growth and expansion of the Sportsman’s Club,
highlights some of the services they provide, and includes the potential for the City to
partner with the Sportsman’s Club as a training facility for local law enforcement in the
future.
Financial Consideration(s):
None.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Council may choose to not approve the attached letter of support.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not Applicable.

“In God We Trust”
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Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that Council approve the attached letter of support.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Letter of Support

Review:
Date:
☐ Asst. City Manager
☐ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
01/11/18
☒ City Manger
01/11/18
☐ Finance

“In God We Trust”
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive ● Lemoore, California 93245 ● (559) 924-6700 ● Fax (559) 924-9003
City Council

January 16, 2018

RE:

Lemoore Sportsman’s Club Expansion – SUPPORT

To Whom It May Concern,
The City of Lemoore is pleased to strongly support the growth and expansion of the Lemoore
Sportsman’s Club.
The Lemoore Sportsman’s Club is a non-profit organization that offers a wide variety of services
to the community, such as rifle, handgun, skeet, and trap shooting along with archery, knife
throwing. They are currently looking to expand and offer more services, such as a 300-meter
long distance range.
The City of Lemoore fully supports the growth and expansion as it could provide an opportunity
for the City to collaborate with the Lemoore Sportsman’s Club as a training facility for our local
law enforcement, as well as providing our citizens a safe place to practice.
Sincerely,

Raymond Madrigal
Mayor
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LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 4-1
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Frank Rivera, Acting Public Works Director

Date:

December 12, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Ordering Annexation and Inclusion of an Additional Territory as Zone 7
of Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 and Confirming the
Diagram and Assessment of Annual Levy for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 for
Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 – Resolution 2018-03
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
That Council hold a public hearing on the annexation of Zone 7 of the Public Facilities
Maintenance District No. 1, the services and the first annual levy of assessments in the
Added Territory. After the public hearing and approval of the property owners, that the
Council, by motion, approve Resolution 2018-03 Ordering the Annexation and Inclusion
of an Additional Territory as Zone 7 in Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1; and
Confirming the Diagram and Assessment of Annual Levy for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 for
the Additional Territory Annexed as Zone 7 of Public Facilities Maintenance District No.
1. Authorize and direct the City Clerk to file the Diagram of the PFMD including the Added
Territory, and assessments therein, a Notice of Assessment with respect to the Added
Territory, and an amended map of the boundaries of the PFMD, incorporating the Added
Territory as required by Sections 3110, 3113 and 3114 of the Streets & Highways Codes,
with the Kings County Recorder.
Subject/Discussion:
On December 5, 2017, the City Council approved Resolution 2017-35, “A Resolution of
the City Council of the City of Lemoore with Intention to (i) Annex and Include Additional
Territories in Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 in the City of Lemoore, and (ii)
“In God We Trust”
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Levy and Collect Annual Assessments in Such Annexed Territory for Fiscal Year 20182019 and Thereafter.”
In order for the annexation to be approved and the assessments levied on the lots
generally located on the east side of Bush Place/Barcelona Drive; south of East Bush
Street and “D” Place; and north of Toledo Street., the majority of the ballots submitted by
property owners within the boundary of the added territory must consent to the annexation
and levy of the assessment. Staff has confirmed that ballots have been sent and have
been returned by the property owners to the City. Votes will be tabulated during the
Council meeting on January 16, 2018. If the ballots submitted, and not withdrawn in favor
of the proposed annexation, exceed the assessment ballots submitted and not withdrawn
in opposition, then the added territory may be included in the PFMD No. 1, Zone 7.
Staff anticipates that 20 new residential lots will be added to the PFMD once construction
is completed in the subdivision.
Financial Consideration(s):
A maximum assessment of $339 will be applied on an annual per lot basis, beginning in
fiscal year 2018-2019, and will be applied to each lot within the newly added territory. It
is anticipated that approximately $6,780 will be collected annually to maintain the
neighborhood park, road, sidewalks and streetlights.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• Adoption of the resolution will assist in distributing the cost for maintenance of the
subdivision to the property owners and not from the City’s General Fund.
Cons:
• Failure to adopt the resolution would put an additional burden on the general fund or
not provide up keep of the PFMD
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not Applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends City Council adopt Resolution 2018-03 to annex and include additional
territories in Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 in the City of Lemoore, and levy
and collect annual assessments in such annexed territories for fiscal year 2018/2019 and
thereafter.

Attachments:
☒ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List:

2018-XX

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18

“In God We Trust”
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RESOLUTION 2018-03

RESOLUTION NO. 2018-03
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEMOORE
(1) ORDERING ANNEXATION AND INCLUSION OF AN ADDITIONAL
TERRITORY AS ZONE 7 OF PUBLIC FACILITIES MAINTENANCE
DISTRICT NO. 1; AND
(2) CONFIRMING THE DIAGRAM AND ASSESSMENT OF ANNUAL LEVY
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-2019 FOR AN ADDITIONAL TERRITORY
ANNEXED TO AND INCLUDED AS ZONE 7 OF PUBLIC FACILITIES
MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1
WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 10 of Title 7 of the Lemoore Municipal Code, as enacted
by Ordinance No. 2006-01 (the “Ordinance”), and according to the procedures in the Proposition
218 Omnibus Implementation Act (Government Code Sections 53750-53753.5, inclusive) (the
“Implementation Act”), Article XIIID of the California Constitution (“Proposition 218”) and, to
the extent not inconsistent with the Ordinance, the procedures in the State Landscaping and
Lighting Act of 1972 (Chapter 2 of Part of Division 15 of the California Streets & Highways Code)
(the “Landscaping & Lighting Act”), the City Council of the City of Lemoore declared its intention
to form, conducted all proceedings to form and did form Public Facilities Maintenance District
No. 1 of the City of Lemoore (the “PFMD”), including different zones therein, and has thereafter
levied and collected annual assessments for maintenance, operation, repair and periodic
replacement of landscaping, street lights, local streets, parks and other appurtenant facilities an
improvements within each zone described as follows:
Plants, shrubbery, trees, turf, irrigation systems, entry monuments, local street
maintenance, parks, hardscapes, walls, fencing, playground, water feature, street lights and
appurtenant facilities in public rights-of-way easements within the proposed boundaries of
the PFMD,
(collectively, the “Facilities and Improvements”) which provide particular, distinct special benefits
to the various lots and parcels assessed over and above the general benefits conferred on such lots
and parcels and the public at large; and
WHEREAS, the City has determined that lots and parcels within Tract 908 (Capistrano
Phase 5), in the City of Lemoore, California (the “Added Territory”), receive such special benefits
from the Facilities and Improvements with the Added Territory and therefore should be annexed
to and included in the PFMD as Zone 7 thereof, and be subject to levy of annual assessments for
the cost of maintenance, operation, repair and periodic replacement of such Facilities and
Improvements; and

1
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WHEREAS, at the direction of the City Council, the City Engineer has prepared and filed
with the City Clerk a report entitled “City of Lemoore Engineer’s Annexation Report, Public
Facilities Maintenance District No. 1, Annexation of Territory as Zone 7, dated November 2017
(the “Engineer’s Report”), to which reference is hereby made, which Engineer’s Report contains
a description of the existing Facilities and Improvements specially benefiting the lots and parcels
within the Added Territory, the boundaries of the Added Territory proposed to be annexed to the
PFMD as Zone 7 thereof in these proceedings, the Facilities and Improvements existing in and
proposed for the Added Territory, and the general location and proposed assessments on the
assessable lots and parcels of land within the Added Territory; and
WHEREAS, the City Engineer also has prepared and filed with the City Clerk an amended
map of the boundaries of the PFMD, incorporating the Added Territory within the boundaries as
Zone 7 of the PFMD, as proposed in these proceedings; and
WHEREAS, the proceeds of the annual assessments will be used exclusively to finance
the expenses for operation and maintenance of the Facilities and Improvements benefiting the lots
and parcels within the Added Territory for the 2018-2019 fiscal year or other fiscal year for which
such assessments are levied, which operation and maintenance will provide particular, distinct
special benefits to the various lots and parcels in the Added Territory, over and above the general
benefits conferred on such lots and parcels and the public at large; and
WHEREAS, the amount of the assessment to be levied on each lot or parcel in the Added
Territory for the 2018-2019 fiscal year, as proposed in the Engineer’s Report, is proportional to
and no greater than the special benefits conferred on such lot or parcel from the maintenance,
operation, repair and periodic replacement of the Facilities and Improvements described in the
Engineer’s Report; and
WHEREAS, after notice by mail to the record owner of all lots and parcels within the
Added Territory, as shown in the last equalized assessment roll of the County of Kings, the State
Board of Equalization assessment roll or as known to the City Clerk, as required by Streets &
Highways Code Section 22588 and Government Code Section 53753, the City Council conducted
a public hearing and heard and considered all objections and protests to the proposed assessments;
and, at the conclusion thereof, the City Clerk tabulated all assessment ballots submitted and not
withdrawn in support of or in opposition to the proposed annexation and assessment of the lots
and parcels in the Added Territory, and announced the results; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has determined, based on such ballot tabulation, that a
majority protest to the proposed annexation and assessment of the lots and parcels within the
Added Territory does not exist, in that the assessment ballots submitted and not withdrawn in favor

2
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of the proposed annexation and assessment exceed the assessment ballots submitted and not
withdrawn in opposition; and
WHEREAS, the City Council has further determined that all of the property owners within
the Added Territory either have consented to the annexation to and inclusion in Zone 7 of the
PFMD and the levy of the assessments proposed for the 2018-2019 fiscal year or have failed to
file a majority protest against the proposed annexation and annual assessment in the manner
provided by law;
THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Lemoore resolves, finds and determines as
follows:
1. All territories within Tract No. 908, whose boundaries are set forth in the Engineer’s Report on
file with the City Clerk, are annexed to and made part of City of Lemoore Public Facilities
Maintenance District No. 1 as Zone 7 thereof. The map of the boundaries of the PFMD
prepared by the City Engineer and showing annexation of the Added Territory as Zone 7
thereof, is hereby approved.
2. The Added Territory, whose boundaries are set forth in the Engineer’s Report, will be
particularly, distinctly and specially benefited, over and above the general benefits conferred
on such territory and the public at large, from maintenance, operation, repair and periodic
replacement of the Facilities and Improvements described in the Engineer’s Report.
3. The hearing on the annexation of the territory within the Added Territory as Zone 7 of the
PFMD and the levy of annual assessments therein, commencing with 2018-2019 fiscal year,
was noticed and held in accordance with law.
4. The Engineer’s Report, including the diagram of the Added Territory as Zone 7 of the PFMD
and the assessment therein of the estimated costs of maintenance, operation, repair and periodic
replacement of the Facilities and Improvements contained in the Engineer’s Report, and each
and every part of the Engineer’s Report, is finally adopted, confirmed and approved.
5. The assessment diagram showing the lots and parcels of land within the Added Territory as part
of Zone 7 of the PFMD, all as contained in the Engineer’s Report, is finally approved and
confirmed as the diagram of the lots and parcels within the Added Territory to be assessed to
pay the costs of maintenance, operation, repair and periodic replacement of the Facilities and
Improvements described in the Engineer’s Report.
6. The assessment of the total amount of the costs and the individual assessments thereof on the
lots and parcels within the Added Territory in proportion to the direct special benefits to be
conferred on each such lot or parcel from maintenance, operation, repair and periodic
replacement of the Facilities and Improvements, and of the expenses incidental thereto, as set
3
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forth in the Engineer’s Report, is finally approved and confirmed as the assessment for the
2018-2019 fiscal year to pay such costs.
7. The annexation and inclusion of the Added Territory as Zone 7 of the PFMD, and the levy of
the annual assessments on all lots and parcels within the Added Territory for fiscal year 20182019, as described in the Resolution of Intention and the Engineer’s Report, are hereby
ordered.
8. The City Clerk is authorized and directed to file the diagram of the PFMD, including the Added
Territory as Zone 7 thereof, and assessments therein, as approved and confirmed by the
Council and containing all information and statements required by Section 3114 of the Streets
& Highways Code, with the Kings County Recorder immediately after adoption of this
resolution. The City Clerk is further authorized and directed to record a notice of assessment
with respect to the Added Territory pursuant to Streets & Highways Code Section 3114. The
City Clerk is further authorized and directed to file the amended map of the boundaries of the
PFMD, incorporating the Added Territory within Zone 7, as approved by the City Council and
containing all information and statements provided for in Streets & Highways Code Sections
3110 and 3113, with the Kings County Recorder not later than 10 days after the date this
resolution is adopted.
9. This resolution shall take effect immediately upon adoption.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Lemoore at a regular meeting
held on the 16th day of January 2018, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

APPROVED:

Mary J. Venegas
City Clerk

Ray Madrigal
Mayor
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City of Lemoore
Engineer’s Annexation Report
Public Facilities Maintenance
District No. 1
ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY AS
ZONE 07
Commencing Fiscal Year 2018/2019
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Public Hearing: January 16, 2018
CITY OF LEMOORE
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PREPARED BY
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www.willdan.com/financial
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ENGINEER'S ANNEXATION REPORT AFFIDAVIT
City of Lemoore
Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1
Annexation No. 2018-1
Annexation of Territory (Tract No. 908) as Zone 07
For Fiscal Year 2018/2019
City of Lemoore,
Kings County, State of California
As part of the Resolution of Intention packet presented for the consideration of the Lemoore City
Council, this Report and the enclosed budgets, diagrams, and descriptions outline the proposed
annexation of territory (“Annexation No. 2018-1”) to the Lemoore Public Facilities Maintenance
District No. 1 and the establishment of annual assessments related thereto commencing in Fiscal
Year 2018/2019. Said annexation includes all lots and parcels of land within Tract No. 908 known
as “Capistrano Phase 5” and is currently identified on the Kings County Assessor’s Parcel Maps
as Book 023, Page 040, Parcel 057.
Reference is hereby made to the Kings County Assessor’s Parcel Maps for a detailed description
of the lines and dimensions of each parcel within Annexation No. 2018-1. The undersigned
respectfully submits the enclosed Report as directed by the City Council.
Dated this ____________ day of ______________, 2017.

Willdan Financial Services
Assessment Engineer
On Behalf of the City of Lemoore
By: ________________________________
Jim McGuire
Principal Consultant, Project Manager
By: ________________________________
Richard Kopecky
R. C. E. # 16742
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Lemoore Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1
Engineer’s Annexation Report, Annexation No. 2018-1
Fiscal Year 2018/2019

Introduction
The City of Lemoore (“City”), pursuant to Chapter 10 of Title 7 of the Lemoore Municipal Code,
(“Municipal Code”) as enacted by Ordinance No. 2006-01 (the “Ordinance”), and to the extent not
inconsistent with the Ordinance, the provisions and procedures of the Landscaping and Lighting
Act of 1972, Part 2 of Division 15 of the California Streets and Highways Code (“1972 Act”) and
in compliance with the substantive and procedural requirements of the California State
Constitution, Article XIIID (“California Constitution”) established the assessment district
designated as the:

Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1
Pursuant to the provisions of the Municipal Code, the Ordinance, and 1972 Act (hereafter referred
to collectively as “City Maintenance District Codes”), and in compliance with the substantive and
procedural requirements of the California Constitution, the City has annually levied special benefit
assessments within the Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 (“District” or “PFMD”) in order
to fund in whole or in part the maintenance, operation, repair and periodic replacement of certain
public improvements including landscaping, street lights, street paving, parks and appurtenant
facilities that provide special benefits to properties within the District.
The City Council of the City of Lemoore adopted its General Plan with various elements to provide
guidelines for orderly development of property within the City. The City Council further adopted
ordinances and regulations governing the development of land providing for the installation and
construction of certain lighting, landscaping, street paving, parks and appurtenant facilities to
enhance the quality of life and to benefit the value of property.
The requirement for the installation of lighting, landscaping, streets and appurtenant facilities is a
condition of development provided for in the City's Subdivision Ordinance and is a requirement
for issuance of a permit for construction of commercial, residential, and planned unit development.
These improvements generally include street lights and related equipment and fixtures; street
paving that may include curbs, gutters and sidewalks; various landscape materials such as trees,
turf, shrubs, vines, and ground cover; irrigation and drainage systems; structural amenities such
as monuments, block walls, retaining walls, or other fencing; hardscapes including mulch, trail
and path surfaces, stamped concrete and pavers; recreational amenities such as benches, picnic
facilities, play structures; signage, and related appurtenances.
The installation of street pavement, street lights, landscaping and appurtenant facilities is the
responsibility of the subdivider or other development/applicant, triggered by the approval of a
tentative subdivision map or other development application. After installation, it is City policy that
the servicing, operation, maintenance, repair and replacement of the street lighting, landscaping,
local street paving, parks and appurtenant facilities in turn become the financial responsibility of
the properties that specially benefit from the facilities. Prior to the establishment of the District,
the City recognized that the required ongoing maintenance, periodic repair and replacement of
the facilities installed in connection with new developments could not feasibly be funded by the
City and that such maintenance, operation, repair and replacement should be funded through
special benefit assessments on properties within the boundaries of the District.
In accordance with the City Maintenance District Codes, the District has been established utilizing
benefit zones (“Zones”) to address variations in the nature, location, and extent of the
improvements that provide special benefits to parcels in the District. Within the boundaries of the
District, parcels are assigned to a Zone, each of which is associated with specific improvements
that provide special benefit to properties within that Zone.
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Engineer’s Annexation Report, Annexation No. 2018-1
Fiscal Year 2018/2019

As of Fiscal Year 2017/2018, the District was comprised of the following Zones and
developments:
Zone 01 — The Landing, Phases 1, 2, and 3
Zone 02 — Liberty, Phases 1 and 2
Zone 03 — Silva Estates, Phase 10
Zone 04 — Parkview Estates
Zone 05 — East Village Park
Zone 06 — Heritage Acres

Proposed Fiscal Year 2018/2019 Annexation
By resolution, the City Council has ordered the preparation of this Engineer’s Report (“Report”) in
connection with the proceedings for the annexation of Tract 908 to the Lemoore Public Facilities
Maintenance District No. 1 and to be designated and referred to as:

Annexation No. 2018-1
(hereafter referred to as “Annexation No. 2018-1” or “Annexation Territory”), and the
establishment of the new maximum annual assessments related thereto, to be levied and
collected upon properties within the Annexation Territory commencing in Fiscal Year 2018/2019
for the special benefits each property receives from the maintenance and servicing of the
improvements to be provided by the City through the District.
Annexation No. 2018-1 consists of all lots and parcels of land within the planned residential
development identified as Tract No. 908 (Capistrano Phase 5) which when fully developed will
consist of 20 single-family residential units. Tract 908 is generally located on the east side of Bush
Place/Barcelona Drive; south of East Bush Street and “D” Place; and north of Toledo Street.
Clearly, Tract 908 being Capistrano Phase 5 is an extension of the existing developments that
comprise the adjacent LLMD Zone 06 (Capistrano Phases 1, 2, 3, and 4) and the parcels with the
Annexation Territory benefit and will proportionately share in the special benefit costs associated
with the ongoing annual maintenance of the existing perimeter landscaping on East Bush Street
which is utilized to access each of the developments. As the part of the development of Tract No.
908, additional street pavement area and street lighting within the development public right-ofways will be installed, but these types of improvements are not supported by LLMD assessments,
and therefore Tract 908 (the Annexation Territory) is being established as a new benefit zone
(Zone 07) within the PFMD to address both the existing shared landscaping improvements and
the new development specific street pavement and street lighting.
To adequately provide and fund the streets, street lighting, and landscaping improvements that
are considered special benefits to properties within Annexation No. 2018-1, the City Council has
determined that it is appropriate and in the public’s best interest to annex the properties within
Annexation No. 2018-1 to the PFMD as Zone 07 and to levy annual assessments on the
properties therein to fund the estimated special benefit improvement costs including, but are not
limited to the regular annual maintenance and servicing of the improvements; incidental
expenditures related to the operation and administration of the District; and the collection of funds
for operational reserves, capital improvement expenditures, and periodic repairs or rehabilitation
projects as authorized by the City Maintenance District Codes. The parcels within Annexation No.
2018-1 as well as the existing LLMD Zone 06 parcels shall be proportionately assessed for the
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special benefits received from the shared landscaping improvements with each District and Zone
therein being proportionately budgeted annually for those expenses.

Report Content and Proceedings
This Engineer’s Annexation Report (the “Report”) has been prepared pursuant to the City
Maintenance District Codes consistent with Chapter 1, Article 4 and Chapter 3 of the 1972 Act,
and is presented to the City Council for their consideration and approval of the proposed
improvements and services to be provided within Annexation No. 2018-1 and the levy and
collection of annual assessments related thereto commencing in Fiscal Year 2018/2019. This
Report outlines the annexation territory, the District Zone (Zone 07), improvements, and proposed
assessments to be levied in connection with the special benefits the properties will receive from
the maintenance and servicing of the District improvements based on the estimated maintenance
expenses for the existing landscaping improvements and the additional improvements to be
installed in connection with the development of properties within Annexation No. 2018-1. The
annual assessments to be levied on properties within the District and specifically Annexation No.
2018-1 will provide a source of funding for the continued operation, maintenance and servicing of
the landscaping, streetlights, street paving, and appurtenant facilities (improvements) to be
provided by the District for the properties within the Annexation Territory as Zone 07.
Each fiscal year, the City establishes the District’s assessments based on an estimate of the costs
to maintain, operate and service the improvements and based upon available revenues including
fund balances, general benefit contributions and additional City contributions and assessment
limits. The costs of the improvements and the proposed annual assessments budgeted and
assessed against properties within the District may include, but are not limited to the estimated
expenditures for regular annual maintenance and repairs; incidental expenditures related to the
operation and administration of the District; deficits or surpluses from prior years; revenues from
other sources; and the collection of funds for operational reserves and/or periodic repairs,
replacements and rehabilitation projects as authorized by the City Maintenance District Codes.
The net annual cost to provide the improvements for each Zone are allocated to the benefiting
properties within that Zone using a weighted method of apportionment (refer to Assessment
Methodology in Section II, Method of Apportionment) that calculates the proportional special
benefit and assessment for each parcel as compared to other properties that benefit from the
District improvements and services. Thus, each parcel is assessed proportionately for only those
improvements, services and expenses for which the parcel will receive special benefit.
The word “parcel,” for the purposes of this Report, refers to an individual property assigned its
own Assessment Number (Assessor’s Parcel Number “APN”) by the Kings County Assessor’s
Office. The County Auditor/Controller uses Assessment Numbers and specific District Fund
Numbers, to identify on the tax roll, properties assessed for special district assessments. Each
parcel within Annexation No. 2018-1 shall be assessed proportionately for only those
improvements for which the parcel receives a special benefit.
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Report Content
This Report has been prepared for the annexation of parcels within Annexation No. 2018-1 to the
District for Fiscal Year 2018/2019, pursuant to a resolution of the City Council and consists of five
(5) parts:
Part I — Plans and Specifications:
Contains a general description of the District and zones of benefit (“Zones”) within the District,
and specifically addresses the improvements and services that provide special benefits to the
parcels within Annexation No. 2018-1 to be designated as Zone 07 within the PFMD, which may
include, but not limited to local landscaping, street lights, street paving, and related amenities
including operational expenses and fund balances authorized by the City Maintenance District
Codes. The plans and specifications contained in this Report generally describe the nature and
extent of the improvements. In conjunction with these general descriptions of the improvements
a visual depiction of the improvements is provided in the Annexation Diagram contained in Part
IV of this Report. The detailed plans and specifications for the improvements for the District
including Zone 07 (Annexation Territory) are on file in the Public Works Department of the City of
Lemoore and by reference are made part of this Report.
Part II — Method of Apportionment:
Outlines the special and general benefits associated with the improvements to be provided within
Zone 07 of the District (the Annexation Territory) and the basis upon which the estimated costs
to provide such improvements has been apportioned to each parcel of land therein in proportion
to the special benefits to be received by such parcels.
Part III — Estimate of Costs
Identifies the estimated annual funding costs (Budget) required for the maintenance and operation
of the improvements including, but not limited to, annual maintenance and service expenses,
utility costs, related incidental expenses, and fund balances authorized by the City Maintenance
District Codes and deemed appropriate to fully support the improvements. Those improvements
and/or costs determined to be of general benefit shall be funded by a City contribution. This
section identifies:
•

A budget that establishes the proportional estimated expenses and maximum assessment for
Fiscal Year 2018/2019 to be approved by the property owner(s) of record within the
Annexation Territory as part of the Ballot Proceeding. Although the budget presented,
establishes the maximum assessment for Fiscal Year 2018/2019, the actual assessment to
be levied and collected on the County Tax Rolls for Fiscal Year 2018/2019 shall be identified
in the Fiscal year 2018/2019 annual engineer’s report for the entire District which will be
prepared and presented to the City Council for approval prior to the annual levy of the District
assessments for Fiscal Year 2018/2019. However, in no case, shall the annual assessment
approved for Zone 07 at that time, exceed the maximum assessment presented herein.

•

This section also identifies and outlines an Assessment Range Formula (inflationary adjust)
that provides for an annual adjustment to the maximum assessment rate each fiscal year.
This Assessment Range Formula establishes limits on future assessments, but also provides
for reasonable cost adjustments due to inflation.
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Part IV — Annexation Diagram
A diagram showing the boundaries of Annexation No. 2018-1 based on the parcels that will
receive special benefits from the improvements to be provided and maintained as part of Zone 07
and the benefits established herein. The lines and dimensions of each lot, parcel, and subdivision
of land contained in this diagram are inclusive of the parcel(s) listed in “Part V – Assessment Roll”
of this Report and the corresponding County Assessor’s Parcel Maps for said parcel(s) as they
existed at the time this Report was prepared and shall include all subsequent subdivisions, lotline adjustments, or parcel changes therein. Reference is hereby made to the Kings County
Assessor’s maps for a detailed description of the lines and dimensions of each lot and parcel of
land within Annexation No. 2018-1 as Zone 07 of the District.
Part V — Assessment Roll:
A listing of the proposed maximum assessment amounts for the parcel(s) within Annexation No.
2018-1. The “Maximum Assessment” amount (Balloted Assessment Amount) for each parcel
represents that parcel’s maximum assessment amount for fiscal year 2018/2019 and is based on
the parcel’s calculated proportional special benefit as outlined in “Part II — Method of
Apportionment”, and calculated assessment rate established by the budget in “Part III —Estimate
of Costs”.
If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, portion, or zone of this Report is, for any
reason, held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction,
such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining provisions of the Report and each
section, subsection, subdivision, sentence, clause, phrase, portion, zone, or subzone thereof,
irrespective of the fact that any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses, phrases,
portions, zones, or subzones might subsequently be declared invalid or unconstitutional.

Ballot Proceedings
As part of this annexation proceeding, the City shall conduct a property owner protest ballot
proceeding (“Ballot Proceeding”) for the proposed levy of a new assessment pursuant to the
provisions of the California Constitution, Article XIIID Section 4. In conjunction with this Ballot
Proceeding, the City Council will conduct a noticed public hearing to consider public testimonies,
comments and written protests regarding the annexation, and the levy of the new assessments
described herein. With respect to these proceedings, the sole property owner of record for
Annexation No. 2018-1 has submitted a petition to the City Council for the annexation of this
development to the District. As part of that petition the property owner has waived the 45-day
period for mailing of the notice of public hearing and ballot afforded to the affected property owners
of record under the provisions of the California Constitution Article XIIID. As such, the public
hearing and returned ballot deadline for these proceedings has been reduced with the public
hearing being scheduled for January 16, 2018.
Upon conclusion of the public hearing, property owner protest ballots received will be opened and
tabulated to determine whether majority protest exists as defined in Article XIIID of the California
Constitution.
“A majority protest exists if, upon the conclusion of the hearing, ballots submitted in opposition to
the assessment exceed the ballots submitted in favor of the assessment. In tabulating the ballots,
the ballots shall be weighted according to the proportional financial obligation of the affected
property.”
After completion of the ballot tabulation, the City Council will confirm the results of the balloting.
If majority protest exists for the proposed assessments, further proceedings to annex the parcels
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with Annexation No. 2018-1 to the District and implementation of the new assessments shall be
abandoned at this time. If tabulation of the ballots indicate that majority protest does not exist for
the proposed new assessments and the assessment range formula presented and described
herein, the City Council by resolution may adopt this Report (as submitted or amended); approve
the assessment diagram (Annexation Diagram) contained herein; order the annexation of the
parcels within Annexation No. 2018-1 to the District and the improvements to be made; and
confirm the new assessments as outlined in this Report.
The new assessments as approved, may be levied and collected on the County tax rolls
commencing in Fiscal Year 2018/2019 together with the assessments for other properties in the
District. For fiscal year 2018/2019 and each subsequent fiscal year, an engineer’s annual levy
report for the District shall be prepared and presented to the City Council to address any proposed
changes to the District, including Zone 07, as well as any proposed changes to the improvements,
budgets and assessments for that fiscal year. The City Council shall hold a noticed public hearing
regarding these matters prior to approving and ordering the levy of annual assessments for the
District.
If in any fiscal year, the proposed annual assessments for parcels with the District and specifically
Zone 07, exceed the maximum assessments described herein, such an assessment would be
considered a new or increased assessment and must be confirmed through a mailed property
owner protest ballot proceeding for the affected parcels before that new or increased assessment
may be imposed.
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Part I — Plans and Specifications
Description of the District
The purpose of this District and specifically Zone 07 which is inclusive of all parcels within the
Annexation Territory, is to provide in part through annual assessments, funding for the ongoing
operation, maintenance, and servicing of local landscaping, street lighting improvements, street
paving, neighborhood parks (parks are not applicable to Zone 07), and related appurtenant
facilities and services in specified areas of the City. The territory within the District consists of
those lots or parcels of land within the City of Lemoore for which the City, through the District
maintains these local improvements and related amenities installed in connection with the
development of those properties and for the benefit of those lots and parcels.
As authorized by the City Maintenance District Codes, the improvements provided by the District
and associated with each Zone incorporate various local improvements and related amenities
that are maintained and serviced for the benefit of real property within those Zones. The
maintenance of the improvements may also include various appurtenances including, but not
limited to block walls, retaining walls or other fencing, trail and path surfaces, stamped concrete,
pavers, mulch or other hardscapes, irrigation and related electrical equipment and drainage
systems, benches, play structures, picnic or other recreational facilities, monuments, signage,
ornamental lighting, curbs, gutters, street lighting fixtures, and related equipment. The work to be
performed within each respective Zone may include but is not limited to (as applicable), the
personnel, materials, equipment, electricity, water, contract services, repair and rehabilitation of
the improvements and incidental expenses required to operate the District and provide the
improvements and services.
Improvements provided within the District may include but are not limited to:
➢ Landscaping and related facilities and amenities located within designated street medians,
parkway and streetscape side-panels, and entryways within the public right of ways or
easements adjacent to public right of ways; and within public places including greenbelt areas,
open spaces, and neighborhood parks within or directly associated with each Zone. These
improvements may include, but are not limited to:
•

various landscape materials such as trees, turf, shrubs, vines, ground cover, annual or
perineal plantings;

•

irrigation and drainage systems;

•

structural amenities such as monuments, block walls, retaining walls, or other fencing;

•

hardscapes including mulch, trail and path surfaces, stamped concrete and pavers;

•

recreational amenities within the parks or greenbelts that may include benches, play
structures, picnic or other recreational facilities, signage, and related appurtenances.

The maintenance of these improvements may include, but is not limited to the regularly
scheduled mowing, trimming, pruning, fertilization, pest control, weed and graffiti abatement;
installation, replacement and rehabilitation of the landscaping, repair or replacement of
irrigation or drainage systems; repair or replacement of hardscape improvements and
recreational amenities. The City Public Works Department shall authorize and schedule such
maintenance and servicing as need and based on available Zone funding.
➢ Street lighting improvements located in the public right of ways within and on the perimeter of
the developments and associated with each Zone and the parcels therein. Streetlight
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improvements include energy costs and maintenance of the lighting facilities including, but
not limited to the removal, repair, replacement or relocation of light standards, poles, bulbs,
fixtures, and related equipment and materials.
➢ Street paving on the local streets within or adjacent to each respective Zone that may include
but is not limited to the repair and servicing of street surfaces, curbs, gutters, driveway
approaches, walkways, delineation, signage or other facilities within the public street right of
ways. The street paving program may include, but is not limited to: the repair of potholes,
cracks or other failures in the asphalt surface; repair or partial segment replacement of curbs,
gutters, and driveway approaches as needed to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety or the
integrity of the street; repair or installation of street signs; slurry sealing, overlays and restriping of the street surfaces. The specific activities and timing of various street and road
maintenance services shall be determined by the City’s Public Works Department as
necessary to extend the life of the streets or to improve traffic circulation and safety as
available funding permits.
Many of the street paving services and activities described above are not performed on an
annual basis, but rather on a periodic basis such as slurry sealing or overlaying the asphalt
streets. The funds necessary for these activities are to be collected in installments as part of
the annual assessments. The monies collected each year for these services will be
accumulated in a special fund for each Zone (Reserve Fund or Capital Improvement Fund).
The monies accumulated for these activities shall be spent when sufficient funds have been
accumulated to perform the services deemed necessary by the City. This process of
accumulating funds (installments) shall continue until such time the District or Zone is
dissolved; or the City determines that such funding procedures require modification. Changes
in the process of accumulating funds that would result in an increase to the annual
assessment rate must be presented to the property owners for approval prior to imposing such
an increase
Not included as part of the street paving program are the costs associated with major
replacements or reconstruction. Although the District assessments will provide funding for
regular maintenance of the improvements and scheduled slurry and resurfacing projects on a
periodic basis that will extend the useful life of the street improvements, the assessments are
not intended to fund a full replacement or reconstruction of the street surfaces or adjacent
improvements such as curbs, gutters or driveway approaches. The costs of extensive
replacement or reconstruction activities such as replacement of curbs, gutters and driveway
approaches is significantly more than the amount that is typically collected annually. When
such repairs or activities are deemed necessary, the City may consider various financing
options including new or increased assessments for property owner approval.

Zones and Improvements
For Fiscal Year 2017/2018 the District included six (6) designated Zones. In accordance with the
City Maintenance District Codes, the District utilizes Zones to address variations in the nature,
location, and extent of the improvements that provide special benefits to parcels in the District.
Each Zone is associated with specific improvements and/or types of improvements that provide
special benefit to properties within that Zone. The boundaries of each Zone is based on the
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improvements to be maintained and the relationship and proximity of the developments and
properties that derive special benefits from those specific improvements.

Zones 01, 02, 03, 04, 05, and 06
The following is a brief description and summary of the existing Zones and improvement that are
part of the District but not directly associated with this annexation proceeding.
Zone 01 — The Landing:
Comprised of one hundred twelve (112) single-family residential parcels within Tract No. 817 (The
Landing, Phases 1 and 2). The properties within Zone 01, proportionately share and receive
special benefit from the maintenance, servicing, and operation of:
➢ Approximately 31,989 square feet of landscaping and/or related improvement areas.
➢ Thirty-four (34) streetlights.
➢ 355,598 square feet of pavement surface area.
Zone 02 — Liberty:
Comprised of two hundred forty-two (242) single-family residential parcels within Tract No. 821
(Liberty, Phases 1 and 2). The properties within Zone 02, proportionately share and receive
special benefit from the maintenance, servicing, and operation of:
➢ Approximately 113,816 square feet of landscaping and/or related improvement areas.
➢ Ninety-three (93) streetlights.
➢ 729,025 square feet of pavement surface area.
Zone 03 — Silva Estates, Phase 10:
Comprised of seventy-four (74) single-family residential parcels within Tract No. 838 (Silva
Estates, Phase 10). The properties within Zone 03, proportionately share and receive special
benefit from the maintenance, servicing, and operation of:
➢ Approximately 22,256 square feet of landscaping and/or related improvement areas.
➢ Twenty-six (26) streetlights.
➢ Approximately 202,063 square feet of pavement surface area.
Zone 04 — Parkview Estates:
Comprised of thirty-nine (39) single-family residential parcels within Tract No. 797 (Parkview
Estates). The properties within Zone 04, proportionately share and receive special benefit from
the maintenance, servicing, and operation of:
➢ Approximately 16,581 square feet of landscaping and/or related improvement areas.
➢ Nine (9) streetlights.
➢ Approximately 83,581 square feet of pavement surface area.
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Zone 05 — East Village Park and Aniston Place North:
Comprised of one hundred twenty (120) single-family residential parcels within Tract No. 791
(East Village Park) and Tract No. 910 (Aniston Place North). The properties within Zone 05,
proportionately share and receive special benefit from the maintenance, servicing, and operation
of:
➢ Approximately 61,882 square feet of landscaping and/or related improvement areas that
includes the following:
•

957 square feet of streetscape landscaping (shrubs with trees) on Cantera Avenue;

•

15,716 square feet of parkway and streetscape side-panel landscaping located on D
Street, including approximately 7,005 square feet of shrubs, plants, and/or ground cover
with trees; and 8,711 square feet of shrubs;

•

1,034 square feet of streetscape landscaping (shrubs) on Smith Avenue north of Siena
Way;

•

1,723 square feet of parkway and streetscape side-panel landscaping located on Smith
Avenue between D Street and Siena Way, including approximately 1,300 square feet of
turf with trees; and 423 square feet of shrubs, plants, and/or ground cover with trees;

•

42,452 square feet of park improvement area located on Montego Way. This park site
includes approximately 7,210 square feet of concrete or other hardscape surfaces; 850
square feet of shrubs and planters; and 34,392 square feet of turf with trees.

➢ Thirty (30) streetlights including:
•

8 streetlights on the perimeter of Zone 05 located on D Street and Smith Avenue.

•

22 streetlights within the tracts located on, but not limited to: Cantera Avenue, Firenze
Street, Montego Way, Portola Street, Siena Way, and Visconti Street;

➢ Approximately 271,905 square feet of pavement surface area which collectively include
Cantera Avenue, Firenze Street, Montego Way, Siena Way, Visconti Street, and Portola
Street.
Zone 06 — Heritage Acres:
Comprised of ninety-seven (97) single-family residential parcels within Tract No. 872 (Heritage
Acres, Phases 1 and 2). The properties within Zone 065, proportionately share and receive
special benefit from the maintenance, servicing, and operation of:
➢ Twenty-seven (27) streetlights.
➢ Approximately 370,092 square feet of pavement surface area.
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Zone 07 (Capistrano Phase 5) Annexation No. 2018-1
The twenty (20) single-family residential lots that comprise Annexation No. 2018-1 (PFMD; Zone
07), are part of Tract 908 which is currently identified by the King’s County Assessor’s Office as
one parcel (023-040-057). The 20 single-family residential lots within Tract No. 908.will
proportionately share and receive special benefit from the maintenance, servicing, and operation
of:
➢ Approximately 5,071 square feet of parkway and streetscape side-panel landscaping on
East Bush Street consisting of: 3,125 square feet of shrubs, plants, and/or ground cover
with trees; and 1,946 square feet of turf with trees. These improvements and the costs
associated with the maintenance and operation of these improvements are proportionately
shared by properties within LLMD Zone 06.
➢ Approximately 1,477 square feet of parkway side-panel landscaping on the northeast side
of Bush Place between East Bush Street and Tract 908, including the entryway
landscaping at the southeast corner of East Bush Street and Bush Place. These
improvements and the costs associated with the maintenance and operation of these
improvements are proportionately shared by properties within LLMD Zone 06.
➢ Approximately 2,341 square feet of parkway side-panel landscaping on the east side of
Bush Place /Barcelona Drive adjacent to Tract 908, anticipated to be planted with shrubs,
plants, and/or ground cover with trees.
➢ The median island on Bush Place/Barcelona Drive, just south of East Bush Street leading
into the development (Approximately 427 square feet). This median and the costs
associated with the maintenance and operation improvements are proportionately shared
by properties within LLMD Zone 06.
➢ Eight (8) streetlights including:
•

Two (2) streetlights located on Bush place/Barcelona Drive directly adjacent to the
perimeter of the development and one (1) street light at the southeast corner of East Bush
Street and Bush Place. These three street lights also benefit properties within LLMD Zone
06 and are therefore partially funded by other revenue sources.

•

5 streetlights within Tract 908 located on Tuscany Court;

➢ Approximately 26,060 square feet of pavement surface area on Tuscany Court.
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Part II — Method of Apportionment
Legislative Requirements for Assessments
The costs of the proposed improvements have been identified and allocated to properties within
the Annexation Territory (Zone 07 of PFMD) proportionately based on special benefit, consistent
with the provisions of the City Maintenance District Codes and the assessment provisions of
Proposition 218 (being contained in Article XIII D of the California Constitution). The
improvements provided by this District and for which properties are assessed are local
landscaping, street lights, street paving, and related amenities that were either installed in direct
connection with the development of properties within Tract No. 908 or were installed for the benefit
of those properties as a result of property development or potential development of those
properties and were considered necessary elements for the development of such properties to
their full and best use. The formulas used for calculating assessments and the designation of
zones herein reflect the composition of parcels within the District and the improvements and
activities to be provided for Zone 07 (the Annexation Territory), and have been designed to fairly
apportion the cost of providing those improvements based on a determination of the proportional
special benefits to each parcel.
In addition to the provisions of the City Maintenance District Codes, Article XIII D of the California
Constitution outlines specific requirements regarding assessments including the following:
Article XIII D Section 2d defines District as follows:
“District means an area determined by an agency to contain all parcels which will receive a special
benefit from a proposed public improvement or property-related service”;
Article XIII D Section 2i defines Special Benefit as follows:
“Special benefit” means a particular and distinct benefit over and above general benefits conferred
on real property located in the district or to the public at large. General enhancement of property
value does not constitute “special benefit.”
Article XIII D Section 4a defines proportional special benefit assessments as follows:
“An agency which proposes to levy an assessment shall identify all parcels which will have a
special benefit conferred upon them and upon which an assessment will be imposed. The
proportionate special benefit derived by each identified parcel shall be determined in relationship
to the entirety of the capital cost of a public improvement, the maintenance and operation
expenses of a public improvement, or the cost of the property related service being provided. No
assessment shall be imposed on any parcel which exceeds the reasonable cost of the
proportional special benefit conferred on that parcel.”
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Benefit Analysis
Special Benefits
Landscaping Special Benefit
The ongoing maintenance of landscaped areas within the District provide aesthetic benefits to the
properties within each respective Zone and a more pleasant environment to walk, drive, live, and
work. The primary function of these landscape improvements and related amenities is to serve
as an aesthetically pleasing enhancement and green space for the benefit of the immediately
surrounding properties and developments for which the improvements were constructed and
installed and/or were facilitated by the development or potential development of properties within
the Zones. These improvements are an integral part of the physical environment associated with
the parcels in each Zone and while some of these improvements may in part be visible to
properties outside the Zone, collectively if these Zone improvements are not properly maintained,
it is the parcels within the Zone that would be aesthetically burdened. Additionally, the street
landscaping in these Zones serves as both a physical buffer as well as a sound reduction buffer
between the roadways and the properties in the District and serve as a pleasant aesthetic amenity
that enhances the approach to the parcels. Likewise, in some of the zones, the landscaped areas
may include green space areas (neighborhood parks, greenbelts, open space and/or trails) that
provide a physical buffer and open space between properties and these areas serve as an
extension of the physical attributes of the parcels assessed, such as their front or rear yards.
These green space areas may also provide a greater opportunity for recreation. As a result, the
maintenance of these landscaped improvements and the related amenities provide particular and
distinct benefits to the properties and developments within each Zone.
Street Lighting Special Benefit
The street lighting in the District (localized street lighting) is primarily useful for illuminating the
sidewalks and parking lanes on the streets used specifically to access the properties and/or is
adjacent to those properties that comprise the District. This lighting is distinct from lights that may
be installed that serve in large part to enhance traffic safety, such as traffic signals and intersection
safety lights or the more sporadic lighting found on major thoroughfares outside the more
concentrated development areas. These localized streetlights tend to be more closely spaced
and of a lower intensity than streetlights installed primarily for traffic safety. These low-level, lowerintensity streetlights within the District provide three main special benefits: (i) property security
benefit, (ii) pedestrian safety benefit, and (iii) parkway/roadway egress benefit. Because traffic to
and from these parcels is largely limited to the residents and residents’ guests, it is reasonable to
assume that essentially all pedestrians and parking vehicles in the lit areas will, after dark, be
directly associated with the properties in the District and that the vehicular traffic within the internal
streets of a Zone is primarily for accessing the properties within that Zone. Therefore, street
lighting on such streets is entirely a special benefit to those properties. While lighting located on
the perimeter of a development also serves primarily for accessing the properties within that Zone
it is recognized that such lighting may benefit pass-through traffic as well and inherently there is
some general benefits associated with those streetlights.
In addition, the streetlights within the District are consistent with the City’s typical intensity and
spacing standards for areas zoned for residential development areas and each parcel to be
assessed is served directly by the system of streetlights providing appropriate lighting within these
respective development areas. Furthermore, the cost of maintaining and operating each light is
substantially the same, regardless of the location of the light within the District. Consequently, we
conclude that each parcel within the District receives substantially similar benefit from the
streetlight improvements and the only notable distinctions in proportional special benefit to each
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parcel is related to the specific quantity of lights associated with each development (Zone) and
the overall location of those lights (internal development lights or perimeter lights).
Street Paving Special Benefit
Like street lighting in the District, the streets and parking lanes on the streets that are to be
maintained through the District are exclusively within the boundaries of each Zone and those
streets were specifically constructed to access those properties. Furthermore, the maintenance
of these streets or the lack thereof, only has an impact on the properties within the District.
Because traffic on these streets is almost exclusively limited to the residents and residents’ guests
associated with the District parcels, it is reasonable to conclude that essentially all utilization of
these streets is primarily for accessing the properties within each respective Zone. Therefore, the
maintenance and preservation of these streets is entirely a special benefit to those properties.

General Benefit
Landscaping General Benefit
In reviewing the location and extent of the specific landscaped areas and improvements to be
funded by District assessments and the proximity and relationship to properties to be assessed,
it is evident these improvements were primarily installed in connection with the development of
properties in each respective Zone or are improvements that would otherwise be shared by and
required for development of properties in those Zones. It is also evident that the maintenance
these improvements and the level of maintenance provided has a direct and particular impact
(special benefit) only on those properties in proximity to those improvements and such
maintenance beyond that which is required to ensure the safety and protection of the general
public and property in general, has no quantifiable benefit to the public at large or properties
outside each respective Zone.
In the absence of a special funding Zone, the City would typically provide only limited (as needed)
tree management, weed abatement, rodent control, and erosion control services for the
landscape areas currently maintained within the District. This baseline level of service would
typically provide for periodic servicing of the improvement areas on an as-needed basis, but
typically not more than twice annually. This baseline level of service provides for public safety and
essential property protection to avoid negative impacts on adjacent roadways and vehicles
traveling on those roadways and potential property damage resulting from erosion or fire hazards,
but results in a far less visually pleasing environment than is created with the enhanced levels of
services associated with the regular landscape maintenance provided in the various Zones.
Typically for most agencies, the cost to provide this baseline level of service for flat/moderatelysloped street landscaped areas is less than $545 per acre (approximately $0.0125 per square
foot) including medians, parkway and streetscape side panels; less than $435 per acre
(approximately $0.0100 per square foot) for non-street public areas such as parks, greenbelts,
and trail areas; and less than $215 per acre (approximately $0.0050 per square foot) for natural
open space areas or other limited access areas. This baseline servicing, unlike the enhanced
aesthetic services funded through the District assessments, would provide benefits to the general
public and to the properties both within and outside of the specific benefit zones. These costs of
providing this baseline service along with a five percent (5%) cost factor for City overhead and
administration is treated as the cost of general benefits from landscape maintenance services.
Therefore, for flat/moderately-sloped street landscaped areas a rate of $0.01325 per square foot
($0.0125 +5%) is applied to calculate the general benefit costs for the assessed improvements;
for non-street public areas a rate of $0.01050 per square foot ($0.0100 +5%) is applied to
calculate the general benefit costs for the assessed improvements; and for non-street public areas
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a rate of $0.00525 per square foot ($0.0050 +5%) is applied to calculate the general benefit costs
for the assessed improvements.
In addition to the general benefit identified above, it is recognized that there are indirect or
incidental general benefits to properties within the District as well as the general public that are
associated with regular landscape maintenance services, including:
➢ Minimization of dust and debris; and
➢ Decreased potential water runoff from both properties and the landscaped areas.
Although these types of benefits might best be characterized as indirect consequences of the
special benefit of the landscape maintenance provided to parcels served by the District, for the
purposes of this Report we assume these types of benefits to be general benefits, albeit general
benefits that are extremely difficult to quantify. We estimate that the costs associated with these
indirect benefits do not exceed one percent of the annual maintenance expenditures for Local
Landscaping Zone improvements. Therefore, the costs associated with these indirect or incidental
general benefits has been calculated based on 1.0% of the estimated “Total Annual Maintenance
Expenditures” budgeted for each Zone. Together with the baseline general benefit costs
previously identified, these indirect/incidental general benefit costs are excluded from the potential
assessment funding and together are shown in the budgets (Part III of this Report) as the
“Landscaping General Benefit — City Funded”.
Street Lighting General Benefit
Collectively, there are a total of 217 streetlights to be operated and maintained through the District
(including the lights for Zone 07) of which approximately 30% of those lights are located on the
perimeter of the Zones, the remainder being internal residential streetlights.
These residential perimeter lights (two of which are identified for Zone 07), in contrast to the
internal residential lights funded by the District, arguably provide some illumination that extends
beyond the boundaries of the developments and parcels being assessed, and these lights may
also enhance the safety of members of the public unassociated with an assessed parcel by
illuminating traffic lanes and/or parking on those streets, or that otherwise provides services to
the general public. Although, in general, these streetlights exist solely because of the
development of assessed parcels, and the primary purpose of these lights is to provide
illumination to access the assessed parcels, these particular lights may provide some level of
general benefit in addition to the special benefits provided to the assessed parcels. We estimate
that these general benefits constitute not more than 25% of the total benefit associated with these
perimeter lights, which is no more than 8% of the total benefit from all residential lights operated
and maintained by the District (25% of 30% equals 7.5%). Therefore, it is reasonable to conclude
that the total general benefit from the operation and maintenance activities associated with the
District street lights does not exceed 8% of the direct annual operating expenses for all combined
residential streetlights. These general benefit costs are excluded from the potential assessment
funding and are shown in the budgets (Part III of this Report) as the “Lighting General Benefit —
City Funded”.
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Assessment Methodology
To assess benefits equitably it is necessary to calculate each property’s relative share of the
special benefits conferred by the funded improvements and service. The Equivalent Benefit Unit
(EBU) method of assessment apportionment is utilized for this District and establishes a basic
unit (base value) of benefit and then calculates the benefit derived by each assessed parcel as a
multiple (or a fraction) of that basic unit. The EBU method of apportioning special benefits is
typically seen as the most appropriate and equitable assessment methodology for assessment
districts, as the benefit to each parcel from the improvements are apportioned as a function of
comparable property characteristics which may include, but is not limited to land use and property
size. The method of apportionment originally developed for this District was based on an
assessment formula appropriate for the various land uses, identifiable property characteristics
and improvements within the District and utilizes the number of comparative dwelling units or
dwelling spaces for other residential land uses and comparative lot sizes (acreage) for nonresidential and undeveloped properties.
For the District and the purposes of this Report, an EBU is the quantum of benefit derived from
the various Zone improvements by a single family residential parcel. The single family residential
parcel has been selected as the basic unit for calculation of assessments since it currently
represents 100% of the parcels to be assessed in the District, although other land uses may be
annexed to the District in the future. Thus, the "benchmark" property (the single family residential
parcel) derives one EBU of benefit and is assigned 1.00 Equivalent Benefit Unit.

Land Use Classifications
Every parcel within the District is assigned a land use classification based on available parcel
information obtained from the County Assessor’s Office. It has been determined that a parcel use
and size are the appropriate factors necessary to identify and calculate the proportional special
benefits conveyed to each property within the District for the cost of improvements associated
with that property. The parcels currently within the District are identified as single family residential
parcels or Exempt parcels and the following provides a description of those land use
classifications. This method of apportionment and assignment of Equivalent Benefit Units may be
expanded to include additional land use classifications as developments are annexed to the
District in the future.
Residential Single-Family — This land use classification may include, but is not limited to all
subdivided residential tract lots with a single residential unit on the parcel (individual Assessor’s
Parcel Number) including attached and detached single-family residential units, condominiums or
townhomes. As previously noted, the single family residential parcel has been selected as the
basic unit for calculation of assessments and each is assigned 1.00 Equivalent Benefit Unit.
Residential Vacant Lot — This land use classification is defined as a fully subdivided residential
parcel/lot within an approved Tract or subdivision for which the residential unit or units have not
been constructed on the parcel (subdivided vacant lot). This land use classification is limited to
fully subdivided residential parcels for which the number of residential units to be constructed on
the parcel is four (4) units or less. This land use is assessed at 1.00 EBU per parcel.
Planned Residential Subdivision — This land use classification is defined as any property not
fully subdivided, but a specific number of proposed lots and/or residential units to be developed
on the parcel has been identified as part of an approved Tract Map or Tentative Tract Map. This
land use type is assessed at 1.0 EBU per planned (proposed) lot and/or residential unit.
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Exempt — Exempt from District assessments are the areas of public streets, private streets and
other roadways, dedicated public easements and open spaces, right of ways including public
greenbelts and parkways or that portion of public property that is not developed and used for
business purposes similar to private commercial, industrial and institutional activities. (These
types of properties are not usually assigned an Assessor’s Parcel Number by the County). Also
exempt from assessment are utility right of ways, common areas (such as in condominium
complexes), landlocked parcels, small parcels vacated by the County, bifurcated lots, and any
other property that cannot be developed or developed independent of an adjacent parcel. It has
been determined that these types of properties receive no direct benefit from the improvements
and receive no special benefit or general benefits from the operation and maintenance of the
District improvements.
Special Case — In many assessment districts (particularly districts that have a wide range of
land uses and property development) there may be one or more parcels that the standard land
use classifications and proportionality identified above do not accurately identify the use and
special benefit received from the improvements. Properties that are typically classified as Special
Case Parcels usually involve some type of development or land restrictions whether those
restrictions are temporary or permanent and affect the properties proportional special benefit.
Examples of such restrictions may include situations where only a small percentage of the parcel’s
total acreage can actually be developed. In such a case, the net usable acreage of the parcel
rather than the gross acreage of the parcel may be applied to calculate the parcel’s proportional
special benefit. Each such parcel shall be addressed on a case-by-case basis by the assessment
engineer and the EBU assigned to such parcels shall be based on the specific issues related to
that parcel and its proportional special benefit compared to other properties that receive special
benefits from the improvements.
A summary of the Equivalent Benefit Units (EBUs) that may be applied to land use classifications
within the District is shown in the following table:
Equivalent Benefit Unit Formula

Land Use Classification

Residential Single-Family
Residential Vacant Lot
Planned Residential Subdivision
Exempt

1.00
1.00
1.00
0.00

EBU per
EBU per
EBU per
EBU per

Parcel/Lot
Parcel/Lot
Lot/Unit
Parcel

The following is a summary of the land use classifications and Equivalent Benefit Units applicable
to Annexation No. 2018-1 (Zone 07):
Land Use Classification

Planned Residential Subdivision
Totals

Total
Parcels

Assessed
Applied
Parcels
Acres/Units

Equivalent
Benefit Units
(EBU)

1

1

20.00

20.00

1

1

20.00

20.00
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Part III — Estimate of Costs
Calculation of Assessments
An assessment amount per EBU in each Zone of the District including Zone 07 (Annexation Territory)
is calculated by:
Taking the “Total Annual Expenses” (Total budgeted costs) and subtracting the “General Benefit
Expenses (City Funded)”, to establish the “Total Eligible Special Benefit Expenses”;
Total Annual Expenses – General Benefit Expenses = Total Eligible Special Benefit Expenses

To the resulting “Eligible Special Benefit Expenses”, various “Funding Adjustments/Contributions”
may be applied that may include, but are not limited to:
➢ “Unfunded Reserve Fund Collection”, represents an adjustment (reduction) in the amount
to be collected for “Operational Reserve Funding” that was budgeted as part of the Total
Annual Expenses.
➢ “Unfunded Rehab-Renovation Funding”, represents an adjustment (reduction) in the
amount to be collected for “Total Rehab-Renovation Funding” that was budgeted as part
of the Total Annual Expenses. (This does not include the amount budgeted for Planned
Capital Expenditures).
➢ “Reserve Fund Transfer/Deduction”, represents an amount of available existing funds
from the “Operational Reserve Fund Balances” being applied to pay a portion of the
Special Benefit Expenses for the fiscal year.
➢ “Additional City Contribution and/or Service Reductions”, represents a further adjustment
that addresses the funding gap between the amount budgeted to provide the
improvements and services (“Special Benefit Expenses”); and the amount that will be
collected through the assessments. This funding gap may be addressed by an additional
City contribution, reductions in service and service expenses, or a combination of the two.
These adjustments to the Special Benefit Expenses result in the net special benefit amount to be
assessed “Balance to Levy”;
Eligible Special Benefit Expenses +/- Funding Adjustments/Contributions =Balance to Levy

The amount identified as the “Balance to Levy” is divided by the total number of EBUs of parcels that
benefit to establish the “Assessment Rate” or “Assessment per EBU”. This Rate is then applied back
to each parcel’s individual EBU to calculate the parcel’s proportionate special benefit and assessment
for the improvements.
Balance to Levy / Total EBU = Assessment per EBU (Assessment Rate)
Assessment per EBU x Parcel EBU = Parcel Assessment Amount
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Budgets and Assessment Zone 07 (Annexation No. 2018-1)
The budget and maximum assessment rate outlined on the following page for PFMD Zone 07
(the Annexation Territory), are based on the City’s estimate of the expenses and related funding
deemed appropriate and necessary to fully support the ongoing operation, maintenance and
servicing of the District improvements identified in Part I of this Report for Zone 07. Those
improvements and/or costs determined to be of general benefit shall be funded by a City
contribution. This budget establishes the maximum assessment for Fiscal Year 2018/2019 to be
approved by the property owner(s) of record within the Annexation Territory as part of the Ballot
Proceeding. Although the budget presented, establishes the maximum assessment for Fiscal
Year 2018/2019, the actual assessment to be levied and collected on the County Tax Rolls for
Fiscal Year 2018/2019 shall be identified in the Fiscal year 2018/2019 annual engineer’s report
for the entire District which will be prepared and presented to the City Council for approval prior
to the annual levy of the District assessments for Fiscal Year 2018/2019. However, in no case,
shall the annual assessment approved for Zone 07 at that time, exceed the maximum assessment
presented herein.:
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Zone 07 Maximum Assessment Budget
PFMD
Zone 07
Capistrano
BUDGET ITEMS

Tract 908

Maximum
Assessment
ANNUAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE EXPENSES
Annual Lighting Operation & Maintenance Expenses
Landscape Maintenance
Tree Maintenance
Landscape Irrigation (Water, Electricity, Maintenance & Repair)

Annual Landscaping Operation & Maintenance Expenses

$

1,192

$

661
36
588

$

1,284
31

Annual Street Operation & Maintenance Expenses

$

TOTAL ANNUAL OPERATION & MAINTENANCE EXPENSES

2,507

REHABILITATION/RENOVATION FUNDING & CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
Lighting Rehabilitation/Renovation Funding

$

Landscape Improvement Rehabilitation/Renovation Funding

60
119
3,200

Street Rehabilitation/Renovation Funding
Total Rehabilitation/Renovation Funding

$

3,378

$

3,378

$

287

TOTAL INCIDENTAL EXPENSES

$

1,029

TOTAL ANNUAL EXPENSES

$

6,915

-

Total Planned Capital Expenditures (For Fiscal Year)
TOTAL REHABILITATION/RENOVATION FUNDING & CAPITAL EXPENDITURES
INCIDENTAL EXPENSES
Operational Reserves (Collection)

742

Annual Administration Expenses

GENERAL BENEFIT EXPENSES
Lighting General Benefit — City Funded

$

Landscaping General Benefit — City Funded

(95)
(55)

Street Paving General Benefit — City Funded

-

TOTAL GENERAL BENEFIT EXPENSES

$

(150)

TOTAL SPECIAL BENEFIT EXPENSES

$

6,765

$

-

TOTAL FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS / CONTRIBUTIONS

$

-

BALANCE TO LEVY

$

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS
Reserve Fund Transfer/Deduction
Additional City Funding and/or Service Reductions*

6,765

DISTRICT STATISTICS
Total Parcels

1

Assessed Parcels

1

Equivalent Benefit Units (EBU)

20.00

Assessment Per EBU

$338.24

Maximum Assessment Rate Per EBU

$339.0000

Balloted Amount

$

6,780.00

$

3,665

$

3,665

FUND BALANCE
Estimated Beginning Fund Balance
Operational Reserve & Rehabilitation Funding Collected
Estimated Ending Fund Balance
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Annual Inflationary Adjustment (Assessment Range Formula)
In order to assure continued adequacy of the financing of the improvement costs, when the District
Zones were established (including Zone 07 being established herein), the assessments presented
to the property owners included an annual inflationary adjustment (assessment range formula).
This inflationary adjustment formula established that the Maximum Annual Assessment
(maximum assessment rates) shall be comparably and automatically increased each fiscal year
to cover the maintenance and replacement cost increases that naturally occur over time. The
annual increase in the Maximum Annual Assessments shall be in accordance with the annual
percentage increase (March to March) in the Employment Cost Index for Total Compensation for
State and Local Government Workers (all Workers), published quarterly by the U.S. Bureau of
Labor and Statistics (the “Index”). Increases in the Index will track comparably to increases in the
costs of annual maintenance and periodic replacement of the described facilities and
improvements, since the majority of the maintenance and replacement work is and will be done
by City employees.
Each year, the percentage difference between the Index for March of the current year and the
Index for the previous March shall be identified. This percentage difference shall then establish
the range of increased assessments allowed based on the Index. If the percentage change from
March to March is not available at the time the Engineer’s Report is prepared a similar time period
may be utilized.
The Maximum Assessment Rates shall be calculated independent of the District’s annual budget
and proposed assessments. Any proposed annual assessment (rate per EBU) less than or equal
to the calculated (adjusted) Maximum Assessment Rates is not considered an increased
assessment, even if the assessment for the fiscal year is significantly greater than the assessment
applied in the prior fiscal year.
The District is not required to adjust the assessments levied each year, nor does it restrict the
assessments to the adjustment amount. If the budget and assessments for a given Zone does
not require an increase or the increase is less than the allowed adjusted maximum assessment
rate, then the budget and assessments shall be applied. If the budget and assessments for a
given Zone require an increase greater than the allowed maximum assessment rate, then the
proposed assessment is considered an increased assessment. In such cases, mailed notices and
balloting to the property owners would be required pursuant to the provisions of the Article XIIID
prior to the imposition of that assessment.
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Part IV — Annexation Diagram
The Fiscal Year 2017/2018 District Diagrams showing the boundaries of Zones 01 through 06
within for the Lemoore Public Facilities Maintenance District No. 1 are on file in the office of the
City Public Works Department and the City Clerk, and by reference herein are made part of this
Report. The parcel(s), identified the Annexation Territory (Tract No. 908), and subsequently as
Zone 07 are depicted on the following Annexation Diagram. All lots, parcels and subdivisions of
land within the boundaries of Zone 07 (Annexation No. 2018-1) as depicted by this diagram shall
be dictated by the lines and dimensions of those lots, parcels and subdivisions of land shown on
the Kings County Assessor’s parcel maps and by reference these maps are incorporated herein
and made part of this Report, including all subsequent lot-line adjusts and/or parcel changes
made thereto by the Kings County Assessor’s Office. This Annexation Diagram along with the
Assessment Roll incorporated in this Report constitute the PFMD Zone 07 Assessment Diagram
for Fiscal Year 2018/2019 and the Annexation Diagram for Annexation No. 2018-1.
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Zone 07 (Annexation No. 2018-1) Diagram
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Part V — Assessment Roll
The following Assessment Roll identifies each lot or parcel within Annexation No. 2018-1 along
with the Fiscal Year 2018/2019 maximum assessment amount (Balloted Assessment Amount).
The parcel(s) listed on the Assessment Roll corresponds to the Assessor’s Parcel Number(s)
shown on the County Assessor's Roll and illustrated on the County Assessor’s Parcel Number
Maps (APN maps) at the time this Report was prepared and shall incorporate all subsequent
parcel changes, lot-line adjustments, and subdivisions of land identified by the Kings County
Assessor’s Office. These records are, by reference, made part of this Report and shall govern for
all details concerning the description of the lots or parcels. All assessments presented on the
assessment roll are subject to change as a result of parcel changes made by the County including
parcel splits, parcel merges or development changes that occur prior to the County Assessor's
Office securing the final roll and generating tax bills for Fiscal Year 2018/2019.

Assessor Parcel
Number
Zone
023-040-057

07

Land Use

EBU

Planned Residential Subdivision20.00

Total

20.00

Maximum
Assessment
$6,780.00
$6,780.00
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 4-2
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Nathan Olson, Interim City Manager

Date:

January 10, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Second Hearing - Consideration and Public Input for Moving to Voting
Districts
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Proceed with the second public hearing as outlined in Resolution 2017-36 Exhibit A
“Tentative Timeline: Consideration and Implementation of ‘District-Based’ Election
Method.”
Subject/Discussion:
At a special meeting held December 27, 2018, City Council adopted Resolution 201736, which declared the City’s intent to transition from at-large elections to district-based
elections. In order to comply with Elections Code Section 10010, the City must hold a
minimum of four public hearings. This will be the second of the City’s required meetings.
The first meeting was on January 9, 2018. The intent of the meeting is to collect input
from the public for the composition of the district maps to provide to our demographerwho will then draft several maps for consideration. Resolution 2017-36 is attached for
your review.
Financial Consideration(s):
There are no additional costs for holding the public meeting.

“In God We Trust”
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Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Postpone the public hearing to a later date.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not Applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends that City Council conduct a public hearing, consider any comments,
and instruct staff to move forward with the process of moving to voting districts.

Attachments:
☒ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☐ Other
List:

2016-36

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18

“In God We Trust”
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

119 Fox Street  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 5-1
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Heather J. Corder, Finance Director

Date:

December 13, 2017

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Hiring of Richard, Watson, and Gershon for Bond/Disclosure Counsel
Services
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☒ Fiscally Sound Government

☒ Operational Excellence

☐ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Authorize the Interim City Manager to negotiate and sign an agreement with Richard,
Watson and Gershon for Bond/Disclosure Council Services.
Subject/Discussion:
On 11/7/2017 City Council approved Resolution 2017-30 Regarding the Intention to Issue
Tax Exempt Obligations to Finance Water Projects. One of the first steps in issuing a
bond is to hire bond counsel. Financing the fee for Bond Counsel and Disclosure Counsel
services would be billed at $395 per hour for attorney work and $125 per hour for work
by paralegals and legal assistants, all subject to a cap of $85,000. In addition, the City
would reimburse Richard, Watson and Gershon for any out-of-pocket expenses, such as
duplication and printing costs and travel expenses, in an amount not to exceed $2,000.
Bond counsel will prepare the proceeding for the issuance and sale of the bonds,
including all resolutions and other documents relating to the issuance and sale. The bond
counsel will draft all trust indenture or fiscal agency agreements, and all closing
documents, including certificates, receipts and our approving legal opinion regarding the
bonds. They will also provide all other services customarily provided by bond counsel.
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Richard, Watson and Gershon will also provide disclosure counsel which will include the
preparation of the official statement and the continuing disclosure agreement in
connection with the bonds. They will also provide a letter at the closing, to the City, which
indicates that on the basis of the information which is made available to us and without
undertaking to determine independently the accuracy, completeness or fairness of that
information, nothing has come to our attention which causes us to believe that the official
statement contains any untrue statement of a material fact or omits to state a material
fact necessary to make the statements therein, in light of the circumstances under which
they were made, not misleading.
Teresa Ho-Urano has worked with the City on the partial defeasement of the 2011 RDA
Tax Obligation bond. During the process Ms. Ho-Urano and her team provided excellent
legal advice and were extremely responsive to the City’s requests and questions. The
Finance Director would prefer to continue the relationship with Ms. Ho-Urano considering
the City’s previous experience in working with her and the firm of Richard, Watson and
Gershon.
The attached Statement of Qualifications was submitted for the contract with the
Successor Agency.
Financial Consideration(s):
The cost of the contract is not to exceed $87,000. This has been budgeted and will be
included in the costs of the bond.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
None Noted.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
Not applicable.
Staff Recommendation:
Authorize the Interim City Manager to negotiate and sign an agreement with Richard,
Watson and Gershon for Bond/Disclosure Counsel Services.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☒ Other
List: Statement of Qualifications

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
12/28/17
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
12/13/17
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Successor Agency to the Lemoore
Redevelopment Agency

Appendix A
Statement of Qualifications
_______

January 12, 2016

For more information contact:
Diana K. Chuang
dchuang@rwglaw.com

or

Teresa Ho-Urano
THo-Urano@rwglaw.com

Telephone 213.626.8484 | Facsimile 213.626.0078
355 South Grand Avenue, 40th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-3101
www.rwglaw.com

Successor Agency to the Lemoore Redevelopment Agency
Statement of Qualifications – Bond and Disclosure Counsel Services
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Introduction
Our firm has specialized in representing public entities of all types and sizes since its inception in
1954. We are committed to providing the highest quality legal services in a cost-effective
manner. We have offices in Los Angeles, San Francisco, Orange County, and Temecula. We
currently serve as special counsel, city/town attorney, or general counsel to over 50 public
entities throughout California. Our representation of public entities includes cities, towns,
successor agencies to redevelopment agencies, school districts, counties, community services
districts, water districts, other special districts, airports, and joint powers authorities. This
provides our public finance attorneys special insight and sensitivity to issuers’ needs and
concerns in finance transactions.

Public Finance Experience
For over 35 years, our firm has served as bond counsel and disclosure counsel to public entities
in a broad range of finance transactions. The projects financed include, among others, libraries,
police and fire protection facilities, parks and recreational facilities, redevelopment projects,
affordable housing projects, water and sewer facilities, schools, and streets and storm drainage
facilities. We have been involved in a variety of public financing arrangements, including
(i) redevelopment and successor agency tax allocation bonds, (ii) general obligation bonds, (iii)
enterprise revenue financings, (iv) special tax bonds and the formation proceedings for
community facilities districts that issue such bonds, and similarly, assessment revenue bonds and
the formation proceedings for assessment districts providing for the levy of assessments pledged
for such bonds, (v) mortgage revenue housing bonds, (vi) contractual assessment revenue bonds
secured by contractual assessments levied in connection with property assessed clean energy
(PACE) programs formed under California’s AB 811 legislation (as amended) and the formation
proceedings for an AB 811 program, (vii) certificates of participation and lease revenue bonds
payable from general fund revenues subject to annual appropriations, (viii) tax and revenue
anticipation notes, and (ix) pension obligation bonds. Such financings include not only
traditional fixed rate debt instruments, but also varied structures involving variable rate bonds,
capital appreciation bonds, credit enhancement devices and investment agreements. We have
also acted as bond counsel and special counsel in private placement financings.
We handle a broad spectrum of public law issues. Our primary practice groups include public
finance, public law, redevelopment dissolution, environmental law, labor and employment,
climate change, eminent domain, real estate, telecommunications, transportation, water rights
and water law, public works, litigation, and appellate law. We currently serve as city/town
attorney, general counsel, special counsel, or agency counsel to more than 50 public entities,
including general law cities, charter law cities, school districts, special districts, water districts,
joint power authorities, and others. Our clients vary greatly in size and include jurisdictions in
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urban areas, coastal communities, industrialized areas, growing communities, and rural
communities. We take pride in our ability to deliver high quality, practical, and effective legal
services to our diverse public entity clients.
Our familiarity with the multiple facets of a local government’s operation is an asset to our
ability to serve as bond counsel and disclosure counsel. Members of our public finance
department often provide assistance to our colleagues and clients on finance-related issues,
whether or not bonds are involved. This allows us to develop special insights and sensitivities to
a public entity client’s needs and concerns when working on a financing transaction. As the
need arises, our public finance attorneys and the client can draw on the firm’s resources in other
public law areas. Our collective experience and expertise enhance our ability to serve a bond
issuer-client with respect to the financing structure outcome and the appropriate level of
disclosure that complies with securities law requirements and mitigates potentially adverse effect
on the marketing of the bonds.

Staff Qualifications
Our public finance team to the Successor Agency to the Lemoore Redevelopment Agency would
consist of the following attorneys: Teresa Ho-Urano as lead attorney, Diana Chuang, and Bill
Strausz. The following is a brief description of each of our respective experience.
Teresa Ho-Urano has practiced public finance law since 1997 and has been with the firm since
2003. Teresa is a former Shareholder of the firm and currently is Of Counsel in the firm’s Public
Finance Department. She received her J.D. from Hastings College of Law in 1997 and her B.A.
from University of California, Los Angeles, in 1992.
Teresa has served as bond counsel, disclosure counsel, underwriter’s counsel, bank counsel, and
issuer counsel for a wide variety of public bond issuances and private placement transactions.
She has worked with various types of debt instruments, including tax allocation bonds, MelloRoos bonds, special assessment bonds, enterprise revenue bonds, lease revenue bonds,
certificates of participation, and multifamily mortgage revenue bonds. Teresa has worked on
traditional fixed rate bond issues, as well as multi-modal variable rate structures. She has
assisted clients with the initial purchase, and renewals, of credit and liquidity enhancement
instruments, and negotiations relating to investment agreements.
Since the passage of AB X1 26 in 2011, Teresa additionally has developed expertise in advising
cities and successor agencies regarding the on-going implementation of the Redevelopment
Dissolution Law, including providing solutions for day-to-day issues and negotiating with the
California Department of Finance, the California State Controller’s Office, other local agencies,
and private parties.
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Diana K. Chuang joined the firm’s Public Finance Department in 2003. Diana is a Shareholder
and the Assistant Chair of the firm’s Public Finance Department. She received her J.D. from
Duke University School of Law in 1996 and her A.B. from Stanford University in 1993. Diana
was a former Branch Chief and lecturer in the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission’s
(SEC) Investment Management examination program. As such, she brings regulatory experience
to the firm’s Public Finance Department.
Diana has provided bond counsel and disclosure counsel services to public entities in connection
with financing public projects, public-private partnerships, and short-term operating cash flow
needs. Such financings include successor agency refundings (including the first two approved by
the California Department of Finance), redevelopment tax allocation bonds, enterprise and lease
revenue bonds, certificates of participation, pension obligation refinancing, general obligation
bonds, and special tax and assessment financing (including PACE). Diana has negotiated on
behalf of public entities in structuring development agreements with real estate developers where
bond financing is contemplated. She also advises regarding public works issues in land secured
financings, ongoing district administration, and Mello-Roos district workouts.
Diana’s experience prior to the SEC includes representation of major lenders in numerous
commercial and private loan transactions and assistance as issuer and underwriter counsel in
public company equity offerings and asset-backed securitizations.
William L. Strausz is a Shareholder of the firm and has been with the firm since 1977. Bill was
admitted to the State Bar of California in 1973 and to the Washington State Bar in 1975. He
received his J.D. from Loyola Law School, cum laude, in 1973 and his B.A. from the University
of Washington in 1969.
As Chair of the firm’s Public Finance Department, Bill advises virtually all of our public clients
concerning public finance matters. With more than 35 years of public finance experience, Bill’s
practice includes, among other things, acting as bond counsel and disclosure counsel on
numerous bond issues throughout the State, under a wide variety of authorizing statutes.
Additionally, Bill serves as agency counsel to numerous successor agencies to redevelopment
agencies, and therefore has significant experience with implementation of the Dissolution Law.
Bill’s public finance practice includes, among other things, reviewing all transactions to ensure
compliance with federal tax requirements.

Successor Agency Refunding Bond Transactions
The following table sets forth the successor agency refunding bond transactions for which our
firm has served as bond counsel and/or disclosure counsel since the statutory dissolution of
redevelopment agencies on February 1, 2012.
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Issuer Name
2015
Successor
Agency to the
Monrovia
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Monrovia
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Blythe
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Hughson
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Poway
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Poway
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Ceres
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Lancaster
Redevelopment
Agency

Name of Issue

Issue
Date

Size of Issue

Method of Sale

Firm’s Role

Central Redevelopment Project,
Project Area No. 1
Taxable Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds,
Issue of 2015A
Central Redevelopment Project,
Project Area No. 1
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds,
Issue of 2015B

12/17/15

$19,770,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

12/17/15

$3,890,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

Redevelopment Project No. 1
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series 2015

9/23/15

$15,395,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

(Hughson Redevelopment
Project Area)
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series 2015

7/30/15

$2,660,000.00

Negotiated

Bond /
Disclosure
Counsel

Paguay Redevelopment Project
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series 2015A

7/6/15

$133,110,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

Paguay Redevelopment Project
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series 2015B

7/6/15

$26,845,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

Ceres Redevelopment Project
Area No. 1
Subordinate Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2015
Combined Redevelopment
Project Areas (Housing
Programs)
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2015A

6/17/15

$8,050,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

3/25/15

$12,560,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel
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Issuer Name

Name of Issue

Successor
Agency to the
Lancaster
Redevelopment
Agency

Combined Redevelopment
Project Areas (Housing
Programs)
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2015B

Successor
Agency to the
Highland
Redevelopment
Agency
2014
Successor
Agency to the
Redevelopment
Agency of the
City of Seaside
South Tahoe
Joint Powers
Financing
Authority
Successor
Agency to the
Orange
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Blythe
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the La
Mirada
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the La
Mirada
Redevelopment
Agency

Issue
Date

Size of Issue

Method of Sale

Firm’s Role

3/25/15

$10,950,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

Highland Redevelopment
Project No. 1
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
2015 Series A

3/11/15

$12,340,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series 2014

12/23/14

$9,140,000.00

Negotiated

Bond /
Disclosure
Counsel

Refunding Revenue Bonds
(South Tahoe Redevelopment
Project Area No. 1)
2014 Series A
Orange Merged and Amended
Redevelopment Project Area
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series A

12/8/14

$29,230,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

12/4/14

$28,850,000.00

Negotiated

Bond Counsel

Redevelopment Project No. 1
Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series 2013

11/20/14

$4,530,000.00

Negotiated

Bond /
Disclosure

2014 Subordinate Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds
Series A

10/30/14

$20,555,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

2014 Subordinate Taxable Tax
Allocation Refunding Bonds
Series B

10/30/14

$8,425,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel
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Issuer Name

Name of Issue

Successor
Agency to the
South El Monte
Improvement
District
Calimesa
Financing
Authority

Tax Allocation Refunding Bonds
(Merged Project Area) 2014
Series A

7/16/14

(Calimesa Redevelopment
Project No. 1 and Project No. 5)
Tax Allocation Refunding
Revenue Bonds
Series 2014

2013
Successor
Agency to the
Brea
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Monrovia
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Monrovia
Redevelopment
Agency
Successor
Agency to the
Monrovia
Redevelopment
Agency
2012
Dinuba
Successor
Agency

Issue
Date

Size of Issue

Method of Sale

Firm’s Role

$6,950,000.00

Negotiated

Bond /
Disclosure
Counsel

5/28/14

$2,925,000.00

Negotiated

Bond /
Disclosure
Counsel

Redevelopment Project AB
2013 Tax Allocation Refunding
Bonds

12/12/13

$96,620,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

Central Redevelopment Project,
Project Area No. 1
Subordinate Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2013A
Central Redevelopment Project,
Project Area No. 1
Subordinate Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2013B
Central Redevelopment Project,
Project Area No. 1
Subordinate Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2012

10/30/13

$12,000,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

10/30/13

$3,920,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

2/20/13

$13,330,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel

Merged City of Dinuba
Redevelopment Project and
Dinuba Redevelopment Project
No. 2, as Amended
Subordinate Tax Allocation
Refunding Bonds
Issue of 2012

12/19/12

$1,700,000.00

Negotiated

Disclosure
Counsel
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LOS ANGELES OFFICE
355 South Grand Avenue, 40th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-3101
Telephone: 213.626.8484
Facsimile: 213.626.0078
e-mail: la@rwglaw.com

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE
44 Montgomery Street, Suite 3800
San Francisco, California 94104-4811
Telephone: 415.421.8484
Facsimile: 415.421.8486
e-mail: sf@rwglaw.com

ORANGE COUNTY OFFICE
1 Civic Center Circle, PO Box 1059
Brea, California 92822-1059
Telephone: 714.990.0901
Facsimile: 714.990.6230
e-mail: oc@rwglaw.com

TEMECULA OFFICE
41000 Main Street, Suite 309
Temecula, California 92590-2764
Telephone: 951.695.2373
Facsimile: 951.695.2372
e-mail: tem@rwglaw.com
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
Item No: 5-2
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Judy Holwell, Community Development Director

Date:

January 8, 2018

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

Subject: Sarah Mooney Museum – Mural Processing and Fee
Strategic Initiative:
☐ Safe & Vibrant Community

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy

☐ Fiscally Sound Government

☐ Operational Excellence

☒ Community & Neighborhood Livability

☐ Not Applicable

Proposed Motion:
Direct staff to begin the process of changing the requirement for mural processing from a
Major Site Plan Review to a Mural Review; and until such time that the Municipal Code is
changed, authorize staff to defer payment of the fee until a new rate is established.
Subject/Discussion:
Sarah Mooney Museum received a grant from Cal Humanities to erect a mural in
downtown Lemoore. A rendering of the mural has not yet been created; however, the
Museum Committee contacted the City of Lemoore to inquire about any such approvals
that may be required. It was found that our zoning code requires a Major Site Plan Review
for all murals. The fee for such is $3,400, which is based on the time and money it takes
to prepare a staff report, notify all property owners within a 300 foot radius, notice a public
hearing, and hold a Planning Commission meeting to allow the community an opportunity
to comment on the mural. With such a rigorous application process and steep processing
fee, it may be infeasible for community groups and organizations to fund a mural project.
The result could be that no new murals will grace the bare walls in Lemoore with beautiful
works of art.
Murals add aesthetic value to a community and provide a sense of place. In many cities,
murals bring additional tourism and offer visitors an opportunity to understand the historic
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and cultural heritage of the community. Lemoore is one of those communities. Its murals
provide a glimpse at its history.
City Council is asked to consider a change to the mural approval process. Currently,
Section 9-5F-5 of the Lemoore Municipal Code addresses murals and places the
following requirements on such applications:
E. Murals:
1. The city encourages murals as a way to add visual interest to a building or area. As
such, murals of a noncommercial nature shall be excluded from the allowed sign area for
a property.
2. Murals are allowed on facades of buildings other than the side with the main entrance.
The mural may encompass the entire surface area of the wall but shall not project onto
the roof.
3. Murals shall be subject to major site plan and architectural review to ensure the scale
and character of the mural is in keeping with the surrounding development. (Ord. 201305, 2-6-2014)
Staff recommends changing the way murals are reviewed from a major site plan and
architectural review to a more appropriate process in which City Council would have the
opportunity to review and approve the project. A major site plan review is a very different
process pertaining to land development. If City Council agrees that the process should
be modified, staff will begin the process of preparing a zoning text amendment, which will
be presented to the Planning Commission, and then back to City Council for final
approval.
With regard to the Sarah Mooney Museum Committee’s proposed mural project, the
Committee desires to place the mural on the west side of the Pad Thai building facing the
Veterans Memorial Building, and has already received approval from the property owners
to do so. The mural will first be painted on several panels, and then will eventually be
mounted on the wall. The general design will resemble a quilt.
Mario Gonzalez, Head of the Lemoore High School Art Department (and Kings County
Teacher of the Year) will prepare the renderings for the panels. The mural will tell a story
of the primary ethnic/cultural groups who have settled in our area, such as the Tachi Yokut
Indian, Portuguese, Chinese, Mexican, Filipino, Caucasian, and others. It will depict what
brought them here, and what they did once they arrived. Mr. Gonzalez will prepare all of
the drawings and supervise the painting of the panels offsite.
The Museum Committee hopes to engage various age and ethnic groups in the planning
of the content and the painting of the panels. They also intend to produce an
accompanying educational brochure that will explain the mural as well as containing a
map and explanation of the other downtown murals. Lynda Lahodny, of the Sarah
Mooney Museum, will be in attendance during the meeting to answer any questions you
may have regarding the proposed mural.

“In God We Trust”
245

Financial Consideration(s):
Since murals are rarely requested, the financial consideration is nominal.
Alternatives or Pros/Cons:
Pros:
• By streamlining the process and reducing or waiving the fee, more entities may be
inclined to add murals in the community.
• City Council will be able to review the proposed mural projects.
Cons:
• If the process is streamlined, surrounding property owners will not be notified and
a public hearing will not be held.
Commission/Board Recommendation:
None at this time.
Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends revising the Municipal Code so that the review process for murals is
streamlined and the fee is reduced to $160, or waived. If City Council agrees that the
process should be changed, a zoning text amendment will be prepared for Planning
Commissions approval, which will then be brought to City Council for a public hearing
(first reading) and a second reading before becoming law (plus 30 day waiting period).
Additionally, City Council should allow staff to begin processing the Sarah Mooney
Museum Committee’s mural project (and any other proposed murals) based on the
modified process and defer the application fee until the new Code takes effect.

Attachments:
☐ Resolution:
☐ Ordinance:
☐ Map
☐ Contract
☐ Other
List:

Review:
☒ Asst. City Manager
☒ City Attorney
☒ City Clerk
☒ City Manger
☒ Finance

Date:
01/09/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
01/11/18
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City of

LEMOORE
CALIFORNIA

711 West Cinnamon Drive  Lemoore, California 93245  (559) 924-6700  Fax (559) 924-9003

Staff Report
To:

Lemoore City Council

From:

Janie Venegas, City Clerk / Human Resources Manager

Date:

January 11, 2018

Subject:

Activity Update

Strategic
Initiative:

☐ Safe & Vibrant Community
☐ Fiscally Sound Government
☐ Community & Neighborhood
L Livability

Meeting Date:

January 16, 2018

☐ Growing & Dynamic Economy
☐ Operational Excellence
☒ Not Applicable

Reports
 Warrant Register – FY 17/18
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Warrant Register 12-27-17
PEI
DATE: 12/27/2017
TIME: 13:31:39

PAGE NUMBER:
AUDIT311

CITY OF LEMOORE
GENERAL LEDGER TRANSACTION ANALYSIS

SELECTION CRITERIA: account.acct between '2000' and '2999'AND transact.yr='18' and transact.batch='PO122817'
ACCOUNTING PERIOD: 6/18
FUND - 001 - GENERAL FUND
ACCOUNT
2020
6 /18
6 /18
TOTAL

DATE

T/C

REFERENCE

VENDOR/PAYER

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
12/27/17 21 56159
12/27/17 21 56156
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

6007 SPEEDO CHECK
6546 SHARON SCOTT DESIGN

2248
RECREATION IN/OUT
6 /18 12/27/17 21 56156
TOTAL
RECREATION IN/OUT

6546 SHARON SCOTT DESIGN

2279
STORED VEH. FINES/TRF.OFF
6 /18 12/27/17 21 56159
6007 SPEEDO CHECK
TOTAL
STORED VEH. FINES/TRF.OFF
TOTAL

GENERAL FUND

DEBIT

CREDIT

.00

836.00
2,500.00
3,336.00

2,500.00
2,500.00

.00

836.00
836.00

.00

3,336.00

3,336.00
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DESCRIPTION
LABOR SPEEDOMETER CHE
2018 RECREATION GUIDE- GR

2018 RECREATION GUIDE- GR

LABOR SPEEDOMETER CHE

1

PEI
DATE: 12/27/2017
TIME: 13:31:39

PAGE NUMBER:
AUDIT311

CITY OF LEMOORE
GENERAL LEDGER TRANSACTION ANALYSIS

SELECTION CRITERIA: account.acct between '2000' and '2999'AND transact.yr='18' and transact.batch='PO122817'
ACCOUNTING PERIOD: 6/18
FUND - 090 - TRUST & AGENCY
ACCOUNT

DATE

T/C

REFERENCE

VENDOR/PAYER

2020
6 /18
6 /18
6 /18
TOTAL

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE
12/27/17 21 56161
12/27/17 21 56138
12/27/17 21 56145
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE

T2370 SUSIE BARRERA
T2369 JOANNA ALVES
T2371 MARIA OLMOS

2300
6 /18
6 /18
6 /18
TOTAL

CUSTOMER DEPOSITS
12/27/17 21 56161
12/27/17 21 56138
12/27/17 21 56145
CUSTOMER DEPOSITS

T2370 SUSIE BARRERA
T2369 JOANNA ALVES
T2371 MARIA OLMOS

TOTAL

TRUST & AGENCY

TOTAL REPORT

DEBIT

CREDIT

DESCRIPTION
REFUND VET HALL
REFUND VET HALL
REFUND CIVIC

.00

150.00
150.00
250.00
550.00

150.00
150.00
250.00
550.00

.00

550.00

550.00

3,886.00

3,886.00
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REFUND VET HALL
REFUND VET HALL
REFUND CIVIC

2

