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ACTION MINUTES OF TULARE 
CITY COUNCIL, CITY OF TULARE 

 
June 7, 2016 

 
A regular session meeting of the City Council, City of Tulare was held on 
Tuesday, June 7, 2016, at 7:00 p.m., in the Tulare Public Library & Council 
Chambers, 491 North “M” Street. 
 
COUNCIL PRESENT:  David Macedo, Carlton Jones7:01 p.m., Craig Vejvoda, Shea 
Gowin 
 
COUNCIL ABSENT:  Maritsa Castellanoz   
 
STUDENTS PRESENT:  Evelyn Coronado, Viviana Davila, Sandeep Kang 
 
STAFF PRESENT:   Don Dorman, Paul Melikian, Martin Koczanowicz, Fred Ynclan, 
Willard Epps, Janice Avila, Darlene Thompson, Joe Carlini, Rob Hunt, Michael Miller, 
Steve Bonville, Nick Bartsch, Jason Bowling, Sara Brown, Shonna Oneal 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER REGULAR SESSION 
 
Mayor Macedo called the regular meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND INVOCATION 
 
Student Athletes led the Pledge of Allegiance, and an invocation was given by Fire 
Chief Willard Epps. 
 

III. CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
Mayor Macedo requested those who wish to speak on matters not on the agenda 
within the jurisdiction of the Council, or to address or request a matter be pulled from 
the consent calendar to do so at this time.  He further stated comments related to 
general business matters would be heard at the time that matter is addressed on the 
agenda.  
 
Marvin Krueger of Tulare addressed the Council regarding water conservation. 
 
Philip Clarey of Tulare addressed the Council to express his concern for his 
employees due to safety issues surrounding the bus depot, which is near his 
business, and provided suggestions to help reduce those safety concerns.   
 

IV. COMMUNICATIONS 
 
There were no items for this section on the agenda. 
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V. CONSENT CALENDAR: 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Jones, seconded by Council Member Gowin, and 
unanimously carried that the items on the Consent Calendar be approved as 
presented. 
 
(1) Authorization to read ordinances by title only. 

 
(2) Approve minutes of May 17, 2016 special/regular meeting(s). 

 
(3) Adopt Resolution 16-26 authorizing the sale of four (4) City Police Patrol 

Vehicles to the College of Sequoias in the amount of $4,000. 
 

(4) Adopt Resolution 16-27 authorizing the surplus of three (3) City Police 
Patrol Vehicles. 
 

(5) Authorize the City Manager to execute Agreement Supplement No. 7, in the 
annual amount of $60,000 plus 4.8% administrative costs and expenses, 
with Townsend Public Affairs (TPA) public sector funding advocates to 
lobby for funding for City projects. 
 

(6) Adopt Resolution of Intent 16-22 receiving the draft report of Tulare 
Downtown Association (TDA) Board of Directors, and setting June 21, 
2016, as the public hearing date regarding annual downtown district 
assessments. 
 

(7) Accept as complete the contract with David Knott Incorporated (DKI) on 
Project FM0018 – Pool Demolition and Removal of Structures at 830 S. 
Blackstone Ave.  Authorize the City Project Manager to sign the Notice of 
Completion, and direct the City Clerk to file the Notice of Completion with 
the Tulare County Recorder’s Office. 
 

(8) Accept as complete the contract with Teichert/MCM, a Joint Venture for 
work on Project EN0002 to construct the Cartmill Avenue/Hwy 99 
Interchange Project.  Authorize the City Engineer to sign the Notice of 
Completion, and direct the City Clerk to file the Notice of Completion with 
the Tulare County Recorder’s Office. 
 

(9) Accept as complete the contract with 99 Pipeline, Inc. of Porterville, CA on 
Project EN0053 – ‘B’ Street Improvements project.  Authorize the City 
Project Manager to sign the Notice of Completion, and direct the City Clerk 
to file the Notice of Completion with the Tulare County Recorder’s Office. 
 

(10) Accept as complete the contract with Cen-Cal Construction of Bakersfield, 
CA on Project PK0020 – Centennial Park Improvements Project.  Authorize 
the City Project Manager to sign the Notice of Completion, and direct the 
City Clerk to file the Notice of Completion with the Tulare County 
Recorder’s Office. 
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(11) Accept as complete the contract with JT2 INC., dba TODD COMPANIES of 
Visalia, CA on Project TR0002 – Transit Building Drop-Off and Driveway 
Improvements Project.  Authorize the City Project Manager to sign the 
Notice of Completion, and direct the City Clerk to file the Notice of 
Completion with the Tulare County Recorder’s Office. 
 

(12) Approve and authorize the City Manager to sign contract change orders to 
Emmett’s Excavation, Inc. for Project EN0019 for an estimated amount of 
$77,650 to make necessary paving repairs on Prosperity Avenue between 
‘E’ St. and the Union Pacific Railroad and for an estimated amount of 
$199,815 for improvements to ‘E’ St., extending the project approximately 
an additional 500’ to the South in order to maintain street alignment and 
improve drainage; review and consider the approval the contract change 
order to Labor Consultants of California in the amount of $5,100 for 
services beyond the original anticipated project timeframe;  approve the 
revised Project Budget for Project EN0019, including the transfer of funds 
from Project EN0059 to cover the additional costs associated with the 
repairs on Prosperity; and authorize the City Manager to approve contract 
change orders in an amount up to a total of 10% of the revised contract 
amounts. 
 

(13) Accept April Investment Report. 
 

(14) Cancel the City Council Meeting of Tuesday, July 5, 2016, due to holiday 
closure and lack of business. 
 

VI. SCHEDULED CITIZEN OR GROUP PRESENTATIONS 
 
(1) Proclamation presentation Tulare Public Library Summer Reading Program 

for Families June 11 through July 23, 2016.  Library Manager Sara Brown 
addressed the Council regarding the features of the summer reading program.  
Vice Mayor Jones presented Ms. Brown with a Proclamation recognizing the 
Tulare Public Library Summer Reading Program for Families. 
 

(2) Certificates of Recognition to Mission Oak High School Softball Team, 
Tulare Western Baseball Team and Tulare Western High School Swimmer 
Mallory Korenwinder.  Council Member Vejvoda presented a Certificate of 
Recognition to the Mission Oak High School Softball Team for their 
achievements in softball.  Coach DaSilva introduced the assistant coaches and 
the softball team.  Council Member Gowin presented a Certificate of Recognition 
to Tulare Western High School Swimmer Mallory Korenwinder for her 
achievements in swimming.  Ms. Korenwinder addressed the Council regarding 
the swimming season and her upcoming Olympic trials at the end of June.  
Mayor Macedo presented a Certificate of Recognition to the Tulare Western 
Baseball Team for their achievements in baseball.  Coach Searcy thanked the 
Council for the recognition and introduced the baseball team.      
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VII. MAYOR’S REPORT 
 

(1) Certificates of Recognition to Teens on Board Student City Council 
Members.  Mayor Macedo presented Certificates of Recognition to Sandeep 
Kang, Evelyn Coronado and Viviana Davila.  Ms. Kang, Ms. Coronado and Ms. 
Davila thanked the Council for the recognition and expressed their gratitude for 
the experience of serving on Teens on Board Student City Council.  Council 
thanked the students for their participation. 

 
VIII. STUDENT REPORTS 

 
Student Members Sandeep Kang, Evelyn Coronado & Viviana Davila reported on 
various school related activities. 
 

IX. GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
Comments related to General Business Items are limited to three minutes per 
speaker, for a maximum of 30 minutes per item, unless otherwise extended by the 
Council. 
 
(1) Public Hearing: 

 
a. Public Hearing to Adopt Resolution 16-23 approving the 2016/17 city 

operating budget (with all component parts as listed below), to Adopt 
Resolution 16-24 approving the 2016/17 Position Control Budget and 
fixing the rate of compensation of regular full-time employees, regular 
part-time employees, City Council members and seasonal/temporary 
employees of the City of Tulare, and to Adopt Resolution 16-25 
establishing the 2016/2017 appropriation limit; and to receive the BPU-
adopted Utility Enterprise Fund Budgets.  City Manager Don Dorman 
provided a PowerPoint slide presentation highlighting the proposed budgets 
for Council’s review and consideration.  Mayor Macedo opened the public 
hearing at 7:45 p.m., receiving no public comment he closed the public 
hearing at 7:45 p.m.  With no further discussion, it was moved by Council 
Member Vejvoda, seconded by Vice Mayor Jones and carried 4-0 (Council 
Member Castellanoz absent) to adopt Resolution 16-23; it was moved by 
Council Member Gowin, seconded by Vice Mayor Jones and carried 4-0 
(Council Member Castellanoz absent) to adopt Resolution 16-24; it was 
moved by Vice Mayor Jones, seconded by Council Member Vejvoda and 
carried 4-0 (Council Member Castellanoz absent) to adopt Resolution 16-25, 
as presented. 
 

b. Public Hearing to pass-to-print Ordinance 16-07 repealing Chapter 8.68 
of the City of Tulare Municipal Code and Adding a New Chapter 8.68 
related to Cable System Franchise Regulations.  City Manager Don 
Dorman provided a report for the Council’s review and consideration.  Mayor 
Macedo opened the public hearing at 7:51 p.m., receiving no public 
comment he closed the public hearing at 7:52 p.m.  The Council supported 
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placing the audio recordings of meetings on the City’s website and 
expressed a desire to review options available for future projects related to 
audio and video recordings.  Following discussion, it was moved by Council 
Member Gowin, seconded by Vice Mayor Jones and carried 4-0 (Council 
Member Castellanoz absent) to pass-to-print Ordinance 16-07 as presented. 
 

(2) City Manager: 
 

a. Consideration of the Tower Square District Property-Based Business 
Improvement District (PBID) Assessment Ballots for APN 176-091-038 
and APN 176-091-029 and direction to staff as to whether the City 
approves of the assessment or not and authorize the City Manager to 
execute same.  City Manager Don Dorman provided a report for the 
Council’s review and consideration.  Following discussion, it was the 
consensus of the Council to withhold the PBID vote. 
 

b. Review and advise staff on Council Member attendance for the League 
of California Cities 2016 Annual Conference & Expo, October 5 – 7, 
2016 in Long Beach, California.  City Manager Don Dorman provided a 
report for the Council’s review and consideration and advised the Council 
that they could move to the next item prior to making a decision on this item.  
The consensus of the Council was to pull this item to trail General Business 
2(c).     

 
Following discussion of General Business 2(c), Council Member Vejvoda, 
Council Member Gowin and Vice Mayor Jones expressed a desire to attend 
the conference.  The Council further advised staff Council Member 
Castellanoz would also like to attend the conference. 

 

c. Adopt Resolution 16-21 establishing a policy providing guidelines for 
the selection of its members to attend conferences, meetings, seminars 
or events that serve a demonstrable public purpose and necessity and 
charging expenses related thereto to the appropriate account.  City 
Manager Don Dorman provided a report for the Council’s review and 
consideration.  It was the consensus of the Council to add the following 
provisions to the resolution: 
 

 League of California Cities New Mayors and Council Members 
Academy for newly elected Councilmembers is exempted from the 
$2,500.00 budget and will be allocated to elections reserve; and  

 Costs related to any request to upgrade travel accommodations over 
conference rate or economy fares shall be borne by the requesting 
Councilmembers by reimbursement to the City.   

 
Following a brief discussion, it was moved by Council Member Gowin, 
seconded by Council Member Vejvoda and carried 4-0 (Council Member 
Castellanoz absent) to adopt Resolution 16-21 subject to the amendments 
stated on the record.   
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(3) Community Development: 
 
a. Authorize an amendment to the subdivision improvement agreement 

for the Tesori subdivision reflecting a twelve (12) month time extension 
from date of Council approval, resulting in a new subdivision 
improvement agreement expiration date of June 7, 2017.  City Engineer 
Michael Miller advised the Council the item should be pulled and 
rescheduled for the June 21 meeting.  Council inquired if the applicant was in 
agreement with this change and Mr. Miller confirmed the applicant’s 
agreement. 
 

b. Authorize the Mayor to execute a long-term deferred improvement 
agreement with Robert M. Wasnick to defer the construction of curb 
and gutter, sidewalk, street pave-out, streetlights, landscaping and 
drainage facilities along the frontage of 2236 North “J” Street.  Require 
the project applicant to post security for future construction of deferred 
improvements in an amount and form acceptable to the City Engineer 
and City Attorney.  City Engineer Michael Miller provided a report for the 
Council’s review and consideration.  City Attorney Martin Koczanowicz 
advised Council the agreement attached to the staff report would be revised 
from a lien to a bond, which is what staff would recommend.  Following 
discussion, it was moved by Council Member Vejvoda, seconded by Council 
Member Gowin and carried 4-0 (Council Member Castellanoz absent) to 
follow the staff recommendation and defer the improvements subject to the 
filling of a bond, or some other type of security.   

 
X. COUNCIL/STAFF UPDATES, REPORTS OR ITEMS OF INTEREST – GC 54954.2(a)(2) 

 

XI. ADJOURN REGULAR MEETING 
 

Mayor Macedo adjourned the regular meeting at 8:46 p.m. 
 

 
                                         _________________________________ 

President of the Council and Ex-Officio  
Mayor of the City of Tulare 

 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Chief City Clerk and Clerk of the  
Council of the City of Tulare  



 
  

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
Submitting Department: City Manager’s Office / Project Management 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016  
 
Documents Attached:  Ordinance  Resolution  Staff Report  Other  None  
               
   
AGENDA ITEM: 
Award a contract for street and utility improvements associated with Project EN0065 
Pavement Management System project on ‘H’ Street to 99 Pipeline, Inc. of Porterville, 
CA in the amount of $1,486,380.07; approve the revised Project Budget; and Authorize 
the City Manager to approve contract change orders in an amount not to exceed 15% 
($222,957) of the contract award amount. 
  
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:    Yes    No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION: 
Capital Improvement Program Project EN0065 is a street and utility improvement pro-
ject on ‘H’ Street between Cross Avenue and Prosperity Avenue.  The project will in-
clude ADA compliance improvements to intersection curb returns and alley/sidewalk in-
tersections that fall within the project limits.  Additionally, it will address necessary wa-
ter, sewer and storm drain improvements necessary within those limits.  The need for 
the project was identified through the City’s Pavement Management System, and is 
programmed in the City’s transportation CIP program for construction during the sum-
mer of 2016. 
 
Through the design development process, a street subsurface investigation was per-
formed, identifying location, depth and condition of utility lines.  Contrary to the original 
information provided to the project team, further investigation found that portions of the 
storm drain, water and sewer mainlines did not meet current standards and are in poor 
condition.  Therefore, the installation of approximately 2,150 lineal feet of water main-
line, 1,085 lineal feet of sewer mainline and 517 lineal feet of storm drain mainline will 
be required to replace portions of the existing.  Additionally, the shallow depths of other 
utilities prevented a traditional pavement section design from being utilized.  Therefore, 
a full depth reclamation with cement stabilization process will be required to prevent 
damage to existing utilities and allow for the reconstruction of the street section.  This 
will minimize the depth of excavation and potential impact to those utilities. 
 
Additionally, since the original development of the project scope and budgeting process 
took place, staffing availability, capacity and priorities have changed and with the addi-
tional complexity of the scope of the work, the reliance on consultants and contractors 
for key functions of the project such as design, surveying, construction, inspection and 

AGENDA ITEM: 



labor compliance on this project is required.  These changes have been reflected in the 
revised project budget and will be funded through Gas Tax Fund Balance. 
 
On June 16, 2016, ten (10) bids were opened for the subject contract.  The Engineer’s 
Estimate for this project was $1,476,728.85.  The bids ranged in cost from 
$1,486,380.07 to $2,418,924.58.  The bids were evaluated to determine if they were re-
sponsive to the requirements and instructions contained in the bid documents.  It has 
been determined that 99 Pipeline of Porterville, CA submitted the lowest responsive bid 
in the amount of $1,486,380.07.  99 Pipeline possesses a current and active Class “A” 
General Engineering Contractor’s license issued by the State of California, and has 
submitted a list of licensed and experienced subcontractors who will be performing por-
tions of the work.  Bid opening results are attached.   
 
Due to its complexity, Staff’s unfamiliarity with this method of construction and potential 
impacts from the proximity of this work to existing shallow utilities, a 15% contingency 
has been budgeted to cover potential unforeseen conditions. The revised Project Sheet 
for EN0065 is attached and takes into account the updated projected costs of this work 
and provides adequate funding to complete it.   
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Award a contract for street and utility improvements associated with Project EN0065 
Pavement Management System project on ‘H’ Street to 99 Pipeline, Inc. of Porterville, 
CA in the amount of $1,486,380.07; approve the revised Project Budget; and Authorize 
the City Manager to approve contract change orders in an amount not to exceed 15% 
($222,957) of the contract award amount. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:    Yes    N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes     No    N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
Gas Tax / TBD 
Measure ‘R’ Local / TBD 
Water CIP Fund / TBD 
Sewer CIP Fund / TBD 
 
Submitted by:  Nick Bartsch  Title:  Project Manager   
 
Date:   June 13, 2016 City Manager Approval: ________ 



BASE BID SCHEDULE
Item No. Quantity Unit Item Description Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount

1 1 LS Mobilization ($20,000 Maximum) $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $18,500.00 $18,500.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
2 1 LS Traffic Control $40,000.00 $40,000.00 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $28,000.00 $28,000.00
3 1 LS Dust Control $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $4,500.00 $4,500.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $1,500.93 $1,500.93
4 1 LS Clearing and Grubbing $35,000.00 $35,000.00 $31,500.00 $31,500.00 $148,700.00 $148,700.00 $68,000.00 $68,000.00
5 300 CY Roadway Excavation(F) $6.00 $1,800.00 $228.12 $68,436.00 $76.00 $22,800.00 $50.00 $15,000.00
6 670 LF Concrete Curb and Gutter $25.00 $16,750.00 $26.25 $17,587.50 $24.00 $16,080.00 $45.00 $30,150.00
7 30 EA Concrete Curb Ramp $4,500.00 $135,000.00 $3,150.00 $94,500.00 $4,100.00 $123,000.00 $4,200.00 $126,000.00
8 1,850 SF 4" Concrete Sidewalk (F) $6.00 $11,100.00 $5.25 $9,712.50 $7.00 $12,950.00 $10.00 $18,500.00
9 700 SF 6" Concrete Sidewalk (F) $8.00 $5,600.00 $7.35 $5,145.00 $7.00 $4,900.00 $12.00 $8,400.00

10 264 SF Concrete Protection Slab $20.00 $5,280.00 $21.00 $5,544.00 $13.20 $3,484.80 $22.00 $5,808.00
11 2 EA Concrete Collar Connection $10,000.00 $20,000.00 $4,275.00 $8,550.00 $2,200.00 $4,400.00 $2,400.00 $4,800.00
12 63 LF 54" Class III RGRCP $225.00 $14,175.00 $308.00 $19,404.00 $550.00 $34,650.00 $600.00 $37,800.00
13 750 SF Drive Approach $13.00 $9,750.00 $8.40 $6,300.00 $9.00 $6,750.00 $14.00 $10,500.00
14 450 SF Modified Concrete Drive Approach $10.00 $4,500.00 $10.50 $4,725.00 $10.00 $4,500.00 $10.00 $4,500.00
15 23,275 SY Grind and Remove Existing Asphalt Concrete $2.25 $52,368.75 $1.32 $30,723.00 $2.10 $48,877.50 $4.00 $93,100.00
16 23,400 SY Full Depth Reclamation with Cement $9.00 $210,600.00 $9.99 $233,766.00 $10.90 $255,060.00 $10.50 $245,700.00
17 1 LBS Increase or Decrease in Cement for FDR-C Method $0.10 $0.10 $0.07 $0.07 $0.10 $0.10 $0.07 $0.07
18 5,200 TN Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete(F) $80.00 $416,000.00 $71.17 $370,084.00 $73.00 $379,600.00 $80.00 $416,000.00
19 4 EA Reconnect Fire Hydrant $600.00 $2,400.00 $3,680.00 $14,720.00 $3,400.00 $13,600.00 $3,700.00 $14,800.00
20 51 EA 1" Water Service $500.00 $25,500.00 $1,210.00 $61,710.00 $1,700.00 $86,700.00 $1,800.00 $91,800.00
21 28 EA 4" Sewer Service with Cleanout $1,000.00 $28,000.00 $1,230.00 $34,440.00 $1,200.00 $33,600.00 $1,250.00 $35,000.00
22 6 EA 8" Water Valve $1,500.00 $9,000.00 $1,575.00 $9,450.00 $2,200.00 $13,200.00 $2,400.00 $14,400.00
23 2,185 LF 8" C-900 Water Main $55.00 $120,175.00 $51.00 $111,435.00 $35.00 $76,475.00 $37.00 $80,845.00
24 464 LF 8" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $40.00 $18,560.00 $67.00 $31,088.00 $85.00 $39,440.00 $90.00 $41,760.00
25 30 LF 10" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $100.00 $3,000.00 $75.00 $2,250.00 $97.00 $2,910.00 $105.00 $3,150.00
26 23 LF 12" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $100.00 $2,300.00 $88.00 $2,024.00 $134.00 $3,082.00 $145.00 $3,335.00
27 4 LF 18" Storm Drain Pipe C-900 $250.00 $1,000.00 $210.00 $840.00 $136.00 $544.00 $150.00 $600.00
28 85 LF 6" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $60.00 $5,100.00 $67.00 $5,695.00 $65.00 $5,525.00 $70.00 $5,950.00
29 1,464 LF 8" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $40.00 $58,560.00 $47.00 $68,808.00 $36.00 $52,704.00 $40.00 $58,560.00
30 540 LF 10" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $60.00 $32,400.00 $49.50 $26,730.00 $37.00 $19,980.00 $41.00 $22,140.00
31 461 LF Trench Resurfacing $10.00 $4,610.00 $50.00 $23,050.00 $51.00 $23,511.00 $50.00 $23,050.00
32 15 EA Storm Drain Inlet $2,500.00 $37,500.00 $3,780.00 $56,700.00 $4,200.00 $63,000.00 $4,500.00 $67,500.00
33 8 EA Sanitary Swer Manhole, Type I $3,500.00 $28,000.00 $3,820.00 $30,560.00 $3,700.00 $29,600.00 $4,100.00 $32,800.00
34 7 EA Storm Drain Manhole, Type I $2,500.00 $17,500.00 $3,355.00 $23,485.00 $3,300.00 $23,100.00 $3,500.00 $24,500.00
35 3 EA Remove Storm Drain Manhole $1,000.00 $3,000.00 $1,000.00 $3,000.00 $1,800.00 $5,400.00 $1,900.00 $5,700.00
36 2 EA Remove Sanitary Sewer Manhole $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $1,800.00 $3,600.00 $1,900.00 $3,800.00
37 12 EA Adjust Manhole Frame and Cover to Grade $600.00 $7,200.00 $1,000.00 $12,000.00 $1,000.00 $12,000.00 $2,000.00 $24,000.00
38 18 EA Adjust Valve Frame and Cover to Grade $600.00 $10,800.00 $775.00 $13,950.00 $700.00 $12,600.00 $1,200.00 $21,600.00
39 2 EA Relocate Sign and Post $500.00 $1,000.00 $100.00 $200.00 $250.00 $500.00 $375.00 $750.00
40 1 EA Relocate Mailbox and Post $500.00 $500.00 $100.00 $100.00 $250.00 $250.00 $700.00 $700.00
41 4 EA Remove Tree and Grind Stump $4,500.00 $18,000.00 $426.00 $1,704.00 $2,500.00 $10,000.00 $1,650.00 $6,600.00
42 90 LF Remove and Salvage Existing Fence $10.00 $900.00 $11.00 $990.00 $20.00 $1,800.00 $70.00 $6,300.00
43 1 LS Pavement Striping, Markers and Markings $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $8,000.00 $8,000.00 $5,600.00 $5,600.00 $6,100.00 $6,100.00
44 14 EA Reset Monument and Adjust Frame & Cover to Grade $1,200.00 $16,800.00 $391.00 $5,474.00 $300.00 $4,200.00 $550.00 $7,700.00
45 1 LS Miscellaneous Facilities and Operations $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $4,500.00 $4,500.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00

BASE BID SCHEDULE TOTAL: $1,476,728.85 $1,486,380.07 $1,693,673.40 $1,747,199.00

CITY OF TULARE - H STREET IMPROVEMENTS - CONTRACT No. EN0065
BID SUMMARY 06/16/16

#2
American Paving Co.99 Pipeline IncEngineer's Estimate

#1 #3
Avison Construction



CITY OF TULARE - H STREET IMPROVEMENTS - CONTRACT No. EN0065
BID SUMMARY 06/16/16

BASE BID SCHEDULE
Item No. Quantity Unit Item Description Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount

1 1 LS Mobilization ($20,000 Maximum) $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
2 1 LS Traffic Control $25,000.00 $25,000.00 $175,000.00 $175,000.00 $167,000.00 $167,000.00 $159,017.82 $159,017.82
3 1 LS Dust Control $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
4 1 LS Clearing and Grubbing $32,000.00 $32,000.00 $73,000.94 $73,000.94 $167,925.00 $167,925.00 $40,000.00 $40,000.00
5 300 CY Roadway Excavation(F) $77.00 $23,100.00 $220.00 $66,000.00 $43.00 $12,900.00 $112.00 $33,600.00
6 670 LF Concrete Curb and Gutter $21.00 $14,070.00 $27.00 $18,090.00 $24.50 $16,415.00 $27.60 $18,492.00
7 30 EA Concrete Curb Ramp $2,900.00 $87,000.00 $3,500.00 $105,000.00 $3,870.00 $116,100.00 $4,034.88 $121,046.40
8 1,850 SF 4" Concrete Sidewalk (F) $9.00 $16,650.00 $6.00 $11,100.00 $7.50 $13,875.00 $8.27 $15,299.50
9 700 SF 6" Concrete Sidewalk (F) $16.00 $11,200.00 $7.00 $4,900.00 $8.85 $6,195.00 $8.27 $5,789.00

10 264 SF Concrete Protection Slab $14.00 $3,696.00 $13.00 $3,432.00 $10.60 $2,798.40 $17.79 $4,696.56
11 2 EA Concrete Collar Connection $3,600.00 $7,200.00 $15,000.00 $30,000.00 $17,000.00 $34,000.00 $2,960.00 $5,920.00
12 63 LF 54" Class III RGRCP $520.00 $32,760.00 $300.00 $18,900.00 $312.00 $19,656.00 $93.00 $5,859.00
13 750 SF Drive Approach $13.50 $10,125.00 $7.00 $5,250.00 $10.85 $8,137.50 $12.00 $9,000.00
14 450 SF Modified Concrete Drive Approach $12.00 $5,400.00 $6.00 $2,700.00 $9.50 $4,275.00 $14.00 $6,300.00
15 23,275 SY Grind and Remove Existing Asphalt Concrete $2.60 $60,515.00 $4.00 $93,100.00 $3.65 $84,953.75 $1.40 $32,585.00
16 23,400 SY Full Depth Reclamation with Cement $9.50 $222,300.00 $8.00 $187,200.00 $9.30 $217,620.00 $10.00 $234,000.00
17 1 LBS Increase or Decrease in Cement for FDR-C Method $0.06 $0.06 $0.06 $0.06 $0.06 $0.06 $0.20 $0.20
18 5,200 TN Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete(F) $81.00 $421,200.00 $73.00 $379,600.00 $65.35 $339,820.00 $67.00 $348,400.00
19 4 EA Reconnect Fire Hydrant $3,300.00 $13,200.00 $3,100.00 $12,400.00 $3,050.00 $12,200.00 $3,782.00 $15,128.00
20 51 EA 1" Water Service $1,800.00 $91,800.00 $1,500.00 $76,500.00 $1,448.00 $73,848.00 $4,445.00 $226,695.00
21 28 EA 4" Sewer Service with Cleanout $2,800.00 $78,400.00 $1,500.00 $42,000.00 $1,500.00 $42,000.00 $6,052.00 $169,456.00
22 6 EA 8" Water Valve $1,800.00 $10,800.00 $2,000.00 $12,000.00 $1,915.00 $11,490.00 $3,705.00 $22,230.00
23 2,185 LF 8" C-900 Water Main $57.00 $124,545.00 $42.00 $91,770.00 $42.80 $93,518.00 $35.00 $76,475.00
24 464 LF 8" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $72.00 $33,408.00 $60.00 $27,840.00 $58.00 $26,912.00 $43.50 $20,184.00
25 30 LF 10" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $64.00 $1,920.00 $70.00 $2,100.00 $68.00 $2,040.00 $211.00 $6,330.00
26 23 LF 12" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $78.00 $1,794.00 $85.00 $1,955.00 $84.00 $1,932.00 $264.00 $6,072.00
27 4 LF 18" Storm Drain Pipe C-900 $300.00 $1,200.00 $500.00 $2,000.00 $435.00 $1,740.00 $190.50 $762.00
28 85 LF 6" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $170.00 $14,450.00 $80.00 $6,800.00 $74.75 $6,353.75 $201.00 $17,085.00
29 1,464 LF 8" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $66.00 $96,624.00 $50.00 $73,200.00 $45.00 $65,880.00 $51.00 $74,664.00
30 540 LF 10" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $66.00 $35,640.00 $90.00 $48,600.00 $85.00 $45,900.00 $71.00 $38,340.00
31 461 LF Trench Resurfacing $47.00 $21,667.00 $50.00 $23,050.00 $70.50 $32,500.50 $36.50 $16,826.50
32 15 EA Storm Drain Inlet $5,000.00 $75,000.00 $5,000.00 $75,000.00 $4,850.00 $72,750.00 $5,820.00 $87,300.00
33 8 EA Sanitary Swer Manhole, Type I $3,400.00 $27,200.00 $4,000.00 $32,000.00 $3,220.00 $25,760.00 $6,260.00 $50,080.00
34 7 EA Storm Drain Manhole, Type I $3,000.00 $21,000.00 $4,000.00 $28,000.00 $3,735.00 $26,145.00 $6,244.00 $43,708.00
35 3 EA Remove Storm Drain Manhole $800.00 $2,400.00 $1,200.00 $3,600.00 $1,160.00 $3,480.00 $2,328.00 $6,984.00
36 2 EA Remove Sanitary Sewer Manhole $650.00 $1,300.00 $1,200.00 $2,400.00 $1,160.00 $2,320.00 $3,700.00 $7,400.00
37 12 EA Adjust Manhole Frame and Cover to Grade $830.00 $9,960.00 $800.00 $9,600.00 $2,000.00 $24,000.00 $2,910.00 $34,920.00
38 18 EA Adjust Valve Frame and Cover to Grade $665.00 $11,970.00 $600.00 $10,800.00 $1,800.00 $32,400.00 $1,852.00 $33,336.00
39 2 EA Relocate Sign and Post $350.00 $700.00 $250.00 $500.00 $300.00 $600.00 $435.00 $870.00
40 1 EA Relocate Mailbox and Post $550.00 $550.00 $300.00 $300.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $750.00 $750.00
41 4 EA Remove Tree and Grind Stump $2,400.00 $9,600.00 $5,000.00 $20,000.00 $3,000.00 $12,000.00 $1,325.00 $5,300.00
42 90 LF Remove and Salvage Existing Fence $85.00 $7,650.00 $6.00 $540.00 $30.00 $2,700.00 $84.75 $7,627.50
43 1 LS Pavement Striping, Markers and Markings $6,200.00 $6,200.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,560.00 $5,560.00 $7,200.00 $7,200.00
44 14 EA Reset Monument and Adjust Frame & Cover to Grade $890.00 $12,460.00 $700.00 $9,800.00 $1,000.00 $14,000.00 $570.00 $7,980.00
45 1 LS Miscellaneous Facilities and Operations $52,000.00 $52,000.00 $70,000.00 $70,000.00 $61,200.00 $61,200.00 $5,291.52 $5,291.52

BASE BID SCHEDULE TOTAL: $1,757,154.06 $1,891,028.00 $1,946,899.96 $2,069,000.00

#4 #5 #6
Emmits Excavation Bush Engineering, Inc. Lee's Paving, Inc.

#7
Papich Construction



CITY OF TULARE - H STREET IMPROVEMENTS - CONTRACT No. EN0065
BID SUMMARY 06/16/16

BASE BID SCHEDULE
Item No. Quantity Unit Item Description Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount Unit Price Total Amount

1 1 LS Mobilization ($20,000 Maximum) $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $18,314.00 $18,314.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00
2 1 LS Traffic Control $85,000.00 $85,000.00 $54,555.16 $54,555.16 $142,000.00 $142,000.00
3 1 LS Dust Control $5,100.00 $5,100.00 $9,314.00 $9,314.00 $2,800.00 $2,800.00
4 1 LS Clearing and Grubbing $167,000.00 $167,000.00 $62,803.69 $62,803.69 $30,000.00 $30,000.00
5 300 CY Roadway Excavation(F) $400.00 $120,000.00 $30.25 $9,075.00 $130.00 $39,000.00
6 670 LF Concrete Curb and Gutter $29.00 $19,430.00 $40.16 $26,907.20 $34.50 $23,115.00
7 30 EA Concrete Curb Ramp $4,500.00 $135,000.00 $4,451.28 $133,538.40 $3,900.00 $117,000.00
8 1,850 SF 4" Concrete Sidewalk (F) $7.00 $12,950.00 $10.53 $19,480.50 $7.50 $13,875.00
9 700 SF 6" Concrete Sidewalk (F) $9.00 $6,300.00 $10.26 $7,182.00 $9.40 $6,580.00

10 264 SF Concrete Protection Slab $24.00 $6,336.00 $24.25 $6,402.00 $31.00 $8,184.00
11 2 EA Concrete Collar Connection $3,100.00 $6,200.00 $3,303.67 $6,607.34 $2,900.00 $5,800.00
12 63 LF 54" Class III RGRCP $98.00 $6,174.00 $103.83 $6,541.29 $94.00 $5,922.00
13 750 SF Drive Approach $10.00 $7,500.00 $9.74 $7,305.00 $10.45 $7,837.50
14 450 SF Modified Concrete Drive Approach $12.00 $5,400.00 $13.95 $6,277.50 $13.75 $6,187.50
15 23,275 SY Grind and Remove Existing Asphalt Concrete $1.75 $40,731.25 $3.70 $86,117.50 $3.50 $81,462.50
16 23,400 SY Full Depth Reclamation with Cement $14.00 $327,600.00 $9.76 $228,384.00 $9.00 $210,600.00
17 1 LBS Increase or Decrease in Cement for FDR-C Method $0.08 $0.08 $0.07 $0.07 $0.08 $0.08
18 5,200 TN Hot Mix Asphalt Concrete(F) $80.00 $416,000.00 $95.95 $498,940.00 $84.40 $438,880.00
19 4 EA Reconnect Fire Hydrant $4,300.00 $17,200.00 $4,218.08 $16,872.32 $3,800.00 $15,200.00
20 51 EA 1" Water Service $1,800.00 $91,800.00 $4,955.50 $252,730.50 $4,500.00 $229,500.00
21 28 EA 4" Sewer Service with Cleanout $1,300.00 $36,400.00 $6,747.75 $188,937.00 $6,100.00 $170,800.00
22 6 EA 8" Water Valve $4,200.00 $25,200.00 $4,129.57 $24,777.42 $3,800.00 $22,800.00
23 2,185 LF 8" C-900 Water Main $37.00 $80,845.00 $38.94 $85,083.90 $36.00 $78,660.00
24 464 LF 8" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $48.00 $22,272.00 $48.37 $22,443.68 $44.00 $20,416.00
25 30 LF 10" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $222.00 $6,660.00 $235.98 $7,079.40 $214.00 $6,420.00
26 23 LF 12" Storm Drain C-900 Pipe $295.00 $6,785.00 $294.98 $6,784.54 $268.00 $6,164.00
27 4 LF 18" Storm Drain Pipe C-900 $200.00 $800.00 $212.37 $849.48 $200.00 $800.00
28 85 LF 6" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $220.00 $18,700.00 $224.18 $19,055.30 $205.00 $17,425.00
29 1,464 LF 8" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $40.00 $58,560.00 $57.81 $84,633.84 $55.00 $80,520.00
30 540 LF 10" SDR-35 PVC Sewer Pipe $74.00 $39,960.00 $79.05 $42,687.00 $72.00 $38,880.00
31 461 LF Trench Resurfacing $48.00 $22,128.00 $13.20 $6,085.20 $16.00 $7,376.00
32 15 EA Storm Drain Inlet $4,700.00 $70,500.00 $6,489.35 $97,340.25 $6,000.00 $90,000.00
33 8 EA Sanitary Swer Manhole, Type I $4,200.00 $33,600.00 $6,982.54 $55,860.32 $6,300.00 $50,400.00
34 7 EA Storm Drain Manhole, Type I $3,700.00 $25,900.00 $6,961.30 $48,729.10 $6,500.00 $45,500.00
35 3 EA Remove Storm Drain Manhole $2,400.00 $7,200.00 $2,595.74 $7,787.22 $2,400.00 $7,200.00
36 2 EA Remove Sanitary Sewer Manhole $3,900.00 $7,800.00 $4,129.59 $8,259.18 $3,800.00 $7,600.00
37 12 EA Adjust Manhole Frame and Cover to Grade $3,000.00 $36,000.00 $1,898.70 $22,784.40 $3,000.00 $36,000.00
38 18 EA Adjust Valve Frame and Cover to Grade $1,925.00 $34,650.00 $1,314.67 $23,664.06 $2,000.00 $36,000.00
39 2 EA Relocate Sign and Post $300.00 $600.00 $474.76 $949.52 $250.00 $500.00
40 1 EA Relocate Mailbox and Post $500.00 $500.00 $950.63 $950.63 $250.00 $250.00
41 4 EA Remove Tree and Grind Stump $800.00 $3,200.00 $1,769.82 $7,079.28 $2,000.00 $8,000.00
42 90 LF Remove and Salvage Existing Fence $88.00 $7,920.00 $90.57 $8,151.30 $82.00 $7,380.00
43 1 LS Pavement Striping, Markers and Markings $5,300.00 $5,300.00 $7,682.21 $7,682.21 $5,900.00 $5,900.00
44 14 EA Reset Monument and Adjust Frame & Cover to Grade $1,500.00 $21,000.00 $1,769.82 $24,777.48 $760.00 $10,640.00
45 1 LS Miscellaneous Facilities and Operations $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $32,535.24 $32,535.24 $259,350.00 $259,350.00

BASE BID SCHEDULE TOTAL: $2,070,201.33 $2,292,314.42 $2,418,924.58

#8 #9
Jim Crawford Construction MAC General Engineering

#10
Cal Valley Construction



2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19 2019/20

Costs Description

001 -Conceptual $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

002 - Preliminary Design $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

003 - Environmental $2,350 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,350 $0

004 - Final Design $75,300 $58,070 $0 $0 $0 $133,370 $0

005 - Construct/Impliment $0 $2,006,337 $0 $0 $0 $2,006,337 $0

006 - Close Out $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Total Costs: $77,650 $2,064,407 $0 $0 $0 $2,142,057 $0

Funding Sources

Gas Tax $76,500 $450,500 $0 $0 $0 $527,000 $0

Gas Tax Fund Balance $1,500 $1,177,019 $0 $0 $0 $1,178,519 $0

Water Fund CIP $0 $222,305 $0 $0 $0 $222,305 $0

Sewer Fund CIP $0 $180,233 $0 $0 $0 $180,233 $0

Measure 'R' Local $0 $34,000 $0 $0 $0 $34,000 $0

Total Funding: $78,000 $2,064,057 $0 $0 $0 $2,142,057 $0

Updated 6-21-16

PROJECT MANAGER: Nick Bartsch

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT (PMS)

PROJECT #EN0065 ( enR2015-2)

'H' St. - Cross to Prosperity

 R-EN.16.17 PMS H Pleasant to Prosperity

(Change)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION & PURPOSE: PMS Project on 'H' Street from Cross Avenue to Prosperity Avenue.  There 

will be a companion project to install sewer between Allstar Avenue and 

Prosperity Avenue.

KEY POINTS: Traffic safety; Relief from potential liability concerns; Compliance to the 

American Disabilities Act

PROJECT STATUS: Construction Summer 2016 ; Approved by TMT on 2/27/15

PROJECTED START DATE: 7/1/2015

PROJECTED END DATE: 11/30/2016

FUTURE M & O: N/A

CRITERIA (1-8): Criteria 7:  Project addresses regulatory, safety, or environmental 

requirements that could threaten in whole or in part the City'a ability to 

operate a core program or function at some future time if not replaced or 

repaired.

Fiscal Year

Total Unfunded



 
  

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
Submitting Department: City Manager’s Office / Project Management 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016  
 
Documents Attached:   Ordinance  Resolution  Staff Report  Other  None  
                
   
AGENDA ITEM: 
Award of a contract to NV5 of Fresno, CA in the amount of $269,468.62 for construction man-
agement, construction surveying/staking and materials testing services for Project EN0065, a 
street improvement project on ‘H’ Street.  Authorize the City Manager to approve contract 
change orders in an amount not to exceed 10% ($26,946) of the contract award amount.  
  
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:    Yes    No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION: 
A Request for Proposals for construction management services, including materials testing 
and surveying, for street improvement project EN0065 was issued on May 26, 2016.  This pro-
ject is a street improvement project on ‘H’ Street between Cross Avenue and Prosperity Ave-
nue.  The project will include ADA compliance improvements to intersection curb returns and 
alley/sidewalk intersections that fall within the project limits.  Additionally, it will address neces-
sary water, sewer and storm drain improvements necessary within those limits.  The need for 
the project was identified through the City’s Pavement Management System, and is pro-
grammed in the City’s transportation CIP program for construction during the summer of 2016. 
 
Full time construction inspection as well as construction management services, materials test-
ing and construction staking will be required on this project.  The city engineering staff does 
not have the resources available to perform these services.   
 
Only one proposal was received from a construction management firm to perform this work.  
NV5 of Fresno, CA submitted the proposal and was deemed to be qualified based on their past 
experience on similar projects.  Mendoza & Associates is now a subsidiary of this company 
and has successfully delivered various projects for the City of Tulare.  Their cost proposal is 
structured based on time expended on the project and is in line with past projects with a similar 
scope of work.  The staffing proposed by NV5 appears to adequately cover the needs of the 
project. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Award of a contract to NV5 of Fresno, CA in the amount of $269,468.62 for construction man-
agement, construction surveying/staking and materials testing services for Project EN0065, a 
street improvement project on ‘H’ Street.  Authorize the City Manager to approve contract 
change orders in an amount not to exceed 10% ($26,946) of the contract award amount.  
 
 
 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM: 



CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:    Yes    N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes     No    N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
Gas Tax / EN0065-050-0203 
 
Submitted by:  Nick Bartsch  Title:  Project Manager   
 
Date:   June 13, 2016 City Manager Approval: ________ 



2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 2018/19

Costs Description

003 - Environmental $90,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $90,500.00 $0.00

004 - Final Design $146.21 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $146.21 $0.00

005 - Construct/Impliment $702,389.00 $1,098,685.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,801,074.50 $0.00

006 - Close Out $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Total Costs: $793,035.21 $1,098,685.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,891,720.71 $0.00

Funding Sources

Gas Tax Fund Balance $742,835.21 $719,546.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,462,381.71 $0.00

Water Fund $0.00 $5,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,200.00 $0.00

DIF - Local Streets $0.00 $187,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $187,500.00 $0.00

615 - Sewer Fund $50,200.00 $37,300.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $87,500.00 $0.00

EN0059-050-0601 (Gas Tax) $0.00 $149,139.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $149,139.00 $0.00

Total Funding: $793,035.21 $1,098,685.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,891,720.71 $0.00

Updated:  6/16/16

CRITERIA (1-8): Criteria 7:  Project addresses regulatory, safety, or environmental 

requirements that could threaten in whole or in part the City'a ability to 

operate a core program or function at some future time if not replaced or 

repaired.

Fiscal Year

Total Unfunded

PROJECTED START DATE: 7/1/2014

PROJECTED END DATE: 7/30/2016

FUTURE M & O: Unknown

PROJECT DESCRIPTION & PURPOSE: Prosperity Avenue and E Street realignment and installation of traffic signal.  

Prosperity Ave. widening at H Street to construct west bound left turn 

pocket.  The proposed improvements will install a traffic signal and realign 

the existing offset in E Street to address traffic operational deficiencies.

KEY POINTS: Will improve the traffic safety and operations at the intersection.

PROJECT STATUS: Spring/Summer 2015 ;  Transportation (Gas Tax) Fund Balance

TRANSPORTATION PROJECT

PROJECT # EN0019

Prosperity Avenue / E Street Traffic Signal

(CIP) - CHANGE

PROJECT MANAGER: Nick Bartsch



 
  

CITY OF TULARE  
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department: Community Development:  Parks, Library, and Recreation  
 
For Council Meeting of:  June 21, 2016  
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report  Other    None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Grant permission for the Tulare Library Foundation to serve alcohol at a fundraising event 
scheduled for Monday, September 26, 2016, 5:30-8:30 p.m. for adults 21 and over at the Li-
brary. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes       No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:     
The Tulare Library Foundation, as part of its effort to raise funds to support the library, is plan-
ning a special fundraising event, “A Night at the Library.” Tickets for this event are $50.00 and 
the event will have six special areas with themes based on famous books (e.g. Catch 22/Flags 
of Our Father; Grapes of Wrath; Interview with a Vampire; Jungle Book; Mary Poppins; and, 
Pride & Prejudice). Each area will have a separate food and drink menu along with literary 
characters in costume. This will be our sixth consecutive event.  After receiving such positive 
responses from the community, we look forward to a very successful event this September. 
Due to existing city regulations, the Foundation requires special permission from the City 
Council to serve alcohol at this event. TLF event organizers will follow all laws and regulations 
that regulate the serving of alcohol at this type of event (checking of identification, having secu-
rity, etc.). 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Grant permission for the Tulare Library Foundation to serve alcohol at a fundraising event 
scheduled for Monday, September 26, 2016, 5:30-8:30 p.m. for adults 21 and over at the Li-
brary. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes      N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes      No     N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
 
Submitted by:  Sara Brown  Title:  City Librarian 
 
Date:   June 21, 2016    City Manager Approval: __________ 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM: 







 
  

CITY OF TULARE  
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
Submitting Department:  Engineering  
 
For Council Meeting of:   June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance   Resolution   Staff Report   Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Approve a list of pre-qualified consultants for on-call general engineering and land surveying services, 
and authorize the City Manager to enter into consultant professional service contracts, not to exceed 
the total amount authorized under the City’s adopted purchasing policy, with Peters Engineering Group, 
Provost & Pritchard, Willdan and 4Creeks for providing general engineering and land surveying ser-
vices for a period of one year, with up to four subsequent one year renewals. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes   No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:     
The Engineering Department is establishing a short list of pre-qualified firms to provide general engi-
neering and land surveying services to supplement its staff capacity to provide the following: 
 

1. Design, permitting, construction support and inspection services related to City capital im-
provement projects  

2. Review of private land development projects to ensure compliance with City standards   
3. The services of a licensed land surveyor for the approval of final subdivision and parcel maps as 

“City Surveyor”.   
 
Many cities and other government entities retain engineering and land surveying consultants on an on-
call basis to provide these services in the event that the volume of work exceeds the capacity of staff.  
On April 14, 2016, a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for on-call engineering and land surveying pro-
fessional services was issued.  Ten (10) firms submitted all the necessary information to be considered 
for inclusion in a list of pre-approved consultants to provide these services.  The proposals were re-
viewed and rated in accordance with the consultant selection procedures identified in the RFQ, and the 
top four (4) firms are recommended for inclusion on the list of prequalified general engineering and land 
surveying consultants.  The recommended firms, based upon their respective qualifications, were iden-
tified as follows: 
 

1) Willdan Engineering of Fresno, CA 
2) Peters Engineering Group of Clovis, CA 
3) Provost & Pritchard of Visalia, CA 
4) 4Creeks of Visalia, CA 

 
It is proposed that the City enter into contract agreements for on-call services with these firms for a pe-
riod of one (1) year, with up to 4 subsequent one year renewals possible.  Rates are agreed upon up 
front, then specific work orders are developed for each project.  Authorized expenditures under the con-
tracts shall not exceed the total amount authorized under the City Council’s adopted purchasing policy 
(up to $50,000 City Manager approval; up to $25,000 Dept. Head approval) and shall be approved by 
the City Engineer in accordance with the approved budgets for the individual projects. 
 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM: 



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Approve a list of pre-qualified consultants for on-call general engineering and land surveying services, 
and authorize the City Manager to enter into consultant professional service contracts, not to exceed 
the total amount authorized under the City’s adopted purchasing policy, with Peters Engineering Group, 
Provost & Pritchard, Willdan and 4Creeks for providing general engineering and land surveying ser-
vices for a period of one year, with up to four subsequent one year renewals. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes   N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes   No   N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
Various / To be determined 
 
Submitted by:  Michael Miller  Title:  City Engineer    
 
Date:   June 13, 2016    City Manager Approval: __________ 





 
  

CITY OF TULARE  
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department:  Engineering 
 
For Council Meeting of:  June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance   Resolution   Staff Report   Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Authorize an amendment to the subdivision improvement agreement for the Tesori subdivision 
reflecting a twelve (12) month time extension from date of Council approval, resulting in a new 
subdivision improvement agreement expiration date of June 21, 2017. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes   No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION: 
Tesori is a subdivision containing 45 residential lots, and is located between Bella Oaks and 
Ribolla Avenues west of Mooney Boulevard.  The subdivider is Del Lago Place, LLC, a Califor-
nia Limited Liability Company.  The existing final map and original subdivision agreement were 
approved by the Council at the November 5, 2013 meeting.   
 
As a condition of project approval, Caltrans required improvements to Mooney Boulevard 
(State Route 63) to install a right-turn lane at the intersection of Bella Oaks Avenue.  This will 
require the relocation of existing overhead power lines.  Initial efforts to relocate the lines in an 
overhead fashion have been unsuccessful due to the inability of obtaining guy anchor ease-
ments from a property owner located on the east side of Mooney Boulevard.  The existing lines 
will therefore need to be relocated in an underground fashion, negating the need for the guy 
anchor easement.  The subdivider has been working with Caltrans to try and eliminate the re-
quirement for a right-turn lane, and modify the required width of pave-out along the Mooney 
Blvd. frontage of the subdivision.   
 
The subdivider is requesting that the subdivision agreement be extended for a twelve (12) 
month term as allowed by the Subdivision Map Act.  Existing bonding amounts have been re-
viewed by staff and determined to be sufficient to cover expected construction cost escalation 
that may occur over that extension period.  If approved, the extension would result in a 12-
month extension from the date of Council action, resulting in a new subdivision improvement 
agreement expiration date of June 21, 2017. 
 
A reduced copy of the subdivision map is attached for reference. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Authorize an amendment to the subdivision improvement agreement for the Tesori subdivision 
reflecting a twelve (12) month time extension from date of Council approval, resulting in a new 
subdivision improvement agreement expiration date of June 21, 2017. 
 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM:  Consent 7 



 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:    Yes   N/A 
The subdivision improvement agreement signed by the subdivider is a standard City agree-
ment approved as to form by the City Attorney. 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:   Yes   No   N/A 
(If yes, please submit required budget appropriation request) 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER:  N/A  
 
Submitted by:  Michael Miller   Title:  City Engineer 
 
Date:  June 13, 2016    City Manager Approval: __________ 
 
 





 
  

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department: Finance/Transit 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report  Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Approve a one-month extension (July, 2017) with MV Transportation, Inc. for the management 
and operation of the city’s fixed-route and dial-a-ride transit services. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes       No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:     
The current agreement with MV Transportation, Inc. will expire on June 30, 2016.  Both the 
City of Tulare and MV Transportation would like to extend the 2015-2016 agreement for an 
additional month so adjustments for the 2016-2017 agreement can be negotiated.  The current 
agreement allows changes to the agreement if annual vehicle service hours change by more 
than 20%. Over the past three years the City extended week day services (Monday-Friday) 
from 7 p.m. to 10 p.m., and Saturday services from 6 p.m. to 7 p.m. and started Sunday ser-
vices.  The increase in service has reopened this agreement beyond the normal extension op-
tion.  Both parties are requesting minor adjustments to the agreement and need additional time 
to complete. A complete Request for Proposals will be done within the next two years in con-
junction with City of Visalia and possible other transit agencies in Tulare County.   
   
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Approve a one-month extension (July, 2017) with MV Transportation, Inc. for the management 
and operation of the city’s fixed-route and dial-a-ride transit services. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes      N/A        
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes       No      N/A 
 

Submitted by:  Darlene Thompson  Title:  Finance Director      
 
Date:  June 13, 2016     City Manager Approval: _________ 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM:  Consent 8 
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ORDINANCE 16-__ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TULARE 
REPEALING CHAPTER 8.68 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE AND ADDING A 

NEW CHAPTER 8.68 RELATED TO CABLE SYSTEM FRANCHISE REGULATIONS 
 

WHEREAS, the Legislature of the State of California has adopted the Digital 

Infrastructure and Video Competition Act of 2006 (DIVCA), which became effective on January 

1, 2007; and, 

WHEREAS, DIVCA establishes a regulatory structure for the State to be the exclusive 

authority to issue franchises to video service providers; and, 

WHEREAS, DIVCA establishes that local entities, such as the City of Tulare (the 

“City”), are responsible for administration and implementation of certain provisions of DIVCA; 

and 

WHEREAS, DIVCA allows for the City to establish, by ordinance, provisions for 

franchise fees; for Public, Educational and Governmental (PEG) channel fees; enforcement of 

customer service standards; and other regulations that are not in conflict with DIVCA or other 

state law; and 

WHEREAS, DIVCA allows for local franchises that were in place prior to the adoption 

of the statute to remain in place until such time as the local franchise agreement expires; and 

WHEREAS, Comcast local franchise agreement with the City expired on December 31, 

2015 and thereafter has applied for a franchise from the State; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend the provisions of the City’s Code 

pertaining to cable franchising to be consistent with DIVCA. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

TULARE, CALIFORNIA, AS FOLLOWS: 
 
SECTION 1:  Chapter 8.68 of the Tulare Municipal Code (Cable Television) is hereby 

repealed in total. 

SECTION 2:  Chapter 8.68 of the Tulare Municipal Code (Cable Television) is hereby 
added as follows: 

Chapter 8.68 – Cable Television 

SECTIONS: 
8.68.010 Purpose and Application. 
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    8.68.020 State Video Franchise. 
   8.68.030 Audit Authority. 
    8.68.040 Customer Service Penalties Under State Video Franchises. 
   8.68.050 City Response To State Video Franchise Applications. 
   
§8.68.010 PURPOSE AND APPLICATION. 

 This chapter is designed to regulate video service providers holding state video franchises 

and operating within the City. 

 On January 1, 2007, the State of California became the sole authority with power to grant 

state video franchise pursuant to the Digital Infrastructure and Video Competition Act of 2006 

(“DIVCA”).  Pursuant to DIVCA, the City of Tulare shall receive a franchise fee from all state 

franchises.  Additionally, each state franchisee must remit to the City its pro rata share of any 

cash payments for the ongoing costs of public, education, and governmental access channel 

facilities or institutional networks, as long as there are such payment obligations imposed by a 

City issued franchise.    DIVCA confirmed that the City may establish and enforce penalties, 

consistent with state law, against all state video franchise holders operating within the City for 

violations of customer service standards.  DIVCA precludes the City from adopting its own 

standards and grants all authority to adopt customer service standards to the state.  DIVCA 

leaves unchanged the City’s authority to regulate the City’s current cable franchises and any City 

franchise(s) issue on or before January 1, 2008, until the expiration of any such franchise(s). 

§8.68.020 STATE VIDEO FRANCHISE FEES. 

 (A) Any state video franchise holder operating within the boundaries of the City shall 

pay a fee to the City equal to five percent (5%) of the gross revenue of that state video franchise 

holder. 

 (B) Gross revenue, for the purposes of this section, shall have the definition set forth 

in California Public Utilities Code Section 5860. 
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§8.68.030 AUDIT AUTHORITY. 

 Not more than once annually, the City Manager or his/her designee may examine and 

perform an audit of the business records of a holder of a state video franchise to ensure 

compliance with Section 8.68.020. 

§8.68.040 CUSTOMER SERVICE PENALTIES UNDER STATE VIDEO FRANCHISES. 

 (A) The holder of a state video franchise shall comply with all applicable state and 

federal customer service and protection standards pertaining to the provision of video service. 

 (B) The City Manager or his designee shall monitor the compliance of state video 

franchise holders with respect to state and federal customer service and protection standards.  

The City Manager or his/her designee will provide the state video franchise holder written notice 

of any material breaches of applicable customer service standards, and will allow the state video 

franchise holder thirty (30) days from the receipt of the notice to remedy the specific material 

breach.  Material breaches not remedied within the thirty (30) day time period will be subject to 

the following penalties to be imposed by the City: 

  (1) For the first occurrence of a violation, a fine of up to five hundred dollars 

($500.00) may be imposed for each day the violation remains in effect, not to exceed one 

thousand five hundred dollars ($1,500.00) for each violation. 

  (2) For a second violation of the same nature within twelve (12) months, a 

fine of up to one thousand dollars ($1,000.00) may be imposed for each day the violation 

remains in effect, not to exceed three thousand dollars ($3,000.00) for each violation. 

  (3) For a third or further violation of the same nature within twelve (12) 

months, a fine of up to two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500.00) may be imposed for each 

day the violation remains in effect, not to exceed seven thousand five hundred dollars 

($7,500.00) for each violation. 

 (C) A state video franchise holder may appeal a penalty assessed by the City Manager 

to the City Council within sixty (60) days of the initial assessment.  The City Council shall hear 
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all evidence and relevant testimony and may uphold, modify or vacate the penalty.  The City 

Council’s decision on the imposition of a penalty shall be final. 

 
§8.68.050 CITY RESPONSE TO STATE VIDEO FRANCHISE APPLICATIONS. 
  
 (A) Applicants for state video franchises within the boundaries of the City must 

concurrently provide complete copies to the City of any application or amendments to 

applications filed with the California Public Utilities Commission (PUC).  One complete copy 

must be provided to the City Manager.  

 (B) Within thirty (30) days of receipt, the City Manager will provide any appropriate 

comments to the PUC regarding an application or an amendment to an application for a state 

video franchise. 

SECTION 3:  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect thirty (30) days from and 
after its passage, adoption and approval. 

PASSED, ADOPTED AND APPROVED this _______ day of _____________, 2016. 

 

_______________________________ 
 President of the Council and   
 Mayor of the City of Tulare 

ATTEST: 

_________________________________ 
Chief Deputy City Clerk and Clerk of the 
Council of the City of Tulare 



 
 
  

 
 

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department: Human Resources 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report ■ Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Reject claim for damages filed by Derik Martin and Lamont Martin on February 12, 2016 per 
the recommendation of the City’s adjuster. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes      ■ No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:   
The claim submitted by Derik Martin and Lamont Martin alleged they were arrested without 
probable cause on August 18, 2016, by officers of the City of Tulare. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Reject claim for damages filed by Derik Martin and Lamont Martin on February 12, 2016 per 
the recommendation of the City’s adjuster. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:    Yes  ■  N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes     ■ No     N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER:     
 
Submitted by:  Janice Avila   Title:     Human Resources Manager 
 
Date:   6/9/16      City Manager Approval:  _______ 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM: 







 
 
  

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department:   Community Development:  Parks, Library & Recreation 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016  
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report  Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Accept donation in the amount of $30,000 toward the 1 million dollar pledge made by the 
Tulare Library Foundation. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes       No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION: 
To offset the cost of the new library construction the Tulare Public Library pledged to raise 1 
million dollars.  The Tulare Library Foundation is presenting its annual donation to the City of 
Tulare in the amount of $30,000.  This donation brings their total pledge amount to $420,000.  
Tulare Library Foundation has also contributed over $5,000 for the 2016 Summer Reading 
Program, “Read for the Win @ Tulare Public Library.” 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:    
Accept donation in the amount of $30,000 toward the 1 million dollar pledge made by the 
Tulare Library Foundation. 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes      No     N/A 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes        N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER:  N/A 
 
Submitted by: Sara Brown  Title:    City Librarian 
 
Date:     June 21, 2016   City Manager Approval: _____ 

AGENDA ITEM: 



 
  

 
CITY OF TULARE  

AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 
 
 
Submitting Department:  Planning & Building Department  
 
For Council Meeting of:   June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:  Ordinance  Resolution  Staff Report  Other None  
               
 
AGENDA ITEM:   
Appeal hearing for Council’s consideration on an appeal filed by Driven 
Construction/Greg Nunley (Applicant) of Planning Commission’s decision to require a 
block wall along Seminole Avenue (specifically condition No. 22 of Design Review No. 
1075), as approved by the Planning Commission on May 9, 2016, and Adoption of 
Resolution 16-_____ either denying or upholding the appeal, or provide direction to staff 
to remand the project back to Planning Commission for further consideration. 
  
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes [Appeal Hearing]     No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:   
On May 9, 2016, the Planning Commission approved Design Review No.1075 by a 6-0 
vote (one commissioner absent), with the added following condition of approval 
imposed by the Planning Commission: 
 
 22)  Applicant to construct a block wall consistent with existing block walls along 
Seminole Avenue of standard height to be approved by the Planning Director. 
 
Design Review No.1075 is a project to construct a gated 32 unit multi-family residential 
community located on approximately 3.37 acres on the south side of Seminole Avenue, 
approximately 500 feet east of Mooney Boulevard (portion of APN 172-070-002).  The 
full staff report and meeting minutes are attached.  Driven Construction/Greg Nunley 
(Applicant) has appealed the Planning Commission’s decision to add the condition 
requiring a block wall for the following reasons:  
 

1) The condition is not based on Municipal Code, which does not require a block 
wall and was not required to mitigate any impact and was solely required to 
match the wall across the street and because “people living in a gated complex 
will want a block wall”. 

 
Staff Comments:  Several members of the public testified during the public comment 
period.  Comments generally centered on the need to be consistent with adjacent 

AGENDA ITEM: 



development (KCOK Ranch) to the north and (The Greens Subdivision) to the east with 
regard to the established block walls along Seminole Avenue. 
 
Planning Commission noted that all prior approved residential projects (KCOK Ranch 
Subdivision, The Greens Subdivision and the Farrar Subdivision) located along the 
Seminole Avenue corridor incorporated a block wall and landscape design where 
residential lots “backed up” to Seminole Avenue, also referred to as “backing lot 
treatment”.   
 
Planning Commission also considered the orientation of the proposed multifamily units 
in relation to Seminole Avenue:  Proposed northern tier units (closest to Seminole 
Avenue) take access (both pedestrian and vehicle) from the south, off of the internal 
private drive.  Some commissioner’s expressed the need to provide for future tenant 
privacy, as the Seminole elevations include bedroom/living room windows.            
 
Municipal Code Section 10.36.070 (E) (1) (Multiple-Family Residential District Design 
Standards) states: 
 
 Wherever multiple-family residential uses abut commercial uses, industrial uses 
or other undesirable features such as freeways, a solid seven-foot tall block wall and 
dense landscaping shall be provided along abutting property lines and special 
consideration shall be given to location and orientation of the residential structures so 
as to minimize any harmful effects created by nearby nonresidential uses.  Along streets 
designated as arterial or primary thoroughfares, the Planning Commission may require 
proposed uses to backup to the roadway.    
 
Seminole Avenue is categorized as a “Primary Collector” street as defined in the City’s 
General Plan: 
 
 Primary collector streets are intended to transfer traffic from collector and minor 
streets to an arterial.  Average daily traffic on a primary collector will usually average 
less than 10,000 vehicles per day.  Primary collector streets should provide direct 
linkages to neighborhood shopping areas.  Primary collector intersections should be 
staggered to discourage their use as through access ways by-passing arterials.  Direct 
access for low density residential, commercial and industrial uses and developments 
should be permitted consistent with adopted improvement standards.  
 
Ultimately, Seminole Avenue is planned to connect Mooney Boulevard to the west and 
Morrison Street to the east.  Municipal Code does not provide a definition for “primary 
thoroughfares”.  
 
After lengthy public testimony and discussion, Planning Commission added the block 
wall condition.    
 
 
 



STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Council to consider the appeal filed by Driven Construction/Greg Nunley (Applicant) of 
Planning Commission’s decision to require a block wall along Seminole Avenue 
(specifically condition No. 22 of Design Review No. 1075), as approved by the Planning 
Commission on May 9, 2016, and Adopt Resolution 16-____ either denying or 
upholding the appeal, or to provide direction to staff to remand the project back to 
Planning Commission for further consideration. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes      N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes      No     N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
 
Submitted by: Rob Hunt  Title:  Community Development Director 
 
Date:   June 17, 2016              City Manager Approval: ______________ 
 
 
 
 















































































































RESOLUTION 16-___ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TULARE 
DENYING THE APPEAL OF DESIGN REVIEW NO. 1075 

 
  WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare at a regular meeting on June 
21,2016 to consider an appeal filed by Driven Construction/Greg Nunley (Applicant) of 
Planning Commission’s decision to require a block wall along Seminole Avenue 
(specifically condition No. 22 of Design Review No. 1075), as approved by the Planning 
Commission on May 9, 2016; and; and, 
 
  WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare voted _____ to ____ on an 
appeal of Design Review No. 1075, resulting in denial of said appeal; and, 
 
  WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare determined that this request 
is in conformance with the goals and objectives of the General Plan; and, 
 
  WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare determined that this request 
is in accordance with the objectives of the Zoning Title and the purposes of the District 
in which the site is located; and, 
 
  WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare that the proposed location of 
the use and conditions under which it would operate or be maintained will not be 
detrimental to the public health, safety, welfare or be materially injurious to properties or 
improvements in the vicinity; and, 
 
  WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare determined that this project 
meets the intent of the Design Review policies of the City of Tulare; and, 
 
   NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of 
Tulare that the appeal of Design Review No. 1075 is hereby denied. 
 

 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this __________ day of June, 2016. 
 
 
 

      
Mayor of the City of Tulare 
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ATTEST: 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF TULARE     )  ss. 
CITY OF TULARE            ) 
 
 I, Don Dorman, City Clerk of the City of Tulare, certify the foregoing is the full and true 
Resolution 16-___ passed and adopted by the Council of the City of Tulare at a regular meeting 
held on June 21, 2016, by the following vote:   

Aye(s) _____________________________________________________________  

Noe(s) _____________________________ Abstention(s)_____________________. 

Dated:       DON DORMAN, CITY CLERK 

      By Roxanne Yoder, Chief Deputy 



RESOLUTION 16-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TULARE 
UPHOLDING THE APPEAL OF DESIGN REVIEW NO. 1075 

 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare at a regular meeting on June 
21,2016 to consider an appeal filed by Driven Construction/Greg Nunley (Applicant) of 
Planning Commission’s decision to require a block wall along Seminole Avenue 
(specifically condition No. 22 of Design Review No. 1075), as approved by the Planning 
Commission on May 9, 2016; and;  
 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare voted _____ to ____ on an appeal 
of Design Review No. 1075, resulting in upholding of said appeal; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare determined that this request is not 
in conformance with the goals and objectives of the General Plan; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare determined that this request is not 
in accordance with the objectives of the Zoning Title and the purposes of the District in 
which the site is located; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare that the proposed location of the 
use and conditions under which it would operate or be maintained will be detrimental to 
the public health, safety, welfare or be materially injurious to properties or improvements 
in the vicinity; and, 
 
 WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Tulare determined that this project does 
not meet the intent of the Design Review policies of the City of Tulare; and, 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Tulare that 
the appeal of Design Review No. 1075 is hereby upheld. 
 

 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this __________ day of June, 2016. 
 
 
 

      
Mayor of the City of Tulare 
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ATTEST: 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF TULARE     )  ss. 
CITY OF TULARE            ) 
 
 I, Don Dorman, City Clerk of the City of Tulare, certify the foregoing is the full and true 
Resolution 16-___ passed and adopted by the Council of the City of Tulare at a regular meeting 
held on June 21, 2016, by the following vote:   
 
Aye(s) _____________________________________________________________  
 
Noe(s) _____________________________ Abstention(s)_____________________. 
 
Dated:       DON DORMAN, CITY CLERK 
       
 

By Roxanne Yoder, Chief Deputy 
  

 



 
 CITY OF TULARE, CA 

AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 
 
Submitting Department: Community Development Department 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution   Staff Report  Other   None  
                
   
AGENDA ITEM:     
Council consideration to adopt Resolution 16-30 and direction to staff on the request by Alfaro 
Trucking for a deferral of project related development impact fees in the sum of $59,619 under 
section 8.56.080 of the Tulare Municipal Code.   
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes       No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:   
On September 14, 2015, Alfaro Trucking Inc. received approval from Planning Commission to 
construct a small office, truck storage, and maintenance shop in support of the trucking busi-
ness on 2 parcels along south ‘K’ Street.  The project involves truck storage and general 
maintenance for Alfaro Trucking truck fleet.   
 
On November 17, 2015, project proponent applied for building permits for a metal building for 
truck storage, a maintenance shop and office space.  Applicant paid $3053 for plan check and 
inspection fees at the time of the application.  Development Impact fees on the project were 
calculated at $59,619. 
 
Applicant is requesting a deferral of the development impact fees on the project pursuant to 
section 8.56.080 of the Tulare Municipal code which provides in part:  
 
8.56.080 Payment of fees. 
 
The fees established pursuant to this chapter shall be paid for the property on which a devel-
opment project is proposed at the time of the issuance of any required building permit, except 
as otherwise provided below: 
  
   (B)   Fees imposed on non-residential development may be deferred by action of the City 
Council. The action shall consist of the adoption of a resolution consistent with the following 
terms and conditions: 
 

(1) A determination is made that such action will promote and stimulate economic de-
velopment within the city. The City Council shall make specific findings setting forth 
how the subject project accomplishes this goal; 
 

(2) Establish a specific timetable for payment in full of the deferred fees. The City 
Council may also require a percentage to be paid with the issuance of a building 
permit. In no event shall deferral of payment in full be permitted for more than five 
years; 
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(3) Interest on the unpaid portion of deferred impact fees shall accrue at a rate equal to 
the Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) interest rate in effect at the time the 
resolution is adopted and shall be articulated in the resolution. Interest shall be due 
and payable, in full, with the final payment, although interest may be paid earlier at 
the election of the party developing the project; 

 
(4) A written guarantee of payment in full of the impact fees, in the form of a surety 

bond or some other form of surety instrument as may be acceptable to the City En-
gineer and the City Attorney, shall be executed and delivered to the city prior to the 
issuance of a building permit for the project. Interest in real property may be 
deemed an appropriate form of surety; and 

 
(5) A determination is made that the deferral of the fees shall not materially affect the 

financial ability of the city to satisfy its then current five year capital improvement 
program. 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:    
Consider adopting Resolution 16-30 approving of applicant’s deferral, upon the following con-
ditions:  
 
Applicant to pay $11,924, which represents twenty percent (20%) of the total fee due and ow-
ing on or before the City issues a Certificate of Occupancy for the Project.  
 
Applicant agrees to pay the remaining outstanding eighty (80%) balance in five equal annual 
installments thereafter commencing July 1, 2017 and continuing on each July 1st thereafter un-
til paid in full.  Applicant shall also be subject to paying interest on the unpaid principal balance 
at a rate equal to the Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) interest rate in effect at the time 
this resolution is adopted.  Interest shall be due and payable, in full, with the final payment, alt-
hough interest may be paid earlier at the election of the Applicant for the project.   
 
Applicant shall execute an Agreement, which shall be recorded in the office of the County Re-
corder of Tulare County and, from the date of recordation, shall constitute a lien for the pay-
ment of the fee, which shall be enforceable against successors in interest to the Property own-
er or lessee at the time of issuance of the building permit. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:    Yes     N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes     No     N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER:     
 
Signed:  Traci Myers                         Title:   Community Development Deputy Director 
 
Date:   June 13, 2016 City Manager Approval: _P. Melikian for__ 



RESOLUTION 16-_____  
 

RESOLUTION OF THE TULARE CITY COUNCIL GRANTING A FIVE YEAR 
DEFERRAL OF DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES FOR ALFARO TRUCKING 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 8.56.080 OF THE TULARE MUNICIPAL CODE 

 
WHEREAS, Applicant Roberto and Maria Alfaro (Alfaro Trucking) have submitted 

plans and specifications and applied for associated permits for a development project 
(the “Project”) to be located on the property at 3241 & 3285 South K Street; and 
 

WHEREAS, as a condition of receiving the required permits to commence 
construction on the Project, Applicant must agree to pay the required development 
impact fees in the sum of $59,619 with interest, which includes sewer, drainage and 
transportation impact fees which have been set by Resolution of the City Council and in 
conformity with California Government Code Section 66001 et seq.; and, 
 

WHEREAS, City Council has made determination the project will promote and 
stimulate economic development within the city; and, 

 
       WHEREAS, Applicant has requested and City Council approved a five year 
development impact fee deferral subject to payment of $11,924, which represents 
twenty percent (20%) of the total fee due and owing on or before the City issues a 
Certificate of Occupancy for the Project and payment of remaining outstanding eighty 
(80%) balance in five annual installments thereafter commencing July 1, 2017 and 
continuing on each July 1st thereafter until paid in full; and, 
 

WHEREAS, Applicant shall execute an Agreement, which shall be recorded in 
the office of the County Recorder of Tulare County and, from the date of recordation, 
shall constitute a lien for the payment of the fee, which shall be enforceable against 
successors in interest to the Property owner or lessee at the time of issuance of the 
building permit; and 

 
WHEREAS, Interest on the unpaid portion of deferred impact fees shall accrue at 

a rate equal to the Local Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) interest rate in effect at the 
time the resolution is adopted, which for purposes of this resolution is .55%. Interest 
shall be due and payable, in full, with the final payment, although interest may be paid 
earlier at the election of the party developing the project; and, 

 
  WHEREAS, a determination is made that the deferral of the fees shall not 
materially affect the financial ability of the city to satisfy its then current five year capital 
improvement program. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Tulare City Council that the 
request by Roberto and Maria Alfaro (Alfaro Trucking) for a five year deferral of project 
related development impact fees in the sum of $59,619 under section 8.56.080 of the 
Tulare Municipal Code is approved. The Applicant shall be subject to making an interest 
payment on any unpaid principal with the final payment at a rate equal to the Local 



Agency Investment Fund (LAIF) interest rate in effect at the time of the Council’s 
approval of this resolution which is .55%. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 21st day of June, 2016. 
      
 
      ______________________________ 
      President of the Council and Ex-Officio 
      Mayor of the City of Tulare 
 
ATTEST: 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF TULARE     )  ss. 
CITY OF TULARE            ) 
 
 I, Don Dorman, City Clerk of the City of Tulare, certify the foregoing is the full and 
true Resolution 16-___ passed and adopted by the Council of the City of Tulare at a 
regular meeting held on June 21, 2016, by the following vote:   
 
Aye(s) __________________________________________________________  
 
Noe(s) _________________ Absent/Abstention(s) _______________________. 
 
Dated:        DON DORMAN, CITY CLERK 
    
 

      By Roxanne Yoder, Chief Deputy 



 
  

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
Submitting Department: City Manager’s Office 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report  Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:     
Review and provide direction to staff whether to pursue Southern California Edison (SCE) 
Street Light Purchase. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes       No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:     
SCE’s rate case began in 2011 with a request by the utility for further annual increases to its 
street light rates. 
 
Following pressure by the Coalition for Affordable Street Lights (“CASL”) SCE announced in 
the fall of 2012 a new program by which municipalities are able to acquire the utility-owned 
streetlights within the city limits. 
 
On July 16, 2013 the City Council authorized payment of $10,000 to SCE for feasibility studies 
and system appraisal for the purchase of SCE owned streetlights. 
 
In May of 2014, the City Council approved a consultant agreement with Utility Cost Manage-
ment, LLC (UCM) who conducted the Feasibility Analysis for consideration of the SCE Street 
Light Purchase. 
 
Following a 16 month delay by SCE, the City received the first proposal in November 2014, 
which offered to sell 4,055 street lights for a total price of $3,105,940.  Subsequently, SCE 
changed position on the sale and issued a deadline for decision of August 15, 2016. For the 
transaction to have a potential pay-off, the City will also need to spend an estimated 
$1,300,000 to retro-fit to LED. 
 
On March 30, 2016, in compliance with AB 79, SCE established a new optional tariff provision, 
Option E as a LED Replacement tariff for LS-1 lights.  SCE has factored the capital cost into 
the rate calculation for Option E, therefore true energy savings are minimal to the customers 
for the SCE LED replacement and will paid for over a 20-year term.  Using the City’s 4,055 
streetlights at various wattages, staff estimates cost savings to be just under $24,000 a year. 
 
Once a municipality owns the streetlights, there exists the possibility of retrofitting with energy 
efficient lighting technology such as fluorescent (which has been done on city-owned street-

AGENDA ITEM: 



lights at signalized intersections), induction or light emitting diode (LED, which have been ret-
rofitted on city-owned parking lot lighting, the Manor and Estate neighborhood system and on 
the streetlights around the library) for lower energy cost.   Additionally, poles would be availa-
ble for mounting crime deterrent cameras, “Smart City” efficiency (wireless networks), more 
City control over customer services, as well as potential new revenues. 

 
However, certain drawbacks associated with the purchase would include liability insurance 
costs, potential lawsuits, loss of SCE subsidy for new streetlights, the development of new in-
frastructure planning and the development of an operations and maintenance program, tech-
nology changes, changes in the law, and the pending CPUC protest. 
 
Scenario Analysis: 
 
Scenario Assumption Risks: 
The SCE rate assumptions are based upon a 25 year horizon.  Maintenance and liability costs, 
as well as Capital/replacement costs are calculated over 25 years.  Factors such as the actual 
condition of the streetlight poles, realized energy savings, and financing availability are un-
known. 
 
Consultant Conclusions: 
Following their analysis UCM concluded purchasing the streetlight system and upgrading it to 
LEDs, represents the best option for the City.  If the City does not plan to upgrade the street-
lights, UCM would not recommend purchasing the system, as the City will face significant 
maintenance costs and no improvement to its existing lighting or infrastructure. 
 

 Computed 
IRR 

Simple 
payback 
(Years) 

Financing 
Costs 

Electricity 
Costs 4% 
Inflation 

O&M 
Costs 

Electricity 
Savings 

only 

Computed 
25 Yr. net 
savings 

No 
change 

n/a n/a n/a $24,975,000 n/a n/a $0 

        
Cash 
LED 
Convert  

9.69% 12.76 1,026,000+ 
principal 

$12,953,000 $2,488,000 $12,022,000 $4,104,000 

        
Finance 
entire 
program 

13.05% n/a $1,454,600 
+ Principal 

$13,053,000 $2,576,000 $11,922,400 $3,488,000 

        
Cash 
LED – 
Year #3 

8.54% 15.77 $1,026,000 
+ Principal 

$13,264,000 $2,755,000 $11,711,500 $3,528,000 

        
Note: the above do not include loss of SCE new streetlight devel-
oper subsidy ($642 - $710), capital replacement funding, and 
other small items. 

 Purchase 
price: $3.1M 

LED price: 
$1.3M 



Although the proposed SCE price is high, the City, by financing the entire purchase will most 
likely experience cost savings over time, provided a full assessment of the condition of the 
streetlights is made.  The reports states, “Clearly, the streetlight purchase and upgrade should 
be viewed as offering long term financial benefits to the City, rather than as a solution that will 
provide immediate cost savings.” 
 
Financing Options: 
The City may consider one of the following financing options: 
 

1. Internal financing 
2. Municipal debt financing 
3. California Energy Commission 1% loan ($3M cap) 
4. Maintenance vendor financing 
5. Separate new rates through Prop 218 voter approval 

 
Next Steps: 
Staff requests direction whether to continue to pursue the purchase of the City’s streetlights 
from SCE.  With regard to the underlying decision about whether to purchase the streetlights, 
staff has no recommendation because so much depends upon a wide range of factors that 
must coincide for the transaction to actually be beneficial to the City.  There are several sce-
narios under which the costs could outweigh the benefits from such a purchase. Whether the 
potential “upside” returns of 13% compensates for all the risk is a matter of judgment for the 
Council. 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Review and provide direction to staff whether to pursue Southern California Edison (SCE) 
Street Light Purchase.  
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes      N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes      No     N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
 
Submitted by:   Don Dorman  Title:    City Manager 
 
Date:   June 21, 2016          City Manager Approval: ______ 



STREET LIGHT 
PURCHASE PROJECT
PRELIMINARY FEASIBILITY STUDY AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
PROPOSAL



Background
• July 2013 – Council authorized feasibility studies and 

payment to SCE of $10,000 for system appraisal.
• Long SCE delays – first proposal received November 

2014 (16 month delay)
• SCE changes of position on sale; presently not favored 

with deadline to decide of August 15, 2016
• SCE proposal – sell 4,055 street lights (they keep 424, 

City owns 291 now) for total price of $3,105,940



Reasons to Consider

• Potential cost reduction with LED changeover 
• Good GHC example 
• Poles available for mounting crime deterrent cameras
• Emergency response flashing potential (more cost)
• “Smart City” Efficiency – wireless networks
• Potential new revenues – see UCM report
• More City control over customer service and the 

streetlight policies and procedures



Risks and Drawbacks

• New infrastructure planning and O&M program
• Liability insurance costs and potential lawsuits
• Loss of SCE subsidy for new streetlights
• Big (multiple) investments – many complicated assumptions 

– risk of loss
• Potential payment of sales tax on transaction adds to cost
• Potential small lost of property taxes
• Requires City to finance investment; no good new revenue 

process (Prop 218)



Risks and Drawbacks

• Pending CPUC protest could change rules so that some 
of the benefits can be had through SCE itself 

• Law changes – pressures on electric utilities to increase 
use of LED and other energy saving devices (capital 
costs; maintenance cost reductions (about 80%)

• Technology changes – loss of flexibility once committed



Scenario Analysis

• Keep status quo – paying $685,000/year
• Purchase poles $3.1M, no LEDs ( 25 Yr IRR -4.5%)
• Finance pole purchase; $1.3M LED conversion 

(25 Yr IRR – 9.69%)
• Finance poles & LED conversion (25 Yr IRR 

13.05%)
• Finance poles & cash LED conversion Yr. 3 (25 Yr 

IRR 8.54%)



Scenario Summary – Only 
Positive IRR Scenarios

Computed
IRR

Simple 
payback 
(Years)

Financing 
Costs

Electricity 
Costs 4%
Inflation

O&M Costs Electricity 
Savings 

only

Computed 
25 Yr. net 
savings

No change n/a n/a n/a $24,975,000 n/a n/a $0

Cash LED Convert 9.69% 12.76 1,026,000+
principal

$12,953,000 $2,488,000 $12,022,000 $4,104,000

Finance entire
program

13.05% n/a $1,454,600 + 
Principal

$13,053,000 $2,576,000 $11,922,400 $3,488,000

Cash LED – Year #3 8.54% 15.77 $1,026,000 + 
Principal

$13,264,000 $2,755,000 $11,711,500 $3,528,000

Note: the above do not include loss of SCE new streetlight developer 
subsidy ($642 - $710), capital replacement funding, and other small items.

Purchase 
price: $3.1M

LED price: 
$1.3M



Scenario Assumption Risks

• SCE rate assumptions -- 25 year horizon
• Maintenance and liability costs over 25 years
• Capital/replacement costs over 25 years
• Current actual condition of streetlight poles
• Energy savings realized
• Financing rates and financing actually 

available



Consultant Conclusions

• Under most likely future scenarios City saves by 
purchasing the street lights

• SCE price high – “take it or leave it”
• Finance entire purchase best modeled return
• City must fully assess condition of streetlights
• Other potential benefits of value and 

possibilities



Financing Options

• Internal financing
• Municipal debt financing
• California Energy Commission 1% loan ($3M cap)
• Maintenance vendor financing
• Separate new rates (Prop 218 voter approval 

required)



Consultant Conclusions

UCM report, pg. 7 – “Clearly, the streetlight 
purchase and upgrade should be viewed as 
offering long term financial benefits to the City, 
rather than as a solution that will provide 
immediate cost savings.”



Next Steps If Go Forward
• Conduct streetlight condition assessment (consultant or maybe staff)
• Determine if protest hearing concluded
• Determine maintenance program alternatives

• City staff increase
• Contract separately
• Joint agreement with Visalia and Porterville for economies of scale

• Evaluate and determine best financing alternatives
• City Council decision to move forward (SCE deadline of 8/15/2016 looms)
• Develop purchase/sale contract with SCE
• Apply to CPUC (with SCE) for transaction approval
• Transition phase in cooperation with SCE



Staff Requests for Direction

• Is the Council still interested in pursuing this potential 
purchase of the City’s Street Lights from SCE? 

• Should staff continue to research and bring decision 
items to City Council in February or March?

• What additional information would Council like to 
receive? 











































































































 
  

CITY OF TULARE  
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department: City Manager/Public Works 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report  Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM: 
Receive an update regarding the proposed water and sewer rate increase. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes      No 
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:     
On March 18, the Board of Public Utilities and City Council held a joint work session to discuss 
the findings of the water and wastewater rate study and to provide direction to staff and the 
consultant, Willdan, to move forward. At this work session, the BPU and Council were present-
ed with two options for the proposed water rate increase and one option for the proposed sew-
er rates.  They unanimously agreed to go with option 1 for the proposed water rates.  Willdan 
has prepared a final report which gives an overview of the rate study process, discusses the 
process to analyze revenues and cost allocations, incorporates capital needs, and discusses 
the development of initial rates and recommendations for current and future rates. 
 
The Proposition 218 notice is attached to this report.  The Prop. 218 notice was mailed to all 
City of Tulare utility customers and property owners (in English and Spanish) on May 31, 2016 
to inform them of the proposed rate increases and allow them time to comment regarding the 
proposed rates.  Prop. 218 requires 45-day notice before the Public Hearing which is sched-
uled for July 21, 2016 with the Board of Public Utilities. 
 
Also at that meeting, both the Council and the Board requested a comparison of current water 
and sewer rates with the new proposed rates. The comparisons are attached for both water 
and sewer services and are based on average consumption for each service type. 
 
As part of the rate study, a number of documents, policies, and reports were given to Willdan 
to ensure all aspects of the water and sewer operations were considered and covered. The 
Board and Council have seen these documents in prior meetings, and below is a list of docu-
ments which are available for review at the City Clerk’s office and on the City’s website: 
 

1) Tulare Project Management System (TPMS) Program Policies 
2) Transportation System Planning Policy 
3) Hydrological Enterprise Fund Program (HEP) 
4) Carollo Matheny Soultz Water System Improvements Technical Memorandum 1 
5) Ewers Engineering: Wastewater, Sewer Collection, and Storm Drain Utilities Ten Year 

Financial Plan 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Informational item only. 

AGENDA ITEM: 



CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes      N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes      No     N/A 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
 
Submitted by: Trisha Whitfield Title: Field Services Manager 
 
Date:   June 15, 2016    City Manager Approval: __________ 
 
 



Notice of Proposed Water and Sewer Rate Changes     

1 | P a g e  
 

 

Notice to Property Owners of Public Hearing 
Regarding Proposed Water and Sewer Rate Changes 

 
Hearing Date & Time: July 21, 2016 at 3:00 p.m. 

Hearing Location: Tulare Public Library and Council Chambers 
475 North M Street, Tulare, CA 93274 

 
 

Why are you receiving this notice? 

The City of  Tulare  (the  “City”)  is mailing  this notice  to  you because  you  are  a water  and/or  sewer 
customer directly liable for payment of water and/or sewer service fees, or are the owner of record of a property 
that receives one or both of the services.  This notice describes proposed rate changes to be assessed to recover 
cost of providing water and sewer service to City customers, and provides a notice of a public hearing to be held 
on July 21 regarding these proposed changes. 

Monthly water and sewer service fees are the primary source of revenue used to pay for all aspects of 
the water and sewer systems that provide services to customers.  Expenses for those services include, but are 
not  limited  to,  operations  and  maintenance,  debt  service,  major  and  minor  capital  improvements, 
administration,  as  well  as  costs  related  to  prudent  long‐term  operational,  capital  planning  and  financial 
management of the systems.   Financial management would  include maintaining adequate fund reserves and 
planning for contingencies. 

Presently,  the  average  single‐family  residential  customer  in  Tulare  has  a  1‐inch  meter  and  uses 

approximately 13,000 gallons of water a month.  Based on that average usage, the current total monthly water 

cost is $25.47.  Assuming the customer’s usage remains the same, the proposed rate adjustment will result in a 

$5.38 increase in the monthly bill to $30.85, beginning with the bill received in November 2016. 

Sewer  rate  for a Tulare  residential customer described above  is a  flat  rate of $42.00 a month.   The 
proposed sewer rate adjustment will result in a $1.60 increase in the monthly bill to $43.60 for a single‐family 
residence.  The table below shows the projection of the proposed monthly sewer rates over the next five years. 

 

RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMER BILL WITH 1” METER AND USING 13,000 GALLONS OF WATER 

  In Effect* 
2016‐17  FY 2016‐17  FY 2017‐18  FY 2018‐19  FY 2019‐20  FY 2020‐21 

Water Bill             
   Fixed Monthly Charge             
     Varies by meter size 
           1 inch shown  $17.14  $20.52  $22.98  $24.82  $26.31  $27.89 
   Volume Rate             
     0 – 9,000  0.564  0.664  0.744  0.803  0.852  0.903 
     9,001 – 30,000  0.813  1.088  1.218  1.316  1.395  1.478 
     > 30,001  1.625  1.452  1.627  1.757  1.862  1.974 
     

Total Water Bill  $25.47  $30.85  $34.55  $37.32  $39.56  $41.93 
     

Sewer Bill             
Flat Rate  $42.00  $43.60  $47.53   $51.80   $52.84   $53.90  

       *In Effect is based on the adopted January 2017 water rates.   
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Why are Rate Increases needed? 

The City of Tulare is committed to providing high quality, reliable water service at the lowest possible 
rates for our customers.   It  is critically  important for the City to continually maintain, repair and  improve the 
assets it holds and keep pace with ever increasing operating costs.  In recent years, the City has been forced to 
use cash reserves to pay for operating costs and expenses.  These costs include operating, maintaining, repairing 
and replacing infrastructure such as water wells and storage, pipes, pumps, treatment plant and other essential 
facilities.  The proposed water and sewer rates will ensure that the utilities collect sufficient revenue to cover 
fixed expenses, fund capital improvements through revenue bonding, and build up cash reserves to fund ongoing 
repair and replacement of the water and sewer systems to maintain reliable service in future years.   

Over  the next  five years,  the City has planned capital  improvements  to  the water system  to  restore 
system’s capacity, to operate in compliance with the City’s volume and pressure standards, and to meet current 
demands.   Planned  improvements  include the addition of seven (7) new water wells, three (3) water storage 
tanks,  replacement/repair  of  five  (5) miles  of water  pipe  per  year,  funding  for  groundwater  sustainability 
mandated by State law, and other infrastructure improvements (existing well site upgrades, electrical panels, 
SCADA, etc).  In addition, the City has planned capital improvements to the City’s Wastewater Treatment Facility 
(WWTF) and sewer system.  Planned improvements include major operations and maintenance projects to the 
WWTF, regulatory improvements to maintain compliance with State and Federal mandates, replacement/repair 
of five (5) miles of sewer pipe per year and other infrastructure upgrades (lift stations, pumps, electrical panels, 
SCADA, etc.).  The water and sewer line projects will be done in conjunction with the five year streets projects. 

The proposed rates are calculated using the costs associated with providing the service to each customer 
class (see next page for description of customer classes).  These costs include, but are not limited to operations, 
maintenance, required repairs and/or replacement and system expansion.  Since some costs are fixed in nature 
and  some  costs  fluctuate based on  system demands,  there are  two  types of  revenue  rates:  fixed costs and 
variable/volumetric costs. 

The  fixed monthly  service  charge  recovers  the  fixed  costs  of  providing  water  services,  which  are 
allocated based on number of accounts and the size of a customer’s water meter.  The volume rate recovers the 
variable  costs of providing water  treatment  and  the  costs  associated with  the delivery of water which  are 
allocated based on the demand (amount of base & peak usage) that each customer class places on the water 
utility.  Sewer rates are designed to recover the cost of collection and treatment of sewer flows and maintains 
the existing rate structure of a monthly fixed charge for residential customers and a flow based rate for non‐
residential customers. 

 

What do the new rates look like? 

The tables below  identify the “customer classes” and the Fixed and Volume (variable) Rates that are 
currently set  to be assessed on  January 2017 water consumption with no  further  legislative action, and  the 
proposed rates which, if approved, will be implemented annually on the first day of the same month for every 
fiscal year after the first rate goes  into effect (presently proposed by staff for October 1, 2016 but subject to 
approval during the hearing process). 
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Proposed Monthly Water Fixed Charges

Meter Size 
Adopted FY 
2016‐17  16‐17  17‐18  18‐19  19‐20  20‐21 

5/8‐inch  $13.94  $12.29  $13.76  $14.87  $15.76   $16.70 

3/4‐inch  13.94  12.29  13.76  14.87  15.76   16.70 

1‐inch  17.14  20.52  22.98  24.82  26.31   27.89 

1 ½‐inch  25.14  40.93  45.84  49.51  52.48   55.63 

2‐inch  34.74  65.51  73.37  79.24  84.00   89.04 

3‐inch  57.13  131.13  146.87  158.61  168.13   178.22 

4‐inch  89.13  204.87  229.45  247.81  262.68   278.44 

6‐inch  169.11  409.63  458.79  495.49  525.22   556.73 

8‐inch  265.10  655.43  734.08  792.81  840.38   890.80 

10‐inch  377.08  942.27 1,055.34 1,139.77 1,208.16  1,280.65

 

Proposed Water Volumetric Rates

  Rate per 1,000 Gallons of Water Use 

Customer Class 
Adopted FY 
2016‐17  16‐17  17‐18  18‐19  19‐20  20‐21 

Residential (gallons per month)   

0 – 9,000  $0.564 $0.664  $0.744  $0.803  $0.852   $0.903 

9,001 – 30,000 0.813 1.088  1.218  1.316  1.395   1.478 

> 30,000  1.625 1.452  1.627  1.757  1.862   1.974 

Multifamily (gallons per month)   

All Use  0.630 0.539 0.603 0.652 0.691  0.732

Commercial (gallons per month)   

All Use  0.747 0.541 0.606 0.655 0.694  0.736

Industrial (gallons per month)   

All Use  0.630 1.168 1.308 1.413 1.498  1.587

Institutional (gallons per month)   

All Use  0.871 1.013 1.135 1.226 1.299  1.377

 

The table below illustrates the proposed Sewer Rates by customer class: 
 

Proposed Sewer Rates

Customer Class 
In Effect 
2016‐17  16‐17  17‐18  18‐19  19‐20  20‐21 

Residential (flat rate per month)     

Single Family  $42.00 $43.60 $47.53  $51.80   $52.84   $53.90 

Multi Family (per unit)  32.34 33.57 36.59  39.89   40.69   41.50 

Mobile Home Parks (per space)  33.31 26.63 29.02  31.63   32.27   32.91 

Senior  21.00 21.80 23.76  25.90   26.42   26.95 

Commercial (rate per 1,000 gals)     

Class I  3.75 2.79 3.04  3.31   3.38   3.45 

Class II  3.59 2.67 2.91  3.17   3.23   3.30 

Class III  3.55 2.64 2.88  3.13   3.20   3.26 

Class IV  5.46 4.06 4.42  4.82   4.92   5.02 

Industrial     

All Use (per 1,000 gals)  2.54 2.79 3.04  3.31   3.38   3.45 

Total BOD (per 100 lbs.)  15.11 16.05 17.49  19.07   19.45   19.84 

Total SS (per 100 lbs.)  19.54 23.44 23.44  25.54   26.06   26.58 

Schools     

Per Student per Month  1.48 0.771 0.841  0.917   0.935   0.954 



Notice of Proposed Water and Sewer Rate Changes     

4 | P a g e  
 

 

How do you file a protest or participate in the public hearing? 

Any property owner of a parcel subject to City water and/or sewer service fees or any tenant directly 
responsible for the payment of water and/or sewer service fees (i.e., a customer of record) may submit a written 
protest to the proposed rate changes. Only one protest will be counted per identified parcel.  Should there be 
property owners who own multiple properties and wish to submit a protest letter, they may list those properties 
with the respective parcel number on one letter and each parcel will be counted provided there were no other 
letters received for that parcel. 

 
Every written protest MUST include ALL of the following to be counted: 

(1) State that the identified property owner or customer of record is in opposition to the proposed rate 
changes; 

(2) Provide the location of the identified parcel by including the street address or assessor’s parcel number 
(APN);  

(3) Include the name and signature of the property owner or customer of record submitting the protest. 

Written protests may be submitted by mail to the City Clerk at 411 East Kern Avenue, Tulare, CA 93274, 
in person to the City Clerk, or at the Public Hearing (date and time noted above). Regardless of how the written 
protest is submitted, it must be received by the City prior to the conclusion of the public comment portion of 
the Public Hearing. Any protest submitted via e‐mail or other electronic means will not be accepted. Please 
identify on the front of the envelope for any written protest, whether mailed or submitted in person to the City 
Clerk,  that  the enclosed protest  is  for  the Public Hearing on  the Proposed Rate Changes  ‐ Water and Sewer 
Service Fees. 

The Board of Public Utilities Commissioners will hear and consider all written and oral protests to the 
proposed rate changes at the Public Hearing. Oral comments at the Public Hearing will not qualify as formal 
protests unless accompanied by a written protest. Upon the conclusion of the Public Hearing, there will be no 
more written protests accepted and no more testimony taken and the Commissioners of the Board will consider 
adoption of the proposed rates for water and sewer service described in this notice. If written protests against 
the proposed rates, as outlined above, are not presented by a majority of property owners or customers of 
record, the Board of Commissioners of the Public Utilities will be authorized to impose the proposed rates. If 
adopted, the rates for water and sewer will be in effect beginning October 1, 2016, and would be reflected in 
the bill you receive in November 2016. 

If you have any questions about the proposed rate changes or would like to see more information about 
data used for the study, please contact René Miller at (559) 684‐4264 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Monday through 
Thursday. Additional information and documents related to the proposed rate changes can be found on the City 
of Tulare’s website at www.tulare.ca.gov. 



Water Revenue by Account type and Service type code
CITY OF TULARE
UBCrossSum.rpt
07/01/2011 through 06/30/2012
12/16/2015   4:14:13PM

Water Total
city 23,122.69$       23,122.69$       
comm 505,289.54       505,289.54       
ind 14,879.05         14,879.05         
ind-ag 756,606.39       756,606.39       
multi 310,513.93       310,513.93       
res 2,660,735.35    2,660,735.35    
sch 125,837.50       125,837.50       

Total 4,396,984.45$  4,396,984.45$  
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Water Revenue by Account type and Service type code
CITY OF TULARE
UBCrossSum.rpt
07/01/2012 through 06/30/2013
12/16/2015   4:13:44PM

Water Total
city 26,538.04 26,538.04
comm 513,887.13 513,887.13
ind 12,118.78 12,118.78
ind-ag 697,941.21 697,941.21
multi 329,205.25 329,205.25
res 2,989,072.14 2,989,072.14
sch 136,392.99 136,392.99
Total 4,705,155.54 4,705,155.54
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Water Revenue by Account type and Service type code
CITY OF TULARE
UBCrossSum.rpt
07/01/2013 through 06/30/2014
12/16/2015   4CITY OF TULARE

water Total
city 185,442.17 185,442.17
comm 557,063.85 557,063.85
ind 11,592.09 11,592.09
ind-ag 658,983.50 658,983.50
multi 352,390.02 352,390.02
res 3,638,600.07 3,638,600.07
sch 161,440.63 161,440.63
Total 5,565,512.33 5,565,512.33

A
cc

ou
nt

 T
yp

e

Service Type Code



Water Revenue by Account type and Service type code
CITY OF TULARE
UBCrossSum.rpt
07/01/2014 through 06/30/2015
12/16/2015   4:11:39PM

Water Total
city 198,093.79 198,093.79
comm 651,155.81 651,155.81
ind 15,358.98 15,358.98
ind-ag 806,404.50 806,404.50
multi 406,053.43 406,053.43
res 4,293,861.00 4,293,861.00
sch 167,995.61 167,995.61
Total 6,538,923.12 6,538,923.12
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2012 2013 2014 2015 Total Average
city 23,122.69$          26,538.04 185,442.17 198,093.79 433,196.69$          108,299.17$     
comm 505,289.54          513,887.13 557,063.85 651,155.81 2,227,396.33         556,849.08       
ind 14,879.05            12,118.78 11,592.09 15,358.98 53,948.90              13,487.23         
ind-ag 756,606.39          697,941.21 658,983.50 806,404.50 2,919,935.60         729,983.90       
multi 310,513.93          329,205.25 352,390.02 406,053.43 1,398,162.63         349,540.66       
res 2,660,735.35      2,989,072.14 3,638,600.07 4,293,861.00 13,582,268.56       3,395,567.14    
sch 125,837.50          136,392.99 161,440.63 167,995.61 591,666.73            147,916.68       
Total 4,396,984.45$    4,705,155.54$    5,565,512.33$    6,538,923.12$    21,206,575.44$     



Fixed 
Charge

Meter 
Size

T Gallons 
Used-Jan Total Bill

ACCOUNTS 
BY SIZE

T Gallons 
Used-Sept Total Bill

Fixed 
Charge

Meter 
Size

T Gallons 
Used-Jan Total Bill

T Gallons 
Used-Sept Total Bill

RESIDENTIAL RESIDENTIAL

AVERAGE RESIDENTIAL USAGE PER METER SIZE

13.94$   0.75  7 17.89$           13 21.27$           $12.29 0.75  7 16.94$           13 20.92$             

17.14     1.00  10 23.03             16 27.91             20.52     1.00  10 27.58             16 34.11               

25.14     1.50  10 31.03             38 60.29             40.93     1.50  10 47.99             38 81.37               

37.74     2.00  13 46.07             63 113.51           65.51     2.00  13 75.84             63 142.25             

COMMERCIAL COMMERCIAL

AVERAGE COMMERCIAL USAGE PER METER SIZE

$13.94 0.75  5 17.68$           7 19.17$           $12.29 0.75  5 15.00$           7 16.08$             

17.14     1.00  9 23.86             12 26.10             20.52     1.00  9 25.39             12 27.01               

25.14     1.50  19 39.33             26 44.56             40.93     1.50  19 51.21             26 55.00               

37.74     2.00  32 61.64             69 89.28             65.51     2.00  32 82.82             69 102.84             

57.13     3.00  53 96.72             109 138.55           131.13   3.00  53 159.80           109 190.10             

89.13     4.00  162 210.14           351 351.33           204.87   4.00  162 292.51           351 394.76             

169.11 6.00  190 311.04           926 860.83           409.63   6.00  190 512.42           926 910.60             

265.1 8.00  389 555.68           328 510.12           655.43   8.00  389 865.88           328 832.88             

1,316.10        2,039.95        2,005.03        2,529.26          

INSTITUTIONAL INSTITUTIONAL

SCHOOLS & CITY (AVERAGE USAGE PER METER SIZE)

$13.94 0.75  16 27.88$           12 24.39$           $12.29 0.75  16 28.50$           12 24.45$             

17.14     1.00  24 38.33$           47 58.08             20.52     1.00  24 45.17$           47 68.13$             

25.14     1.50  14 37.33$           12 35.16             40.93     1.50  14 55.11$           12 52.58$             

37.74     2.00  25 59.75$           387 375.21           65.51     2.00  25 91.11$           387 458.00$           

57.13     3.00  6 62.36$           341 354.36           131.13   3.00  6 137.21$         341 476.82$           

89.13     4.00  17 104.31$         371 412.64           204.87   4.00  17 222.53$         371 581.13$           

169.11 6.00  58 219.63$         588 681.26           409.63   6.00  58 468.38$         588 1,005.27$        

INDUSTRIAL INDUSTRIAL

USAGE FOR AN AVERAGE INDUSTRIAL CUSTOMER

57.13 3.00  9 62.80$           1 12 64.69$           131.13 3.00 9 141.64$         12 145.15$           

89.13 4.00  8193 5,428.98        3 8841 5,837.22        204.87 4.00 8193 10,184.03      8841 10,940.90        

265.1 8.00  69669 44,421.67      2 89120 56,675.80      655.43 8.00 69669 82,684.25      89120 105,403.02      

50,082.56$    62,577.71$    93,009.93$    116,489.06$    

WATER RATE COMPARISON

Average Low Usage Mo Average High Usage Mo
CURRENT WATER BILLING FEES FIRST YEAR RATE INCREASE WATER BILLING FEES

Average Low Usage Average High Usage



Meter Size Current FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21

¾-inch $13.94 $12.29 $13.76 $14.87 $15.76 $16.70 
1-inch 17.14 20.52 22.98 24.82 26.31 27.89

1 ½-inch 25.14 40.93 45.84 49.51 52.48 55.63
2-inch 37.74 65.51 73.37 79.24 84 89.04
3-inch 57.13 131.13 146.87 158.61 168.13 178.22
4-inch 89.13 204.87 229.45 247.81 262.68 278.44
6-inch 169.11 409.63 458.79 495.49 525.22 556.73
8-inch 265.1 655.43 734.08 792.81 840.38 890.8
10-inch 377.08 942.27 1,055.34 1,139.77 1,208.16 1,280.65

Class/Use Current FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21

Residential

0-9,000 $0.56 $0.66 $0.74 $0.80 $0.85 $0.90 

9,001 – 30,000 0.813 1.088 1.218 1.316 1.395 1.478

> 30,000 1.625 1.452 1.627 1.757 1.862 1.974
Multi Family 
Residential

All Use 0.462 0.539 0.603 0.652 0.691 0.732

Commercial

All Use 0.747 0.541 0.606 0.655 0.694 0.736

Industrial

All Use 0.63 1.168 1.308 1.413 1.498 1.587

School

All Use 0.871 1.092 1.223 1.321 1.4 1.484

City
All Use 0.871 0.935 1.047 1.131 1.199 1.27

Option 1

Option 1



AVERAGE T 
GALLONS

RATE PER T 
GALLON BILLING

AVERAGE T 
GALLONS

RATE PER T 
GALLON BILLING

AVERAGE T 
GALLONS RATE BILLING

AVERAGE T 
GALLONS RATE BILLING

Residential Residential
Residential Flat Rate 42.00              43.60            
Senior Discount Flat Rate 21.00              21.80            

Commercial
THE COMMERCIAL USAGE REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE OF ALL LIKE CUSTOMERS. Commercial
Commercial I ($/1,000 gals) 22 3.75$           82.50              38 3.75$           142.50          22 2.79$           61.38            38 2.79$           106.02          
Commercial II ($/1,000 gals) 71 3.59             254.89            80 3.59             287.20          71 2.67             189.57          80 2.67             213.60          
Commercial III ($/1,000 gals) 28 3.55             99.40              106 3.55             376.30          28 2.64             73.92            106 2.64             279.84          
Commercial IV ($/1,000n gals) 42 5.46             229.32            46 5.46             251.16          42 4.06             170.52          46 4.06             186.76          
Commercial V/VI (Industrial) see rates below
Commercial VII (schools) per student 1.48                1.48              0.771 0.771

Industrial Industrial 
THE INDUSTRIAL USAGE REPRESENTS THE AVERAGE OF AN INDUSTRIAL CUSTOMER.

Water Flow ($/1,000 gals)        196,756 2.54             499,760.24     96,368         2.54             244,774.72          196,756 2.79             548,949.24   96,368         2.79             268,866.72   
BOD ($/100 pounds)          17,785 15.11           268,733.16     11,781         15.11           178,010.00            17,785 16.05           285,451.18   11,781         16.05           189,084.09   
TSS ($/100 pounds)            5,412 19.54           105,743.64     4,155           19.54           81,187.92                5,412 21.50           116,350.48   4,155           21.50           89,331.64     

TOTAL INDUSTRIAL 874,237.04     503,972.64   950,750.89   547,282.45   

SEWER RATE COMPARISON

JANUARY WATER USAGE SEPTEMBER WATER USAGE
CURRENT SEWER BILLING FEES FIRST YEAR RATE INCREASE SEWER BILLING FEES

JANUARY WATER USAGE SEPTEMBER WATER USAGE



SEWER RATES
Class/Use Current FY 2016-17 FY 2017-18 FY 2018-19 FY 2019-20 FY 2020-21

Single Family $42.00 $43.60 $47.53 $51.80 $52.84 $53.90 
Multi Family (each unit) 32.34 33.57 36.59 39.89 40.69 41.5

Mobile Home Parks (each space) 33.31 26.63 29.02 31.63 32.27 32.91

Senior Discount 21 21.8 23.76 25.9 26.42 26.95

Commercial I ($/1,000 gals) 3.75 2.79 3.04 3.31 3.38 3.45
Commercial II ($/1,000 gals) 3.59 2.67 2.91 3.17 3.23 3.3
Commercial III ($/1,000 gals) 3.55 2.64 2.88 3.13 3.2 3.26
Commercial IV ($/1,000n gals) 5.46 4.06 4.42 4.82 4.92 5.02

Industrial 
Flow ($/1,000 gals) 2.54 2.79 3.04 3.31 3.38 3.45

BOD ($/100 pounds) 15.11 16.05 17.49 19.07 19.45 19.84
TSS ($/100 pounds) 19.54 21.5 23.44 25.54 26.06 26.58

Schools ($/1000 gals) 1.48 0.771 0.841 0.917 0.935 0.954



 
  

CITY OF TULARE, CA 
AGENDA ITEM TRANSMITTAL SHEET 

 
 
Submitting Department: Administration 
 
For Council Meeting of: June 21, 2016 
 
Documents Attached:    Ordinance    Resolution    Staff Report Other   None  
                
 
AGENDA ITEM:    
Public Hearing to adopt Resolution 16-__ confirming the report and recommendation of the Tu-
lare Downtown Association Board of Directors and levy assessments  for the Tulare Downtown 
Parking and Business Improvement District 2016/2017 Annual Assessments. 
 
IS PUBLIC HEARING REQUIRED:     Yes       No  
 
BACKGROUND/EXPLANATION:     
The City Code requires a public hearing be held annually regarding the work program and pro-
posed assessments to be levied for the Downtown Parking and Business Improvement District.  
By action of the Council, the TIP Board of Directors serves as the Advisory Board of the district 
and administers the program.  The report gives an overview of the current fiscal year activities, 
as well as the program and assessments for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2016.   
 
On June 7, 2016 the City Council adopted resolution 16-___ approving the intent to levy as-
sessments and receiving the draft report of the Tulare Downtown Association Board of Direc-
tors.  The public hearing is the final process in the approval process.  A TDA Board Member, 
will review the report in detail during the public hearing.   
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Adopt Resolution 16-__ confirming the report and recommendation of the Tulare Downtown 
Association Board of Directors and levy assessments for the Tulare Downtown Parking and 
Business Improvement District 2016/2017Annual Assessments. 
 
CITY ATTORNEY REVIEW/COMMENTS:  Yes      N/A 
 
IS ADDITIONAL (NON-BUDGETED) FUNDING REQUIRED:    Yes       No     N/A 
(If yes, please submit required budget appropriation request) 
 
FUNDING SOURCE/ACCOUNT NUMBER: 
 
Submitted by:  Darlene Thompson  Title:     Finance Director 
 
Date:   June 9, 2016     City Manager Approval: __________ 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM: 



TULARE DOWNTOWN ASSOCIATION 

 

 

Annual Report 

 

 

 

2016-2017 

 

Renee Soto, President 

  



TULARE DOWNTOWN ASSOCIATION 

Board of Directors 

 

Member- At-Large Don LeBaron 
830 Sycamore, Tulare, CA 93274, 936-3244 

Member-At-Large Renee Soto–PRESIDENT 2015-2016 
State Farm Insurance, 306 North “K” Street, Tulare, CA 93274, 686-3355 

Terms Expire June 30, 2017 

Zone B   Todd Holmes 
Todd Holmes Insurance, 262 N M St, Tulare, CA 93274 

Terms Expire June 30, 2018 

Zone A   Diana Dodds – SECRETARY 2014-2015 
   WestAmerica Bank, 140 E Tulare Ave, Tulare, CA 93274 

Zone A   Gloria McCauslin 
VIP Pizza, 88 Tower Square, CA 93274, 688-2011 

Terms Expire June 30, 2019 

Zone A   Carlos Melendez 
Unique Enterprises, PO Box 2327, (559)936-3839, melendezdrgn@aol.com 

Zone B   Vishal Nayyar 
The Grocery Store, 536 E Cross Ave, Tulare, CA 93274, (559) 686-8511 

Zone A   Lino Pimentel 
Lino Pimentel Real Estate, 260 N “J” St, Tulare, CA 93274 (559) 688-1900 

Zone A   Christopher Miller 
The Lily Pad Café, 483 N “M” St, Tulare, CA 93274 (559) 310-5085 

Zone B   Jackie Paull 
Life Star Ambulance, 234 N M St, Tulare, CA 93274 (559) 688-2550 

Members-At-Large are appointed by the TDA Board of Directors. When vacancies occur on the Board of Directors, 
they are filled by appointment for the balance of the term by the remaining TDA Board members. 

City Appointments 

City Council  Craig Vejvoda 
Vejvoda Financial Services, 200 North ‘M’ Street, Tulare, CA 93274, 688-2900 

Police Department Sgt. Tim Ramirez 

mailto:melendezdrgn@aol.com


THE PAST 

TDA’s History 

A Parking and Business Improvement Area was established by the Tulare City Council in May 1987. The 
district was formed under the provisions of the Parking and Business Improvement Area Law of 1979 
(AB-1693) as amended by the Parking and Business Improvement Area Law of 1989 (SB-1424). The 
purpose of the district is to promote the economy and physical maintenance of the downtown business 
district in the public interest in order to create jobs, attract new businesses, and prevent erosion and 
blighting of the business district. 

To fund activities, the Council has authorized the levy of assessments upon the businesses which benefit 
from these improvements and activities. The Board of Directors of the Tulare Downtown Association, 
Inc. has been authorized by the City Council to act as an Advisory Board to annually make 
recommendations to the City Council on the expenditure of revenues derived from the levy of 
assessments, on the classification of businesses, and on the method and basis of levying the 
assessments. 

The Tulare Downtown Association, Inc. is a non-profit mutual benefit corporation and is governed by a 
Board of Directors consisting of eleven (11) members. All TDA Board members serve without pay. 
Officers of the Board consist of a President, Vice-President, Secretary, Treasurer, and the Immediate 
Past President which are elected by the Board of Directors at the annual Membership Meeting. Day-to-
day management is conducted by a paid Director. 

 

  



THE PRESENT 

Where TDA is Now 

The fiscal year for the Association begins July 1, and this past year the Association continues aggressive 
pursuit of many goals: 

• Facilitation of a weekly street fair to support the City’s Park and Recreation Departments 
“Concerts in the Park” concert series 

o Facilitation  of the 24-year old “Summer Sally” 
• Guiding a community volunteer committee the annual Children’s Christmas Parade. 
• Producing additional successful events including: 

o Oktoberfest Promotion 
o Cinco de Mayo 

 This year featured the first Annual Best-Dress Chihuahua Contest 
• The TDA has also been involved in efforts to: 

o Reduce homelessness in the downtown business district 
o Participated as part of the Tower Square PBID committee 
o Active participant in the Tulare Chambers “Team Tulare.” 

• TDA continues to maintain a list of properties available in the downtown area and acts as a 
resource. 

• TDA assists its members in addressing issues with which businesses owners are unfamiliar or 
hesitant to address. This last year TDA tackled issues involving: 

o Graffiti removal and control 
o Control of vagrants in downtown common areas 
o Coordinating with police to curtail criminal activity in the downtown 

• Because of state regulation, the TDA established a companion 501(c)(3) organization. 
• The TDA seeks to establish a “Clean and Safe” program for Downtown environs. 

  



THE FUTURE 

Where TDA is Going 

The Tulare Downtown Association plans to continue with its representation of the downtown Business 
and Parking District. Additionally: 

• Current projects include: 
o “Park” Fair — Based on the street fair concept, the Park Fair supports the City’s 

“Concerts in the Park” series. 
o Cinco de Mayo — Continues as a well-attended “kick-off” event for the Association next 

spring. It’s a popular event that continues to expand its offerings. 
o Community Tree Lighting and Parade — The Association will again host the community 

tree-lighting downtown combining the Children’s Christmas Parade with the event. 
o Continue work on implementing the Tower Square PBID. 
o Establish a Clean and Safe program for Downtown Tulare. 
o Work thru the Tulare Downtown Foundation to secure grant funding for building 

upgrade and improvement. 

 

Conclusion: 

The Board will continue to review the events in which it is involved to determine if they are the best 
method for assisting the downtown and will consider changes that will help continue the success of the 
Tulare downtown area. 

  



Tulare City Council 
411 East Kern Avenue 
Tulare, California 93274 

The Tulare Downtown Association Inc. Board of Directors, offers the following recommendations for the 
management and operation of activities associated with the Tulare Parking and Business Area during the 
fiscal year (July 1, 2014-June 30, 2015): 

1. No changes in boundaries or benefit zones. 

2. Continue working with City Staff on projects and business recruitment. 

3. Continue to track real estate and work with realtors. 

4. Work with the City, Code Enforcement and Police Department to control graffiti, vandalism and crime 
in the downtown. 

5. Continue to evaluate the events and special activities this organization produces to address the 
demands of a changing economy and the downtown business community. 

6. Continue to work with the Tulare Chamber of Commerce as well as other organizations and 
individuals in their efforts to encourage growth in Downtown Tulare. 

7. Support efforts to market and develop attractions in the downtown, encourage other groups and 
individuals in producing events and attractions, implement new strategies aligned with existing 
strategies to improve the business climate in the downtown. 

8. Continue efforts to develop cooperative marketing plans with Association members and the 
downtown at large. 

Attached is the approved TDA budget of the cost of providing the improvements and the activities for 
fiscal year 2015/2016. Included are sources of revenue and contributions. 

 

 

Renee Soto, President 
Tulare Downtown Association 

  



 

    

 
 

Annual Budget - Tulare Downtown Association 

 

Jul 1, '16 - June 30, '16 

        

 Ordinary Income/Expense    
  Income    
   401 · District Assessments  $           88,000    

    410 · Promotional Income 20,088   

  Total Income  
 
$108,088   

  Expense    
   700 · Administrative Expenses    
    701 · Liability Insurance  $                            4,571    
    702 · Office Rent 6,000   
    703 · Office Supplies 4,171   
    704 · Other Admin Exp 1,882   
    705.1 · Coordinator 39,695   
    705.2 · Office Assistant Salary 8,500   
    707 · Professional Services 1,600   
    708 · Telephone Expense 1,600   
    715 · Office Equipment Exp 100   
   Total 700 · Administrative Expenses   $  8,119   

   730 · Market Recruit & Retention    
    731 · Conferences  $                            5,000    
    730 · Market Recruit & Retention - Other 2,000    
   Total 730 · Market Recruit & Retention   $   7,000   

   750 · Promotional Expenses   $ 31,669   

   761 · Gift Certificates    $   1,300   

  Total Expense  
 
$108,088   

    

    

    
 



 RESOLUTION 16-____ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TULARE CONFIRMING THE REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATION OF THE ADVISORY BOARD OF THE TULARE DOWNTOWN PARKING AND 
BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT DISTRICT AND ADOPTION OF ASSESSMENTS FOR SAID DISTRICT 

FOR THE 2016/17 FISCAL YEAR. 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has previously adopted Resolution 16-___ establishing June 21, 2016, 
at 7:00 p.m., as the date and hour for a public hearing concerning its intention to levy an annual 
assessment for the 2016/17 fiscal year in connection with the Tulare Downtown Parking and Business 
Improvement District; and 
 

WHEREAS, said public hearing has been conducted and the City Council has reviewed and 
considered the report and recommendation of the Advisory Board of the District with regard to 
improvements and activities to be provided, estimated cost of providing such improvements and 
activities and the method and basis of levying the assessment against businesses within the District for 
said fiscal year; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to confirm the report of said Advisory Committee and to levy 
an assessment for the 2016/17 fiscal year on all businesses located within the Tulare Downtown 
Parking and Business Improvement District. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, as follows, to wit: 
 

1. The City Council confirms the report of the Tulare Downtown Association (TDA) Board of 
Directors, acting as the Advisory Board of the Tulare Downtown Parking and Business 
Improvement District, as said report was originally filed with the City Council. 

 
2. Consistent with said report and its recommendation, the City Council does herewith levy an 

assessment for the 2016/17 fiscal year on all businesses located within said Tulare Downtown 
Parking and Business Improvement District, as more fully set forth in item (1) of said report, a 
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference. 

 
3. Said assessments shall be levied in the time and manner as are consistent with the provisions 

of Chapter 8.48 of the Tulare City Code. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 21st day of June 2016. 
 

      
Mayor of the City of Tulare 

 
ATTEST: 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF TULARE     )  ss. 
CITY OF TULARE            ) 
 
 I, Don Dorman, City Clerk of the City of Tulare, certify the foregoing is the full and true Resolution 16-___ 
passed and adopted by the Council of the City of Tulare at a regular meeting held on June 21, 2016, by the 
following vote:   
 
Aye(s) _____________________________________________________________  
 
Noe(s) ____________________________________ Abstention(s)_________________________ _. 
 
Dated:        DON DORMAN, CITY CLERK 
    
      By Roxanne Yoder, Chief Deputy 



EXHIBIT “A” 
 
 
The Tulare Improvement Program, Incorporated, Board of Directors, offers the following recommenda-
tions for the management and operation of activities associated with the Tulare Parking and Business 
Area during the 2016/17 fiscal year (July 1, 2016 - June 30, 2017): 
 

(1) Recommend no changes in boundaries or benefit zones. 
 

(2) Continue to work closely with city staff, in implementing the program 
of the Downtown Project Area, and to aggressively recruit new 
business to Downtown Tulare. 

 
(3) Continue to carefully track real estate opportunities and challenges, 

assisting and working with real estate professionals. 
 

(4) Continue to work with the city in efforts to control graffiti and other 
vandalism in the downtown.  

 
(5) Continue to produce special events that focus attention and generate 

traffic to the downtown, helping to establish the downtown as the 
cultural center and as a place of activity in the community. 

 
(6) Continue to support the Greater Tulare Chamber of Commerce, as 

well as other organizations and individuals, in their efforts to 
encourage growth in Downtown Tulare. 

 
(7) Continue to support efforts to market and develop attractions in the 

downtown, such as murals, Tower Square, Zumwalt Park activities 
and the beneficial activities produced by various other groups. 
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