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REGULAR MEETING 
Tuesday, December 15, 2015 

DUBLIN CIVIC CENTER, 100 Civic Plaza  

DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL 

A G E N D A    

 Agendas and Staff Reports are posted on the City’s Internet Website (www.dublin.ca.gov) 

 Agendas may be picked up at the City Clerk's Office for no charge, or to request information on being 

placed on the annual subscription list, please call 833-6650. 

 A complete packet of information containing Staff Reports and exhibits related to each item is available 

for public review at least 72 hours prior to a City Council Meeting or, in the event that it is delivered to 

City Councilmembers less than 72 hours prior to a City Council Meeting, as soon as it is so delivered.  

The packet is available in the City Clerk’s Office and also at the Dublin Library.    
CALL TO ORDER & CLOSED SESSION 6:00 P.M. 

 

 I. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS 

  Property: 10+/- acre parcel located about 1,100 feet east of intersection of Fallon Road and Central 
Parkway and south of proposed Central Parkway extension (APN 985-98-2)  

  Agency negotiator:  Chris Foss, City Manager 
  Negotiating parties:  Dublin Unified School District 
  Under negotiation: Price and terms of payment 

 II. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL—ANTICIPATED LITIGATION 

  Initiation of litigation pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision (d) of Section 54956.9: 2 cases 

 III.  PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 

   Title: City Manager 

REGULAR MEETING 7:00 PM 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

2. REPORT ON CLOSED SESSION 

3. ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 

3.1. Selection of Vice Mayor 

The City Council’s policy is to select, in December of each year, a member of the City Council to 
serve as Vice Mayor for a period of one year.  In the absence of the Mayor, the Vice Mayor would 
become Mayor Pro Tempore and would assume the temporary responsibilities of the Mayor. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Determine who shall serve as Vice Mayor for a one-year period. 

3.2. Employee Introduction: Shannan Young, Environmental Coordinator, Public Works 

Department 

A new member of City Staff will be introduced: Shannan Young, Environmental Coordinator in the 
Public Works Department. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Welcome new City of Dublin staff member. 

3.3. Public Comments 
At this time, the public is permitted to address the City Council on non-agendized items.  Please step to the podium and clearly state your 
name for the record.  COMMENTS SHOULD NOT EXCEED THREE (3) MINUTES.  In accordance with State Law, no action or 
discussion may take place on any item not appearing on the posted agenda.  The Council may respond to statements made or questions 
asked, or may request Staff to report back at a future meeting concerning the matter.  Any member of the public may contact the City 
Clerk’s Office related to the proper procedure to place an item on a future City Council agenda.  The exceptions under which the City 
Council MAY discuss and/or take action on items not appearing on the agenda are contained in Government Code Section 
54954.2(b)(1)(2)(3). 
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4. CONSENT CALENDAR 
Consent Calendar items are typically non-controversial in nature and are considered for approval by the City Council with one single 
action.  Members of the audience, Staff or the City Council who would like an item removed from the Consent Calendar for purposes of 
public input may request the Mayor to remove the item. 

4.1. Minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting 

The City Council will consider approval of the minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City 
Council meeting. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Approve the minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City Council meeting. 

4.2. Approval of Tract Improvement Agreement for Tract 7712, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 2 (D.R. 

Horton) 

D.R. Horton has purchased Tract 7712, Wallis Ranch Neighborhood 2 from Development Solutions 
WR, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company.  D.R. Horton has executed a Tract Improvement 
Agreement and posted security to guarantee construction of the on-site improvements associated with 
Tract 7712, allowing the security previously posted by Development Solutions WR, LLC to be 
released. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Adopt the Resolution Approving the Tract Improvement Agreement for Tract 7712, Wallis Ranch, 
Neighborhood 2 with D.R. Horton. 

4.3. Authorization to Re-Bid - Contract #15-08, Fallon Sports Park, Phase II 

The City Council will consider re-bidding Fallon Sports Park Phase II Contract #15-08.  The project 
would provide for two lighted synthetic turf soccer fields, a lighted 90’ baseball diamond, group picnic 
area for 100 people, restroom and concession building, parking and supporting elements as further 
detailed in the report. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Authorize Staff to advertise Fallon Sports Park – Phase II Contract #15-08 for bids with the two bid 
alternates as proposed. 

4.4. Approval of a New Capital Improvement Program (CIP) Project for Tassajara Road 

Realignment and Design, and Approval of Consultant Service Agreement with Mackay & 

Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. 

The City Council will consider a new CIP Project to develop a revised roadway alignment for 
Tassajara Road between the Moller Ranch entrance north of Fallon Road to the City of Dublin’s 
jurisdictional boundary at the Alameda/Contra Costa County limit. This project will also provide a 
conceptual design and cross-section of the roadway from North Dublin Ranch Drive to the City’s 
northerly limit. As Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. has in-depth knowledge about various 
aspects of this project due to their experience with several development projects along Tassajara Road, 
Staff believes it will be the most appropriate firm to prepare the preliminary design.    

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
Approve the addition of the Tassajara Road Realignment and Design Project to the Five Year Capital 
Improvement Plan (CIP No. st0116); approve the Budget Change; and adopt the Resolution 
Approving a Consultant Service Agreement with Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. for 
Providing Technical Assistance on the Tassajara Road Realignment and Design Project. 

4.5. Approval of Improvement Agreement for Sub-Area 3 (Community Nature Park Site) 

The City Council will consider a Park Improvement Agreement with Lennar Homes of California, Inc. 
to construct the 10.75-acre community nature park as identified in the Eastern Dublin Specific Plan 
within the Subarea 3 development. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Adopt the Resolution Approving the Improvement Agreement with Lennar Homes of California, Inc. 
for the Subarea 3 Community Nature Park. 
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4.6. Drought Emergency Continuance 

On March 18, 2014, the City Council adopted a Resolution declaring a State of Emergency in the City 
of Dublin due to extreme drought conditions within the State and City. The City Council will consider 
continuing the State of Emergency for an additional 30 days.  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
By motion, as required by Government Code Section 8630(c), which states that the City Council shall 
review the need for continuing a local emergency at least once every 30 days until the governing body 
terminates the local emergency, continue the State of Emergency that was declared on March 18, 2014, 
based on the fact that extreme drought conditions continue to exist within both the State of California 
and City of Dublin, and the threat to the safety and welfare of Dublin residents remains.  

4.7. Request for Authorization to Use UNICOR for the Recycling of City Electronic Waste and 

Surplus Computer Equipment 

The City generates electronic waste in the form of surplus computers, monitors, printers and other 
items that have reached the end of useful life.  The City strives to dispose of these items in an 
environmentally responsible manner.  It is proposed to use UNICOR for the recycling of electronic 
waste identified as beyond the useful life. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Adopt the Resolution Authorizing the Use of UNICOR for the Recycling of City Electronic Waste and 
Surplus Computer Equipment. 

4.8. Payment Issuance Report and Electronic Funds Transfers 

The City Council will receive a listing of payments issued from November 1, 2015 – November 30, 
2015 totaling $11,782,130.87. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Receive the report. 

4.9. Appointment to Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District 

The City Council will consider Mayor’s recommendation to re-appoint of Rich Guarienti as the City of 
Dublin appointee to the Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Accept the Mayor’s recommendation and adopt the Resolution Making an Appointment to the 
Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District Board of Trustees. 

4.10. Approval of Final Map and Tract Improvement Agreement, and Acceptance of Park Land 

Dedication In-Lieu Credits for Park Land Dedication Requirements for Tract 7713, Wallis 

Ranch, Neighborhood 3 (Taylor Morrison of California, LLC) 

Taylor Morrison of California, LLC, is filing a Final Map for Tract 7713 (Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 
3) to create 74 lots for the construction of 74 homes.  Tract 7713 is bounded on north by Stags Leap 
Lane, on the south by Wallis Ranch Drive, on the west by open space, and on the east by Kenwood 
Road. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Adopt the Resolution Approving Final Map and Tract Improvement Agreement for Tract 7713, Wallis 
Ranch, Neighborhood 3; and adopt the Resolution Accepting Park Land Dedication In-Lieu Credits 
for Park Land Dedication Requirements for Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 3. 

4.11. Annual Report of Developer Impact Fee Funds Deposits: Pursuant to Government Code Sections 

66002, 66006 and 66008 (AB 1600) 

State law requires the City to review and report on an annual basis the status of Development Fees 
collected to finance public improvements.  The report covers activity which occurred in these funds 
during Fiscal Year 2014-15.  The analysis has determined that all funds held for more than five years 
are necessary to complete identified projects. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Accept the Annual Report of Developer Impact Fee Funds for the Year Ended June 30, 2015; and 
adopt the Resolution Making Findings Regarding Unexpended Traffic Mitigation Contributions and 
Downtown Traffic Impact Fees for Fiscal Year 2014-15. 
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4.12. Amendments to Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 5.58 (Medical Marijuana Dispensaries), 

Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts and Permitted Uses of Land) 

PLPA-2015-00056 

Several new state laws regarding medical marijuana activities will go into effect in 2016, including 
Assembly Bill 243 (“AB 243”), which establishes a dual licensing structure for medical marijuana 
cultivation.  A person wishing to cultivate medical marijuana must receive a license from the 
California Department of Food & Agriculture (“DFA”), as well as a license, permit or entitlement from 
the local jurisdiction where the cultivation is to take place. However, AB 266 provides that if a local 
jurisdiction does not have a land use regulation or an ordinance prohibiting or regulating medical 
marijuana cultivation in effect before March 1, 2016, then the DFA will be the sole licensing authority 
for the medical marijuana cultivation in that jurisdiction.  The primary purpose of the proposed 
ordinance is to ensure the City retains local control over medical marijuana cultivation by restricting it 
prior to the March 1, 2016 deadline.  In addition, the proposed ordinance adds the City’s existing 
prohibition on medical marijuana dispensaries to the Zoning Ordinance and prohibits the delivery of 
medical marijuana within the City. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Waive the reading and INTRODUCE an Ordinance Amending Chapter 5.58 (Medical Marijuana 
Dispensaries), Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts and Permitted Uses of 
Land) of the Dublin Municipal Code to regulate medical marijuana dispensaries, deliveries and 
cultivation within the City of Dublin.  

4.13. Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and Annual Audit for Fiscal Year Ending 

June 30, 2015 and Supplemental Reports Completed by the Auditors 

The City of Dublin has compiled and published its Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR), 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.  This report includes financial statements prepared by City 
staff along with the audit prepared by Maze and Associates Accountancy Corporation (Maze), the 
independent auditors selected by the City Council.  The CAFR is a report which encompasses 
information beyond minimum financial reporting requirements.  The Auditors have provided a “clean 
opinion” based on their review.  The report has also been reviewed by the City Council Ad-Hoc Audit 
Subcommittee.  The Auditors have also completed the following five supplemental reports: 1) a 
compliance audit of Alameda County Transportation Measure B Funds; 2) a compliance audit of the 
Alameda County Transportation Commission Fund (ACTC-VRF) Program; 3) a compliance audit of 
Alameda County Transportation Measure BB Funds; 4) a compliance audit of the State of California 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Program; and 5) a review of the City’s Annual Appropriations 
Limit Calculation.   

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Receive and file the reports. 
 

5. WRITTEN COMMUNICATION 

5.1. Request from Cricket for Cubs to Construct Cricket Batting Cages at Emerald Glen Park 

The City Council will consider a written request from Cricket for Cubs to construct batting cages for 
cricket at Emerald Glen Park.   

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Approve the request from Cricket for Cubs to construct two batting cages at Emerald Glen Park and 
direct the City Manager to develop and execute an Improvement and Use Agreement with Cricket for 
Cubs. 

5.2. Informational Report on the City’s Development Impact, In-Lieu Fees, and Other Fee Programs, 

including Community Benefits  

The City Council will receive an informational report on the City’s fee programs, including the 
development impact fee and in-lieu programs, as well as community benefit programs. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
Receive the report. 
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6. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

6.1. Schaefer Ranch General Plan Amendment, Planned Development Rezone with related Stage 1 

and Stage 2 Development Plan, Site Development Review, Vesting Tentative Map 8136 to Create 

19 Single-Family Lots, and a CEQA Addendum (PLPA 2012-00013) 

The City Council will consider an application by Schaefer Ranch Holdings LLC (Discovery Builders) 

for a General Plan Amendment and Planned Development Zoning with a Stage 1 and Stage 2 

Development Plan to change the land use designation and zoning of 17.30 acres designated as Estate 

Residential and originally approved for six residential estate lots and common areas, to 7.04 acres 

designated as Single-Family Residential for 19 single-family detached homes and 10.26 acres 

designated as Open Space. This proposal results in a net increase of 13 homes to a total of 419 

homes, which is below the 474 homes originally anticipated within the Schaefer Ranch project. The 

application also includes a Site Development Review Permit and Vesting Tentative Map for the 

proposed homes on the 19 lots. A CEQA Addendum was prepared for this project described above 

and for a 1.14 acre area at the end of Ridgeline Place contemplated for a future General Plan 

Amendment. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Conduct the public hearing, deliberate, and adopt the Resolution Adopting a CEQA Addendum 
and a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 and a portion of Unit 
1 Project; adopt the Resolution Approving a General Plan Amendment for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 
Project; waive the reading and INTRODUCE an Ordinance Rezoning the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 
Project site to PD-Planned Development and approving a related Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development 
Plan; and adopt the Resolution Approving a Site Development Review Permit and Vesting 
Tentative Subdivision Tract Map 8136 for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project. 
 

7. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

7.1. Volunteer Recognition Event Invitation and Awards 

The City Council will consider recommendations from the Volunteer Recognition Event Ad-Hoc 
Committee to extend invitations to leadership of Dublin-based non-profit organizations, and reposition 
the Mayor’s Award as the Mayor’s Legacy Award. 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Agree to distribute invitations to the leadership of Dublin-based non-profit organizations, and approve 
repositioning the Mayor’s Award. 
 

8. NEW BUSINESS 

8.1. City Councilmember Dublin Pride Week Committee Appointments 

The City Council will consider appointing two of its members to the 2016 Dublin Pride Week 
Committee for a limited term beginning January 2016 and ending December 2016. The Dublin Pride 
Week Committee plans and prepares this annual event, which seeks to engage individuals and/ or 
groups in action- based activities to help improve the community. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  
Discuss the appointment of two Councilmember to the Dublin Pride Week Committee and confirm the 
appointments for the limited term of January 2016 through December 2016. 

8.2. Appointment of Delegate to Attend the National League of Cities Congressional City Conference 

and Designation of Voting Delegate for the 2016 Congress of Cities and Exposition 

The City Council will consider appointing one of its members as a delegate, and one as an alternate, to 
attend the National League of Cities (NLC) Congressional City Conference in March 2016, and 
appointing a voting delegate, and an alternate, to attend and vote, on the City's behalf, at the 2016 
Congress of Cities and Exposition in November of 2016. 
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
Review and discuss appointing one of its members as a delegate, and one as an alternate, to attend the 
National League of Cities (NLC) Congressional City Conference in March 2016, and appoint a voting 
delegate, and an alternate, to attend and vote on the City's behalf at the Congress of Cities and 
Exposition in November of 2016. 
 

9. OTHER BUSINESS - Brief INFORMATION ONLY reports from Council and/or Staff, including 
Committee Reports and Reports by Council related to Meetings Attended at City Expense (AB1234). 

 

10. ADJOURNMENT - In memory of Staff Sgt. Sean Diamond and our fallen troops. 

This AGENDA is posted in accordance with Government Code Section 54954.2(a) 

If requested, pursuant to Government Code Section 54953.2, this agenda shall be made available in appropriate alternative formats 
to persons with a disability, as required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Section 12132), 
and the federal rules and regulations adopted in implementation thereof.  To make a request for disability-related modification or 
accommodation, please contact the City Clerk’s Office (925) 833-6650 at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting. 

 

Mission 

 

The City of Dublin promotes and supports a high quality of life, ensures a safe and secure environment, and fosters new 

opportunities. 

Vision 

 

Dublin is a vibrant city committed to its citizens, natural resources and cultural heritage. As Dublin grows, it will balance history 

with progress, to sustain an enlightened, economically balanced and diverse community. 

 

Dublin is unified in its belief that an engaged and informed community encourages innovation in all aspects of City life, including 

programs to strengthen our economic vitality, and preserve our natural surroundings through environmental stewardship and 

sustainability. Dublin is dedicated to promoting an active and healthy lifestyle through the creation of first-class recreational 

opportunities, facilities and programs. 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File # 610-20  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Selection of Vice Mayor 
Prepared by Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk/Records Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 

The City Council’s policy is to select, in December of each year, a member of the City Council to 
serve as Vice Mayor for a period of one year.  In the absence of the Mayor, the Vice Mayor 
would become Mayor Pro Tempore and would assume the temporary responsibilities of the 
Mayor. 
 

FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 

None. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:   
 

Staff recommends that the City Council determine who shall serve as Vice Mayor for a one-year 
period. 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 

Since 1996, the City Council's policy has been to select, in December of each year, a member 
of the City Council to serve as Vice Mayor for a period of one year (Attachment 1).  In the 
absence of the Mayor, the Vice Mayor would become Mayor Pro Tempore and would assume 
the temporary responsibilities of the Mayor. 
 

NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 

Noticing not required. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Resolution No. 5-96 Establishing Rules for the Selection of Vice 

Mayor and Repealing Resolution No. 5-87 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #700-10  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Employee Introduction: Shannan Young, Environmental Coordinator, Public 
Works Department 
Prepared by Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk/Records Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
A new member of City Staff will be introduced: Shannan Young, Environmental Coordinator in 
the Public Works Department. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Welcome City of Dublin staff member. 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
 

DESCRIPTION:  

 
New City of Dublin Staff member Shannan Young, Environmental Coordinator in the Public 
Works Department, will be introduced to the City Council. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:    

 

None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:   None. 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File # 610-10  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting 
Prepared by Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk/Records Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City Council will consider approval of the minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City 
Council meeting. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Approve the minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City Council meeting. 
 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 
The City Council will consider approval of the minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City 
Council meeting. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:    

 

None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Draft Minutes of the November 17, 2015 Regular City Council 

Meeting 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 1 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

   MINUTES OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
 OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 
REGULAR MEETING –NOVEMBER 17, 2015  

 
 
A regular meeting of the Dublin City Council was held on Tuesday, November 17, 2015, in the 
City Council Chambers of the Dublin Civic Center.  The meeting was called to order at 7:03 
p.m., by Mayor Haubert. 

 
ROLL CALL 
 
PRESENT:  Councilmembers Biddle, Gupta, Hart, Wehrenberg, and Mayor Haubert 
ABSENT:   None 

 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
The pledge of allegiance to the flag was recited by the City Council, Staff and those present. 
 

 
 
City Manager Foss stated the applicant for Item 6.1 asked that the item pulled and heard at a 
future meeting. 
 

 
 
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Recognition of 2015 Inside Dublin Participants 
 
7:04 p.m. 3.1 
 
The City Council recognized the 2015 Inside Dublin participants. 

 
 
Appointments to Human Services Commission 
 
7:08 p.m. 3.2 
 
On motion of Vm. Gupta, seconded by Cm. Biddle and by unanimous vote, the City Council 
confirmed the Mayor’s appointments of Mr. Fiedler and Ms. Songey for appointment to the 
Human Services Commission. 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 2 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

 
 

Public Comments 
 
7:14 p.m. 
 
Dan Scannell, Dublin resident, provided public comment. 
 
Simon Harrison, Dublin resident, provided public comment. 
 
David Bewley, Dublin resident, provided public comment. 
 
Marvin Nushwat provided public comment. 
 

 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
7:27 p.m. Items 4.1 through 4.16 
 
Cm. Hart pulled Item 4.2 for further discussion. 
 
City Manager Foss pulled Item 4.15 for further discussion. 
 
On motion of Vm. Gupta, seconded by Cm. Hart, and by unanimous vote, the City Council took 
the following actions: 
 
 
Approved 4.1 Minutes of the November 3, 2015 Regular City Council Meeting 
 
 
Received 4.3 Payment Issuance Report and Electronic Funds Transfers 
 
 
Adopted 4.4 

RESOLUTION NO. 172 - 15 
 

ACCEPTING THE TRACT IMPROVEMENTS AND 
APPROVING THE REGULATORY TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 

FOR TRACT 8024, JORDAN RANCH 
 
 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 3 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

Adopted 4.5 
RESOLUTION NO. 173 - 15 

 
AUTHORIZING STAFF TO PROCURE TWO POLICE VEHICLES FROM LIVERMORE FORD 

LINCOLN AND DECLARING VEHICLES REPLACED AS SURPLUS PROPERTY 
 
 

Adopted 4.6 
RESOLUTION NO. 174 - 15 

 
ACCEPTING THE TRACT IMPROVEMENTS 

AND APPROVING THE REGULATORY TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES 
FOR TRACT 8073, JORDAN RANCH 

 
 

Adopted 4.7 
RESOLUTION NO. 175 - 15 

 
APPROVING FINAL MAP AND TRACT IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT 

FOR TRACT 7714, WALLIS RANCH, NEIGHBORHOOD 4 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 176 - 15 
 

ACCEPTING PARK LAND DEDICATION IN-LIEU CREDITS FOR 
PARK LAND DEDICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 

 TRACT 7714, WALLIS RANCH, NEIGHBORHOOD 4 
 

 
Adopted 4.8 

RESOLUTION NO. 177 - 15 
 

APPROVING FINAL MAP AND TRACT IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT 
FOR TRACT 8170, WALLIS RANCH, NEIGHBORHOOD 7 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 178 - 15 

 
ACCEPTING PARK LAND DEDICATION IN-LIEU CREDITS FOR 

PARK LAND DEDICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 
 TRACT 8170, WALLIS RANCH, NEIGHBORHOOD 7 

 
 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 4 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

Adopted 4.9 
RESOLUTION NO. 179 - 15 

 
APPROVING CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENTS WITH BFS LANDSCAPE 

ARCHITECTS; ENVIRONMENTAL FORESIGHT, INC.; GATES + ASSOCIATES; PGA 
DESIGN, INC; RRM DESIGN GROUP; AND WALLACE ROBERTS & TODD, LLC  

FOR ON-CALL LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL SERVICES 
 
 

Continued 4.10 by motion as required by Government Code Section 8630(c), which states that 
the City Council shall review the need for continuing a local emergency at least once every 30 
days until the governing body terminates the local emergency, the State of Emergency that was 
declared on March 18, 2014, based on the fact that extreme drought conditions continue to exist 
within both the State of California and the City of Dublin, and the threat to the safety and welfare 
of Dublin residents remains. 
 
 
Adopted 4.11 

RESOLUTION NO. 180 - 15 
 

APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT WITH THE STATE 
OF CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS) FOR THE SAN 

RAMON ROAD BYPASS STORM DRAIN PROJECT, CIP NO. ST1212 
 
 

Accepted 4.12 the traffic safety grant for the “Avoid the 21” DUI Campaign. 
 
 
Adopted 4.13 

RESOLUTION NO. 181 - 15 
 

AGREEMENT WITH GHD FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES TO DEVELOP A TRUE COST 
OF OWNERSHIP ANALYSIS FOR THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 
 
Approved 4.14 the Addition of the Dublin Sports Grounds Renovation Project to the Five Year 
Capital Improvement Plan (CIP No. PK0416); and approve the budget change. 
 
 
Adopted 4.16 

RESOLUTION NO. 182 - 15 
 

APPROVING THE IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT WITH BJP-ROF JORDAN RANCH, LLC 
FOR JORDAN RANCH NEIGHBORHOOD PARK 

 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 5 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

 
 
Cm. Hart pulled Item 4.2, City Treasurer's Informational Report of Investments for the Quarter 
Ending September 30, 2015, for further discussion. 
 
On motion of Cm. Hart, seconded by Cm. Biddle and by unanimous vote, the City Council 
received the City Treasurer's Informational Report of Investments for the Quarter Ending 
September 30, 2015. 

 
 
City Manager Foss pulled Item 4.15, Fiscal Year 2015-16 1st Quarter Financial Review, for 
further discussion. 
 
On motion of Cm. Hart, seconded by Vm Gupta, and by unanimous vote, the City Council 
approved the Budget Change for FY 2015-16, and received the updated 10-Year General Fund 
Forecast. 

 
 
WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS – None. 
 

 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
Schaefer Ranch General Plan Amendment, Planned Development Rezone with Related 
Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development Plan, Site Development Review, Vesting Tentative Map 
8136 to Create 19 Single-Family Lots, and a CEQA Addendum (PLPA 2012-00013) 
 
7:50 p.m. 6.1 
 
This item was postponed to a later date. 
 

 
 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS  
 
Community Benefit Agreement between the City of Dublin and Trumark 
Homes LLC For a 60-unit residential project at 7144 Regional Street (PLPA-2015-00017) 
 
7:50 P.M. 7.1 
 
Bruce Griffin, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Marie Marshall, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 6 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

 
Ganesan Ramu provided public comment on this item. 
 
Bharkar Tetali provided public comment on this item. 
 
Raju V. provided public comment on this item. 
 
Marcie Schwartz, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Ramoncito Firmeza, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Vic DeMelo provided public comment on this item. 
 
Janeen Wheeler provided public comment on this item. 
 
Matt Burdusis, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Rick Sanciangco, Chamber of Commerce representative, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Gopal Damsdaran provided public comment on this item. 
 
Suresh Swadrakasam, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Lisa Bradshaw, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Billie Withrow, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
David Bewley, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Simon Harrison, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Christie Silva, Dublin resident, provided written comment on this item. 
 
Margaret Liang provided written comment on this item. 
 
Marlene Massetti, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
Morgan King, Dublin resident, provided public comment on this item. 
 
On motion of Cm. Biddle, seconded by Vm. Gupta and by majority vote (Cm. Hart voting no, 
Mayor Haubert abstaining) the City Council adopted 
 



  

 DUBLIN CITY COUNCIL MINUTES 7 
VOLUME 34 

REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 17, 2015 

RESOLUTION NO.183 - 15 
 

APPROVING THE COMMUNITY BENEFIT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF DUBLIN 
AND TRUMARK HOMES LLC FOR A 60-UNIT RESIDENTIAL PROJECT AT 7144 

REGIONAL STREET (PLPA-2015-00017) 
 

and directed Staff to return with information regarding the community benefit process. 
 

 
 
NEW BUSINESS – None. 
 

 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
10:48 p.m. 
 
Brief information only reports were provided by the City Council and Staff, including committee 
reports and reports by City Council related meetings attended by City expense (AB1234). 
 
By consensus, the City Council asked Staff to return with an update on the County Courthouse, 
and Rules of Conduct at City Council meetings; they also agreed to cancel the December 1, 
2015 Regular City Council meeting.  
 

 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
10.1 
 
There being no further business to come before the City Council, the meeting was adjourned at 
11:01 p.m. in memory of Staff Sgt. Sean Diamond and our fallen troops. 
 
Minutes prepared by Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk/Records Manager.  
 
 
 
       _________________________________ 
          Mayor 
 
ATTEST: ___________________________ 
           City Clerk 
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-60  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Approval of Tract Improvement Agreement for Tract 7712, Wallis Ranch, 
Neighborhood 2 (D.R. Horton) 
Prepared by Ananthan Kanagasundaram, Acting Senior Civil Engineer 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
D.R. Horton has purchased Tract 7712, Wallis Ranch Neighborhood 2 from Development 
Solutions WR, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company.  D.R. Horton has executed a Tract 
Improvement Agreement and posted security to guarantee construction of the on-site 
improvements associated with Tract 7712, allowing the security previously posted by 
Development Solutions WR, LLC to be released. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
D.R. Horton has signed a Tract Improvement Agreement and has posted bonds to guarantee 
the construction of on-site improvements within Tract 7712.  D.R. Horton will be responsible for 
all construction inspection costs related to the on-site improvements required for Tract 7712.  
The Homeowners’ Association will be responsible for maintaining the private streets and project-
related landscape features. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the Resolution Approving the Tract Improvement 
Agreement for Tract 7712, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 2 with D.R. Horton. 
 
 
       
 Submitted By Reviewed By 
 Public Works Director Assistant City Manager 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
Development Solutions WR, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company, the owner of Tract 
7712, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 2, entered into a Tract Improvement Agreement with the City 
on October 20, 2015, to construct on-site tract improvements associated with Tract 7712.  Tract 
7712 created 101 individual lots (Attachment 1).  Development Solutions WR, LLC, has not 
commenced construction of the on-site improvements within Tract 7712.   
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Development Solutions WR, LLC, has sold Tract 7712 to D.R. Horton and wishes to transfer the 
obligations under the original Tract Improvement Agreement.  Per Section 6 of the Tract 
Improvement Agreement, the City must approve all such assignments of rights, interests and 
obligations.  
 
Development Solutions WR, LLC, previously provided a Faithful Performance Bond and a Labor 
and Materials Bond, as summarized below, for the construction of the on-site improvements 
associated with Tract 7712.  D.R. Horton has provided equivalent replacement bonds. 
 

 
Bond 

 
Developer 

Bond 
Number 

 
Amount of Bond 

 
Status 

Faithful Performance 
Bond 

Development 
Solutions WR 

 
K09217198 

 
$ 2,248,921.00  

To Be 
Released 

Labor & Materials 
Bond 

Development 
Solutions WR 

 
K09217198 

 
$ 2,248,921.00  

To Be 
Released 

Faithful Performance 
Bond 

 
D.R. Horton 

 
SU1135885 

 
$ 2,248,921.00  

 
Submitted 

Labor & Materials 
Bond 

 
D.R. Horton 

 
SU1135885 

 
$ 2,248,921.00  

 
Submitted 

 
D.R. Horton will be responsible for all construction inspection costs related to the on-site 
improvements required for Tract 7712.  All streets internal to Tract 7712 will be privately owned 
and maintained by the Homeowner’s Association.  Upon approval of the Tract Improvement 
Agreement with D.R. Horton, the City may authorize the release of the bonds provided by 
Development Solutions WR, LLC, for Tract 7712 On-Site Improvements.   

 
Staff has prepared a Resolution Approving the Tract Improvement Agreement for Tract 7712, 
Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 2 (Attachments 2 and 3). 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
Public noticing occurred as part of the Tentative Map process.  Copies of this report have been 
provided to D.R. Horton and Development Solutions WR, LLC. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Copy of Final Tract Map 7712 
 2. Resolution Approving Tract Improvement Agreement for Tract 7712, 

Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 2 
 3. Exhibit “A” to Resolution, Tract Improvement Agreement, Tract 7712 



TRACT 7712

CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS' STATEMENT:
I, ANIKA CAMPBELL-BELTON, CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS FOR THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, DO HEREBY STATE, AS CHECKED BELOW, THAT:

□ AN APPROVED BOND HAS BEEN FILED WITH THE SUPERVISORS OF SAID COUNTY AND STATE IN THE AMOUNT OF
$___________ CONDITIONED FOR THE PAYMENT OF ALL TAXES AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS COLLECTED AS TAXES,
APPROVED BY SAID LOCAL BOARD IN SAID AMOUNT.

□ ALL TAXES AND SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS COLLECTED AS TAXES HAVE BEEN PAID AS CERTIFIED BY THE            
TREASURER-TAX COLLECTOR  OF THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I HAVE HEREUNTO SET MY HAND THIS _____ DAY OF ____________, 2015.

ANIKA CAMPBELL-BELTON
CLERK OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

BY:  
DEPUTY COUNTY CLERK

COUNTY RECORDER'S STATEMENT:
FILED FOR RECORD THIS  DAY OF , 2015 AT M., IN BOOK                  OF MAPS AT
PAGES  THROUGH     , UNDER SERIES NO.  AT THE REQUEST OF
FIDELITY NATIONAL TITLE GROUP IN THE OFFICE OF THE COUNTY RECORDER OF THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA.

FEE:  $_____________

STEVE MANNING                        
COUNTY RECORDER IN AND FOR THE COUNTY
OF  ALAMEDA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

BY:  

CITY CLERK'S STATEMENT:
I, CAROLINE SOTO, CITY CLERK AND CLERK OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, DO HEREBY STATE THAT THE HEREIN EMBODIED FINAL MAP ENTITLED: “TRACT 7712, CITY OF DUBLIN,
ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA”, CONSISTING OF SEVEN (7) SHEETS, THIS STATEMENT BEING UPON SHEET ONE (1)
THEREOF, WAS PRESENTED TO SAID COUNCIL AS PROVIDED BY RESOLUTION NO.               AT A MEETING HELD ON THE
DAY OF                            , 2015, AND THAT SAID COUNCIL DID THEREUPON APPROVE SAID FINAL MAP, AND DID
ACCEPT, SUBJECT TO IMPROVEMENTS, ON BEHALF OF THE PUBLIC,  THE PUBLIC SERVICE EASEMENT (PSE), AND THE
EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS EASEMENT (EVAE).

I FURTHER STATE THAT ALL AGREEMENTS AND SURETY AS REQUIRED BY LAW TO ACCOMPANY THE WITHIN FINAL MAP
HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN AND ARE FILED IN MY OFFICE.

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I HAVE HEREUNTO SET MY HAND THIS _____ DAY OF ______________, 2015.

CAROLINE SOTO
CITY CLERK AND CLERK OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN,
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

OWNER'S STATEMENT:
THE UNDERSIGNED DOES HEREBY STATE THAT THEY ARE THE OWNER OF ALL THE LANDS DELINEATED AND EMBRACED
WITHIN THE BOUNDARY LINES UPON THE HEREIN EMBODIED FINAL MAP ENTITLED: "TRACT 7712, CITY OF DUBLIN,
ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA”, CONSISTING OF SEVEN (7) SHEETS, THIS STATEMENT BEING UPON SHEET ONE (1)
THEREOF; THAT THEY HAVE CAUSED SAID MAP TO BE PREPARED FOR RECORD AND DOES CONSENT TO THE MAKING AND
RECORDATION OF SAID MAP; AND THAT SAID MAP DOES PARTICULARLY SET FORTH AND DESCRIBE ALL PARCELS BY
THEIR NUMBER, ALPHABETIC DESIGNATION, BEARINGS, AND DISTANCES.

THE REAL PROPERTY DESCRIBED BELOW ARE DEDICATED AS EASEMENTS FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES:

1. THE AREAS IN, UNDER, ALONG, AND ACROSS ANY AREA OR STRIP OF LAND DESIGNATED AS PUBLIC SERVICE
EASEMENTS (PSE), AS DELINEATED AND EMBRACED WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF THE HEREIN EMBODIED MAP,
DEDICATED TO THE CITY OF DUBLIN FOREVER FOR THE "PURPOSES OF PUBLIC SERVICES" (AS HEREIN DEFINED). THE
"PURPOSES OF PUBLIC SERVICES" SHALL INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION, RECONSTRUCTION, REMOVING, REPLACING,
MAINTAINING, OPERATING, AND USING "PUBLIC SERVICE FACILITIES" (AS DEFINED HEREIN), AND ACCESS THROUGH THE
PUBLIC SERVICE EASEMENT FOR THESE PURPOSES. "PUBLIC SERVICE FACILITIES" SHALL INCLUDE PUBLIC UTILITIES, FIRE
HYDRANTS, ELECTROLIERS, IRRIGATION SYSTEMS, SIGNS AND TRAFFIC SIGNALS, AND ALL NECESSARY APPURTENANCES
THERETO SUCH AS BRACES, CONNECTIONS, FASTENINGS, APPLIANCES, AND FIXTURES FOR USE IN CONNECTION
THEREWITH. ALL PUBLIC SERVICE EASEMENTS SHALL BE KEPT OPEN AND FREE FROM BUILDINGS OR STRUCTURES OF
ANY KIND, WITH THE SOLE EXCEPTION OF PUBLIC SERVICE FACILITIES. ALL PUBLIC SERVICE EASEMENTS SHALL BE
CONSIDERED PUBLIC "WAYS" AS THAT TERM IS USED IN CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE SECTION 6202, AND ALL
PUBLIC UTILITIES HOLDING A VALID FRANCHISE FROM THE CITY SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT TO USE THE PUBLIC SERVICE
EASEMENTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE TERMS OF THE FRANCHISE.

2. THE AREAS DESIGNATED AS EMERGENCY VEHICLE ACCESS EASEMENT (EVAE) AS SHOWN UPON SAID MAP, FOR
THE PURPOSE SHOWN ON THE FINAL MAP OF INGRESS AND EGRESS OF EMERGENCY VEHICLES.

AND SAID OWNER DOES HEREBY DECLARE THAT THE AREAS DESIGNATED AS "ATLAS PEAK DRIVE", "OAK KNOLL DRIVE"
"MEI FONG COURT", AND "WINDSOR WAY" ARE FOR THE PURPOSE OF PRIVATE ACCESS (PAE), INGRESS, EGRESS, AND
PRIVATE UTILITIES, INCLUDING ALL RELATED APPURTENANCES HERETO, TO THE LOTS OF TRACT 7712, AND ARE NOT
HEREBY OFFERED FOR DEDICATION TO THE PUBLIC. MAINTENANCE OF SAID AREAS TO BE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE
MASTER HOME OWNER'S ASSOCIATION OF TRACT 8252, AS DEFINED IN THE COVENANTS, CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS
OF TRACT 8252.

THE AREAS DESIGNATED AS DUBLIN SAN RAMON SERVICES DISTRICT (DSRSD) ARE HEREBY DEDICATED BY SEPARATE
INSTRUMENT TO DUBLIN SAN RAMON SERVICES DISTRICT (DSRSD), OR ITS DESIGNEE IN GROSS, AS A SUBSURFACE
EASEMENT AND SURFACE EASEMENT FOR POTABLE AND RECYCLED WATER AND SANITARY SEWER PURPOSES,
INCLUDING ACCESS THERETO, FOR THE CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, REPAIR AND REPLACEMENTS OF
WORKS, IMPROVEMENTS, AND STRUCTURES, AND THE CLEARING OF OBSTRUCTIONS AND VEGETATION. NO BUILDING OR
STRUCTURE MAY BE PLACED ON SAID EASEMENT, NOR SHALL ANYTHING DONE THEREIN, NOR ACCESS RESTRICTED
THERETO WHICH MAY INTERFERE WITH DSRSD'S FULL ENJOYMENT OF SAID EASEMENT. ACCEPTANCE OF SAID EASEMENT
WILL BE BY SEPARATE INSTRUMENT.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE UNDERSIGNED HAVE EXECUTED THIS STATEMENT ON THE ______ DAY OF
_______________________, 2015.

AS OWNERS:
DEVELOPMENT SOLUTIONS WR, LLC, A DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

BY:

NAME:

TITLE:

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL
WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR
VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  }
COUNTY OF                     }

ON , 2015, BEFORE ME        , A NOTARY PUBLIC,
DATE   HERE INSERT NAME AND THE TITLE OF THE OFFICER

 PERSONALLY APPEARED
NAME(S) OF SIGNER(S)

WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON(S) WHOSE NAME(S) IS/ARE
SUBSCRIBED TO THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE/SHE/THEY EXECUTED THE SAME IN
HIS/HER/THEIR AUTHORIZED CAPACITY(IES), AND BY HIS/HER/THEIR SIGNATURE(S) ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON(S),
OR ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON(S) ACTED, EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT.

II CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING
PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND:

SIGNATURE:  

PRINTED NAME, NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE

PRINCIPAL COUNTY OF BUSINESS:  

COMMISSION EXPIRES:  

COMMISSION # OF NOTARY:  

TRUSTEE'S STATEMENT:
THE UNDERSIGNED, CHICAGO TITLE COMPANY AS TRUSTEE UNDER THE DEED OF TRUST RECORDED OCTOBER 28, 2014,
AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2014261108, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, CONSENTS TO THE
PREPARATION AND FILING OF THIS MAP OF TRACT 7712, AND JOINS IN ALL OFFERS OF DEDICATION HEREIN.

BY:   BY:  

PRINTED NAME & TITLE: PRINTED NAME & TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 

TRUSTEE'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL
WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR
VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  }
COUNTY OF                     }

ON , 2015, BEFORE ME        , A NOTARY PUBLIC,
PERSONALLY APPEARED
WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON WHOSE NAME IS SUBSCRIBED TO
THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS AUTHORIZED CAPACITY, AND
BY HIS SIGNATURE ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON, OR ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON ACTED,
EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT.

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING
PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND:

SIGNATURE:  

PRINTED NAME, NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE

PRINCIPAL COUNTY OF BUSINESS:  

COMMISSION EXPIRES:  

COMMISSION # OF NOTARY:  



TITLE REPORT EXCEPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS :
AT THE DATE HEREOF, ITEMS TO BE CONSIDERED AND EXCEPTIONS TO COVERAGE IN ADDITION TO THE PRINTED
EXCEPTIONS AND EXCLUSIONS IN SAID POLICY FORM WOULD BE AS FOLLOWS:

1. THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "AGREEMENT, ESTOPPEL CERTIFICATE,
DUBLIN RANCH DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT", RECORDED APRIL 10, 2002 AS SERIES NO. 2002158247, ALAMEDA COUNTY
OFFICIAL RECORDS.

2. THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT", RECORDED
DECEMBER 16, 2003 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2003728503, ALAMEDA COUNTY OFFICIAL RECORDS.
         
THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "AMENDMENT TO MASTER DEVELOPMENT
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF DUBLIN AND THE LIN FAMILY FOR THE DUBLIN RANCH PROJECT", RECORDED
OCTOBER 21, 2005 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2005455429 ALAMEDA COUNTY OFFICIAL RECORDS.

3. THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "DECLARATION OF CC&R'S AND
RESTRICTIONS", RECORDED DECEMBER 16, 2003 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2003728505 ALAMEDA COUNTY OFFICIAL RECORDS.

4. THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED, "PRE-ANNEXATION AGREEMENT BETWEEN
CITY OF DUBLIN AND THE LIN FAMILY FOR THE WALLIS PROPERTY", EXECUTED BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF DUBLIN, A
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION AND CHANG SU-O-LIN (ALSO KNOWN AS JENNIFER LIN), A MARRIED WOMAN RECORDED MAY 12,
2005 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2005198261, ALAMEDA COUNTY OFFICIAL RECORDS.

5. MATTERS CONTAINED IN THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED "DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT" RECORDED
FEBRUARY 19, 2009, EXECUTED BY AND BETWEEN CITY OF DUBLIN, A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION AND CHANG SU-O-LIN
(ALSO KNOWN AS JENNIFER LIN), A MARRIED WOMAN RECORDED FEBRUARY 19,2009, INSTRUMENT NO. 2009053742,
ALAMEDA COUNTY RECORDS.

THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED "ASSIGNMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT"
RECORDED OCTOBER 28, 2014 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2014261102 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THE DOCUMENT ENTITLED "ASSIGNMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT"
RECORDED OCTOBER 28, 2014 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2014261107 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS.

STATEMENT OF SOILS REPORT:
THE FOLLOWING GEOTECHNICAL INVESTIGATION REPORTS WERE PREPARED FOR MS JENNIFER LIN BY BERLOGAR
GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANTS AND ARE ON FILE WITH THE CITY OF DUBLIN, CALIFORNIA

1. PROJECT JOB No. 1394.125C DATED JULY 25, 2002 GEOTECHNICAL REPORT DUBLIN RANCH WEST TASSAJARA ROAD,
DUBLIN, CALIFORNIA

ACTING  CITY SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT:
I HEREBY STATE THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THIS FINAL MAP ENTITLED “TRACT 7712, CITY OF DUBLIN, ALAMEDA COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA",  AND I AM SATISFIED THAT THIS FINAL MAP IS TECHNICALLY CORRECT.

DATED:                                                                        , 2015
SETH H. IRISH, LS 5922
ACTING CITY SURVEYOR
LICENSE EXPIRES DECEMBER 31, 2016
CITY OF DUBLIN, ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

CITY ENGINEER'S STATEMENT:
I HEREBY STATE THAT I HAVE EXAMINED THIS FINAL MAP ENTITLED “TRACT 7712, CITY OF DUBLIN, ALAMEDA COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA”, AND THE SUBDIVISION SHOWN HEREON IS SUBSTANTIALLY THE SAME AS IT APPEARED ON THE APPROVED
VESTING TENTATIVE MAP AND ANY APPROVED ALTERATIONS THEREOF; AND THAT ALL PROVISIONS OF THE STATE LAW
AND LOCAL ORDINANCES APPLICABLE AT THE TIME OF APPROVAL OF THE VESTING TENTATIVE MAP HAVE BEEN COMPLIED
WITH.

DATED:                                                                        , 2015
ANDREW RUSSELL, CITY ENGINEER
R.C.E. 61348, EXPIRES JUNE 30, 2017
CITY OF DUBLIN, ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

ASSISTANT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR'S STATEMENT:
THIS MAP CONFORMS TO THE VESTING TENTATIVE MAP AND CORRESPONDING CONDITIONS AS APPROVED BY THE
PLANNING COMMISSION. THIS MAP HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY ME AND THE CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL HAVE BEEN
SATISFIED.

DATED:                                                                 , 2015
JEFF BAKER,
ASSISTANT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

TRACT 7712

 SURVEYOR'S STATEMENT:
THIS MAP WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECTION AND IS BASED UPON A FIELD SURVEY IN CONFORMANCE
WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT AND LOCAL ORDINANCES AT THE REQUEST OF DEVELOPMENT
SOLUTIONS WR, LLC ON FEBRUARY 2014. I HEREBY STATE THAT THIS FINAL MAP SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORMS TO THE
APPROVED OR CONDITIONALLY APPROVED TENTATIVE MAP, IF ANY, AND THAT ALL THE MONUMENTS INDICATED
HEREON ARE OF THE CHARACTER AND OCCUPY THE POSITIONS INDICATED HEREON AND WILL BE SUFFICIENT TO
ENABLE THE SURVEY TO BE RETRACED AND THE SURVEY IS TRUE AND COMPLETE AS SHOWN, AND THAT THE GROSS
AREA WITHIN THE TRACT IS 15.61 ACRES, MORE OR LESS. INTERIOR MONUMENTS WILL BE SET WITHIN SIX MONTHS
FROM COMPLETION OF CONSTRUCTION.

   DATED:                                              , 2015
IAN MACDONALD
LS NO. 8817,
REGISTRATION EXPIRES:  DECEMBER 31, 2015

TRUSTEE'S STATEMENT:
THE UNDERSIGNED, FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY AS TRUSTEE UNDER THE DEED OF TRUST RECORDED
JULY 27, 2015, AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2015206304, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, CONSENTS TO
THE PREPARATION AND FILING OF THIS MAP OF TRACT 7712, AND JOINS IN ALL OFFERS OF DEDICATION HEREIN.

BY:   BY:  

PRINTED NAME & TITLE: PRINTED NAME & TITLE: 

DATE: DATE: 

TRUSTEE'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT:
A NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER OFFICER COMPLETING THIS CERTIFICATE VERIFIES ONLY THE IDENTITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL
WHO SIGNED THE DOCUMENT TO WHICH THIS CERTIFICATE IS ATTACHED, AND NOT THE TRUTHFULNESS, ACCURACY, OR
VALIDITY OF THAT DOCUMENT.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  }
COUNTY OF                     }

ON , 2015, BEFORE ME        , A NOTARY PUBLIC,
PERSONALLY APPEARED
WHO PROVED TO ME ON THE BASIS OF SATISFACTORY EVIDENCE TO BE THE PERSON WHOSE NAME IS SUBSCRIBED TO
THE WITHIN INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED TO ME THAT HE EXECUTED THE SAME IN HIS AUTHORIZED CAPACITY, AND
BY HIS SIGNATURE ON THE INSTRUMENT THE PERSON, OR ENTITY UPON BEHALF OF WHICH THE PERSON ACTED,
EXECUTED THE INSTRUMENT.

I CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA THAT THE FOREGOING
PARAGRAPH IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

WITNESS MY HAND:

SIGNATURE:  

PRINTED NAME, NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR SAID COUNTY AND STATE

PRINCIPAL COUNTY OF BUSINESS:  

COMMISSION EXPIRES:  

COMMISSION # OF NOTARY:  
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1 

RESOLUTION NO.    - 15 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * 

APPROVING THE TRACT IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT  

FOR TRACT 7712, WALLIS RANCH, NEIGHBORHOOD 2 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City and Development Solutions WR, LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability 
Company, the owner of Tract 7712, entered into a Tract Improvement Agreement on October 
20, 2015 (hereinafter the “Original Tract Improvement Agreement”), to complete those on-site 
improvements (hereinafter “The Improvements”) required by City of Dublin Planning 
Commission Resolution No. 14-18 adopted on April 29, 2014, in accordance with the 
requirements and conditions set forth in said resolution; and 
 

WHEREAS, Development Solutions WR, LLC has not commenced construction of The 
Improvements; and 
 

WHEREAS,  D.R. Horton, has acquired the Tract 7712 property from Development 
Solutions WR, LLC, and Development Solutions WR, LLC, desires to transfer to D.R. Horton its 
obligations under the Original Tract Improvement Agreement; and 

 
WHEREAS,  D.R. Horton has executed and filed with the City of Dublin a Tract 

Improvement Agreement for Tract 7712 to construct The Improvements as required in 
accordance with the Conditions of Approval for the Tentative Map, and with the improvement 
plans attached thereto (hereinafter the “Tract Improvement Agreement”); and 

 
WHEREAS, said Tract Improvement Agreement is secured by a bond furnished by Arch 

Insurance Company in the amount of $2,248,921.00 (Bond No. SU1135885), conditioned upon 
faithful performance of said Tract Improvement Agreement; and  

 
WHEREAS, said Tract Improvement Agreement is secured by a bond furnished by Arch 

Insurance Company in the amount of $2,248,921.00 (Bond No. SU1135885), conditioned upon 
payment for labor performed or material furnished under the terms of said Tract Improvement 
Agreement; 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that said Tract Improvement Agreement and 
bonds are hereby approved. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Manager of the City of Dublin is hereby 
authorized to execute said Tract Improvement Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Development Solutions WR, LLC, is released from 

the rights, interests and obligations of the Original Tract Improvement Agreement.  
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the original Faithful Performance Bond and Labor and 
Materials Bond provided by Development Solutions WR, LLC, and issued by Westchester Fire 



 

2 

Insurance Company in the amounts of $2,248,921.00 (Bond Nos. K09217198) for on-site 
improvements related to Tract 7712 be released. 

 
 

 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of December, 2015, by the 
following vote: 
 
 YES:   
 
 NOES:   
 
 ABSENT:  
 
 ABSTAIN:  
 
 
 
      ________________________________________ 
                Mayor  
ATTEST: 
 
 
_______________________________________ 
      City Clerk 
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-60  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Authorization to Re-Bid - Contract #15-08, Fallon Sports Park, Phase II 
Prepared by Meghan Tiernan, Facilities Development Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
   
The City Council will consider re-bidding Fallon Sports Park Phase II Contract #15-08.  The 
project would provide for two lighted synthetic turf soccer fields, a lighted 90’ baseball diamond, 
a group picnic area for 100 people, restroom and concession building, parking and supporting 
elements as further detailed in the report. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
With the Engineer’s Estimate of $15.2 million in potential total construction costs, the project 
would need $2.8 million in additional funding, as shown in the table below.  
 

 

Construction Budget for Phase II

Approved Construction Budget $12,362,151

Total Available Construction Funding $12,362,151

Engineer's Estimate for Base Bid $13,176,000

10% Contingency $1,317,600

Subtotal, Potential Construction Cost for Base Bid $14,493,600

Proposed Bid Alternates (including 10% contingency)

Add Alternate 1: Playrgound $252,228

Add Alternate 2: Soccer Lights $446,280

Subtotal, Add Alternates $698,508

Total  Potential Construction Costs $15,192,108

Funding Shortfall -$2,829,957

Potential Additional Funding Sources

Advance from General Fund $2,650,512

Measure D $80,000

Cal Recycle Grant $99,445

$2,829,957  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
   
Staff recommends the City Council authorize Staff to advertise Fallon Sports Park – Phase II 
Contract #15-08 for bids with the two bid alternates as proposed. 
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  Submitted By   Reviewed By   Reviewed By 
  Parks and Community   Administrative   Assistant City Manager 
  Services Director   Services Director 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
On April 21, 2015, the City Council rejected all bids received for Fallon Sports Park Phase II 
(Contract #15-08) because the base bids exceeded the available construction budget including 
contingency by approximately 20%.  Subsequent to the City Council decision, Staff worked with 
its consultant to evaluate the bid results, review current bid costs, and develop options for value 
engineering the project to reduce overall cost yet keep intact the primary features related to the 
major programmatic elements of the park. The effort has resulted in a project of reduced scope 
but the construction estimate still exceeds the total available construction funding. 
 
Value Engineering 
In an effort to reduce the overall cost of the project, Staff has coordinated the following revisions 
to the current scope of work: 

 Eliminated all previous Additive and Deductive Alternates including the baseball shade 
structures and scoreboard upgrade; the soccer field windscreen and shade structure; and 
the bocce courts and lighting.  The synthetic turf will remain in the base bid. 

 Eliminated one trellis near the playground. 
 Eliminated concrete seating on west side of fields and replace with grass mounds. 
 Scaled back irrigation and planting on the slope facing Central Parkway and Lockhart 

Street and replace with non-irrigated hydroseed mix. 
 Eliminated spectator shade structure at the baseball field. 
 Scaled back the size of the Scorekeeper’s Booth. 

 
Attachment #1 identifies the revisions as listed above.   
 
The proposed base bid scope of work for the new bid includes the following elements: 

 Entry road and parking for 145 cars 
 Park pedestrian circulation 
 Utilities  
 Landscaping and erosion control 
 Two synthetic turf soccer fields with conduits stubbed for future lighting 
 One lighted 90’ baseball diamond 
 Scorekeepers booth and scoreboard 
 Restroom and concession building 
 Park identity and directional signs 
 Group picnic area for 100 people 
 Fallon and Central Parkway landscape and sidewalk 

 
The following additive alternates are proposed to be included in the bid package: 

 Additive Alternate #1 will provide for a playground that has been scaled back to achieve a 
10-20% cost reduction. 
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 Additive Alternate #2 will provide for lighting of the soccer fields. 
 
While the savings from value engineering lowered the overall project cost, Staff was not able 
completely align these savings with the current construction budget when factoring in for annual 
inflationary cost increases and for the current bid climate without significantly impacting the 
project scope. As detailed in the Financial Impact above, the project may require an advance 
and allocation from the General Fund Reserve to cover the bid and construction contingency at 
the time of project award.   
 
Schedule 
The following is a summary of the key project milestones for the remainder of the project: 
 
 Bid Period      Winter 2015 
 Award of Contract & Construction Begins Spring 2016 
 Open to the Public     Fall 2017 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH: 
  
The project will be advertised in local newspapers, at plan holder rooms and posted on the 
City’s website. A copy of this Staff Report was sent to the Parks and Community Services 
Commission, Dublin Little League and Dublin United Soccer League. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Value Engineering – Site Plan 



VALUE ENGINEERING:

1 .  ADDITIVE ALTERNATE 1  (PLAY AREA) 

2 .  ADDITIVE ALTERNATE 2  (SOCCER FIELD 

LIGHTS) 

3 .  ELIMINATE BASEBALL SHADE 

STRUCTURES AND SCOREBOARD 

UPGRADE 

4 .  ELIMINATE SOCCER FIELD WINDSCREEN 

SHADE STRUCTURE AND REPLACE 

CONCRETE SEATING WITH GRASS SLOPE 

5 .  ELIMINATE ONE TRELLIS NEAR 

PLAYGROUND 

6 .  SCALE BACK IRRIGATION AND PLANTING  

ON SLOPES FACING CENTRAL PARKWAY 

AND LOCKHART STREET.  AND REPLACE 

WITH NON-IRRIGATED HYDROSEED 

7 .  EXTEND SIDEWALK ALONG FALLON ROAD 

TO THE FIRE STATION 

8 .  ELIMINATE BOCCE COURTS AND 

LIGHTING.  REPLACE WITH LAWN 

8
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7

7
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3
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-35  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Approval of a New Capital Improvement Program (CIP) Project for Tassajara 
Road Realignment and Design, and Approval of Consultant Service Agreement 
with Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. 
Prepared by Obaid Khan, Transportation and Operations Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  
  
The City Council will consider a new CIP Project to develop a revised roadway alignment for 
Tassajara Road between the Moller Ranch entrance north of Fallon Road to the City of Dublin’s 
jurisdictional boundary at the Alameda/Contra Costa County limit. This project will also provide a 
conceptual design and cross-section of the roadway from North Dublin Ranch Drive to the City’s 
northerly limit. As Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. has in-depth knowledge about various 
aspects of this project due to their experience with several development projects along 
Tassajara Road, Staff believes it will be the most appropriate firm to prepare the preliminary 
design.    
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 
  
This phase of the proposed CIP project is estimated to cost $115,750. Out of this amount, 
approximately $32,808 will be funded by Contra Costa County as their share of the work. The 
Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fee Program has sufficient funds to cover the remainder of the 
cost. There is no impact to the General Fund. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
  
Staff recommends that the City Council: 1) Approve the addition of the Tassajara Road 
Realignment and Design Project to the Five Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP No. st0116); 
2) Approve the Budget Change Form; and 3) Adopt the Resolution Approving a Consultant 
Service Agreement with Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. for Providing Technical 
Assistance on the Tassajara Road Realignment and Design Project. 
 
 
       
 Submitted By Reviewed By 
 Public Works Director Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
City of Dublin staff, in coordination with Contra Costa County, City of San Ramon, and Town of 
Danville staff, recently conducted a traffic study to reassess the recommended number of lanes 
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along Tassajara/Camino Tassajara Road in various planning documents. The study used a 
current regional traffic model to evaluate the congestion level at intersections and the travel time 
along the roadway at full build-out of the region by 2040. The traffic analysis concluded that 
there are no benefits to providing a six-lane street (three lanes in each direction) north of North 
Dublin Ranch Drive, and that a four-lane section (two lanes in each direction) would be 
adequate to accommodate future traffic volumes associated with the planned growth in the 
region.  Staff at each of the mentioned jurisdictions concurs with the recommendations made 
and the analysis performed. 
 
The proposed capital improvement project will develop an alignment and preliminary design for 
ultimate configuration of Tassajara Road with four lanes from North Dublin Ranch Drive to the 
northerly City limit at Contra Costa County (Attachment 1). The alignment design will also 
address the safety concerns near the Contra Costa County jurisdictional boundary by reducing 
the severity of horizontal curvature (s-curve) of the roadway.  
 
The preliminary design work is anticipated to begin and end in the current fiscal year. Once this 
preliminary design work is completed, Staff will bring to the City Council an agenda item 
recommending adoption of a new precise alignment for the roadway.. 
 
Proposed Project Consultant: 
 
This CIP project will include various street design elements, including field survey, Right Of Way 
description, utility conflict evaluation, assessment of access points for new and future 
development sites, geological and archeological assessment, planning level environmental 
analysis, and cost estimates. Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. (Mackay & Somps) has 
been involved in several design projects as part of the private development along Tassajara 
Road in this area and has developed a substantial amount of data and information related to 
many of the above mentioned project elements. Staff believes that Mackay & Somps have the 
most local design knowledge at this location and would provide the most comprehensive 
preliminary design of Tassajara Road at this location. Additionally, Mackay & Somps has 
provided similar consultant services to the City in the past and has performed well.  
 
Staff requests the approval of a consulting services agreement with Mackay & Somps to provide 
technical and preliminary design support on this project. Staff negotiated a scope and fee for 
these services not to exceed $115,750. The Consultant Services Agreement, which outlines the 
scope of work and fee schedule, is shown as Exhibit A to the Resolution. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
Copy of Staff Report sent to Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Location Map 

  2. Budget Change Form for the Tassajara Road Realignment and 
Design Project 

  3. Resolution Approving an Agreement with Mackay & Somps, Civil 
Engineers, Inc., for Tassajara Road Realignment and Design 
Project.  

  4. Exhibit A to Resolution – Consultant Services Agreement with 
Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. 

   5. Consultant Services Agreement Signature Page 
 6. Exhibit A and B to Consultant Services Agreement 





Budget Change Reference #:

From Un-Appropriated Reserves Budget Transfer Between Funds

From Designated Reserves Other X

Account Amount Account Amount

4301.9601.89101 (Transfer Out) $115,750.00 

3600.9601.49999 (Transfer In) $115,750.00 

st0116. 9200.9207 (Professional Services) $115,750.00 
$115,750.00

12/15/2015

Posted By: Date:

As Presented at the City Council Meeting 

**********Finance Use Only**********

CITY OF DUBLIN

Budget adjustment for Tassajara Road realignment and design

REASON FOR BUDGET CHANGE

FISCAL YEAR 2015-16

BUDGET CHANGE FORM

DECREASE BUDGET AMOUNT INCREASE BUDGET AMOUNT

EXPENDITURES: EDTIF 1 - Streets  CIP - Tassajara Road Realignment & 

Design

City Council's Approval Required

c:\PROVOX-TEMP\printmap\Tassajara Road Realignment CIP 335_2015_Attachment.2.xlsx Tassajara Road Realignment CIP 335_2015_Attachment.2.xlsx



  ATTACHMENT 3 

RESOLUTION NO. XX - 15 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * * * 

APPROVING AN AGREEMENT WITH MACKAY & SOMPS, CIVIL ENGINEERS, 

INCORPORATED FOR TASSAJARA ROAD REALIGNMENT AND DESIGN PROJECT 

 

 
WHEREAS, existing Tassajara Road alignment was planned to have six lanes; and 

 
WHEREAS, staff from the Contra Costa County, the City of Dublin, the City of San Ramon, 

and the Town of Danville, has concurred that ultimate capacity for Tassajara Road (from North 
Dublin Ranch Drive in the City of Dublin to Windermere Parkway in San Ramon) should be four 
lanes, with the exception of additional lanes at intersections; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City has solicited proposals from Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc., to 
complete the alignment and preliminary design work; and   

 
WHEREAS, Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc., has demonstrated ability to perform said 

design work; and 
 
WHEREAS, Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc., is available to perform work as specified.    
 

 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Dublin does 
hereby approve the Agreement with Mackay & Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc., attached hereto 
as Exhibit A and authorize the City Manager to execute the Agreement.  
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of December 2015, by the following 
vote: 
 
 AYES:   
 
 NOES:   
 
 ABSENT:   
  
 ABSTAIN:  
 
       ______________________________ 
               Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
_________________________________ 
 City Clerk 
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CONSULTING SERVICES AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

THE CITY OF DUBLIN AND 

MACKAY AND SOMPS, CIVIL ENGINEERS, INCORPORATED 

 

 THIS AGREEMENT for consulting services is made by and between the City of Dublin 

(“City”) and Mackay and Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc. (“Consultant”) as of __________, 2015. 

 

Section 1. SERVICES.  Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Agreement, 

Consultant shall provide to City the services described in the Scope of Work attached as Exhibit 

A at the time and place and in the manner specified therein.  In the event of a conflict in or 

inconsistency between the terms of this Agreement and Exhibit A, the Agreement shall prevail. 

 

1.1 Term of Services.  The term of this Agreement shall begin on the date first noted 

above and shall end on June 30, 2017, the date of completion specified in Exhibit 

A, and Consultant shall complete the work described in Exhibit A prior to that 

date, unless the term of the Agreement is otherwise terminated or extended, as 

provided for in Section 8.    The time provided to Consultant to complete the 

services required by this Agreement shall not affect the City’s right to terminate 
the Agreement, as provided for in Section 8. 

 

1.2 Standard of Performance.  Consultant shall perform all services required 

pursuant to this Agreement in the manner and according to the standards observed 

by a competent practitioner of the profession in which Consultant is engaged in 

the geographical area in which Consultant practices its profession.  Consultant 

shall prepare all work products required by this Agreement in a substantial, first-

class manner and shall conform to the standards of quality normally observed by a 

person practicing in Consultant's profession. 

 

1.3 Assignment of Personnel.  Consultant shall assign only competent personnel to 

perform services pursuant to this Agreement. In the event that City, in its sole 

discretion, at any time during the term of this Agreement, desires the 

reassignment of any such persons, Consultant shall, immediately upon receiving 

notice from City of such desire of City, reassign such person or persons. 

 

1.4 Time.   Consultant shall devote such time to the performance of services pursuant 

to this Agreement as may be reasonably necessary to meet the standard of 

performance provided in Section 1.1 above and to satisfy Consultant’s obligations 
hereunder. 

 

Section 2. COMPENSATION.  City hereby agrees to pay Consultant a sum not to exceed 

$115,750, notwithstanding any contrary indications that may be contained in Consultant’s 
proposal, for services to be performed and reimbursable costs incurred under this Agreement.  In 

the event of a conflict between this Agreement and Consultant’s proposal, attached as Exhibit A, 

regarding the amount of compensation, the Agreement shall prevail.  City shall pay Consultant 
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for services rendered pursuant to this Agreement at the time and in the manner set forth herein.  

The payments specified below shall be the only payments from City to Consultant for services 

rendered pursuant to this Agreement.  Consultant shall submit all invoices to City in the manner 

specified herein.  Except as specifically authorized by City, Consultant shall not bill City for 

duplicate services performed by more than one person. 

 

Consultant and City acknowledge and agree that compensation paid by City to Consultant under 

this Agreement is based upon Consultant’s estimated costs of providing the services required 
hereunder, including salaries and benefits of employees and subcontractors of Consultant.  

Consequently, the parties further agree that compensation hereunder is intended to include the 

costs of contributions to any pensions and/or annuities to which Consultant and its employees, 

agents, and subcontractors may be eligible.  City therefore has no responsibility for such 

contributions beyond compensation required under this Agreement. 

 

      

2.1 Invoices.  Consultant shall submit invoices, not more often than once a month 

during the term of this Agreement, based on the cost for services performed and 

reimbursable costs incurred prior to the invoice date.  Invoices shall contain the 

following information: 

 

 Serial identifications of progress bills; i.e., Progress Bill No. 1 for the first 

invoice, etc.; 

 The beginning and ending dates of the billing period; 

 A Task Summary containing the original contract amount, the amount of 

prior billings, the total due this period, the balance available under the 

Agreement, and the percentage of completion;  

 At City’s option, for each work item in each task, a copy of the applicable 
time entries or time sheets shall be submitted showing the name of the 

person doing the work, the hours spent by each person, a brief description 

of the work, and each reimbursable expense;  

 The total number of hours of work performed under the Agreement by 

Consultant and each employee, agent, and subcontractor of Consultant 

performing services hereunder, as well as a separate notice when the total 

number of hours of work by Consultant and any individual employee, 

agent, or subcontractor of Consultant reaches or exceeds 800 hours, which 

shall include an estimate of the time necessary to complete the work 

described in Exhibit A;  

 The Consultant’s signature. 
 

 

2.2 Monthly Payment.  City shall make monthly payments, based on invoices 

received, for services satisfactorily performed, and for authorized reimbursable 

costs incurred.  City shall have 30 days from the receipt of an invoice that 

complies with all of the requirements above to pay Consultant. 
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2.3 Final Payment.  City shall pay the last 10% of the total sum due pursuant to this 

Agreement within sixty (60) days after completion of the services and submittal to 

City of a final invoice, if all services required have been satisfactorily performed. 

 

2.4 Total Payment.  City shall pay for the services to be rendered by Consultant 

pursuant to this Agreement.  City shall not pay any additional sum for any 

expense or cost whatsoever incurred by Consultant in rendering services pursuant 

to this Agreement.  City shall make no payment for any extra, further, or 

additional service pursuant to this Agreement.   

 

 In no event shall Consultant submit any invoice for an amount in excess of the 

maximum amount of compensation provided above either for a task or for the 

entire Agreement, unless the Agreement is modified prior to the submission of 

such an invoice by a properly executed change order or amendment. 

 

2.5 Hourly Fees.  Fees for work performed by Consultant on an hourly basis shall not 

exceed the amounts shown on the following fee schedule: 

 

2.6 Reimbursable Expenses.  Reimbursable expenses are specified below, and shall 

not exceed ($            ).  Expenses not listed below are not chargeable to City.  

Reimbursable expenses are included in the total amount of compensation 

provided under this Agreement that shall not be exceeded. 

 

2.7 Payment of Taxes.  Consultant is solely responsible for the payment of 

employment taxes incurred under this Agreement and any similar federal or state 

taxes. 

 

2.8 Payment upon Termination.  In the event that the City or Consultant terminates 

this Agreement pursuant to Section 8, the City shall compensate the Consultant 

for all outstanding costs and reimbursable expenses incurred for work 

satisfactorily completed as of the date of written notice of termination.  

Consultant shall maintain adequate logs and timesheets in order to verify costs 

incurred to that date. 

 

2.9 Authorization to Perform Services.  The Consultant is not authorized to perform 

any services or incur any costs whatsoever under the terms of this Agreement 

until receipt of authorization from the Contract Administrator. 

 

Section 3. FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT.  Except as set forth herein, Consultant shall, 

at its sole cost and expense, provide all facilities and equipment that may be necessary to 

perform the services required by this Agreement.  City shall make available to Consultant only 

the facilities and equipment listed in this section, and only under the terms and conditions set 

forth herein. 
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City shall furnish physical facilities such as desks, filing cabinets, and conference space, as may 

be reasonably necessary for Consultant’s use while consulting with City employees and 
reviewing records and the information in possession of the City.  The location, quantity, and time 

of furnishing those facilities shall be in the sole discretion of City.  In no event shall City be 

obligated to furnish any facility that may involve incurring any direct expense, including but not 

limited to computer, long-distance telephone or other communication charges, vehicles, and 

reproduction facilities. 

 

Section 4. INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS.  Before beginning any work under this 

Agreement, Consultant, at its own cost and expense, shall procure "occurrence coverage" 

insurance against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property that may arise from or in 

connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Consultant and its agents, 

representatives, employees, and subcontractors.  Consultant shall provide proof satisfactory to 

City of such insurance that meets the requirements of this section and under forms of insurance 

satisfactory in all respects to the City.  Consultant shall maintain the insurance policies required 

by this section throughout the term of this Agreement.  The cost of such insurance shall be 

included in the Consultant's bid.  Consultant shall not allow any subcontractor to commence 

work on any subcontract until Consultant has obtained all insurance required herein for the 

subcontractor(s) and provided evidence thereof to City.  Verification of the required insurance 

shall be submitted and made part of this Agreement prior to execution. 

 

It shall be a requirement under this Agreement that any available insurance proceeds broader 

than or in excess of the specified minimum insurance coverage requirements and/or limits shall 

be available to City as an additional insured.  Furthermore, the requirements for coverage and 

limits shall be (1) the minimum coverage and limits specified in this Agreement; or (2) the 

broader coverage and maximum limits of coverage of any insurance policy or proceeds available 

to the named insured; whichever is greater.  The additional insured coverage under the 

Consultant’s policy shall be “primary and non-contributory” and will not seek contribution from 
City’s insurance or self-insurance and shall be at least as broad as CG 20 01 04 12.  In the event 

Consultant fails to maintain coverage as required by this Agreement, City at its sole discretion 

may purchase the coverage required and the cost will be paid by Consultant. Failure to exercise 

this right shall not constitute a waiver of right to exercise later.  Each insurance policy shall 

include an endorsement providing that it shall not be cancelled, changed, or allowed to lapse 

without at least thirty (30) days’ prior written notice to City of such cancellation, change, or 
lapse. 

 

4.1 Workers’ Compensation.  Consultant shall, at its sole cost and expense, 

maintain Statutory Workers’ Compensation Insurance and Employer’s Liability 
Insurance for any and all persons employed directly or indirectly by Consultant.  

The Statutory Workers’ Compensation Insurance and Employer’s Liability 
Insurance shall be provided with limits of not less than ONE MILLION 

DOLLARS ($1,000,000.00) per accident.  In the alternative, Consultant may rely 

on a self-insurance program to meet those requirements, but only if the program 
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of self-insurance complies fully with the provisions of the California Labor Code.  

Determination of whether a self-insurance program meets the standards of the 

Labor Code shall be solely in the discretion of the Contract Administrator. The 

insurer, if insurance is provided, or the Consultant, if a program of self-insurance 

is provided, shall waive all rights of subrogation against the City and its officers, 

officials, employees, and volunteers for loss arising from work performed under 

this Agreement. 

 

 An endorsement shall state that coverage shall not be canceled except after thirty 

(30) days' prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been 

given to the City.  Consultant shall notify City within 14 days of notification from 

Consultant’s insurer if such coverage is suspended, voided or reduced in coverage 
or in limits.  

 

4.2 Commercial General and Automobile Liability Insurance.   

 

4.2.1 General requirements.  Consultant, at its own cost and expense, shall 

maintain commercial general and automobile liability insurance for the 

term of this Agreement in an amount not less than ONE MILLION 

DOLLARS ($1,000,000.00) per occurrence, combined single limit 

coverage for risks associated with the work contemplated by this 

Agreement. If a Commercial General Liability Insurance or an 

Automobile Liability form or other form with a general aggregate limit is 

used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to the work 

to be performed under this Agreement or the general aggregate limit shall 

be at least twice the required occurrence limit.  Such coverage shall 

include but shall not be limited to, protection against claims arising from 

bodily and personal injury, including death resulting therefrom, and 

damage to property resulting from activities contemplated under this 

Agreement, including the use of owned and non-owned automobiles. 

 

4.2.2 Minimum scope of coverage.  Commercial general coverage shall be at 

least as broad as Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability 

occurrence form CG 0001.  Automobile coverage shall be at least as broad 

as Insurance Services Office Automobile Liability form CA 0001 Code 1 

(“any auto”).  
 

4.2.3 Additional requirements.  Each of the following shall be included in the 

insurance coverage or added as an endorsement to the policy: 

 

a. City and its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers shall be 

covered as additional insureds with respect to each of the 

following: liability arising out of activities performed by or on 

behalf of Consultant, including the insured’s general supervision of 



 

(ver.2015) 
Consulting Services Agreement between 12/15/15 

City of Dublin and Mackay and Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc.     Page 6 of 15 

  

Consultant; products and completed operations of Consultant; 

premises owned, occupied, or used by Consultant; and automobiles 

owned, leased, or used by the Consultant.  The coverage shall 

contain no special limitations on the scope of protection afforded 

to City or its officers, employees, agents, or volunteers. 

 

b. The insurance shall cover on an occurrence or an accident basis, 

and not on a claims-made basis. 

 

c. An endorsement must state that coverage is primary insurance with 

respect to the City and its officers, officials, employees and 

volunteers, and that no insurance or self-insurance maintained by 

the City shall be called upon to contribute to a loss under the 

coverage. 

 

d. Any failure of CONSULTANT to comply with reporting 

provisions of the policy shall not affect coverage provided to CITY 

and its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers. 

 

e. An endorsement shall state that coverage shall not be canceled 

except after thirty (30) days' prior written notice by certified mail, 

return receipt requested, has been given to the City.  Consultant 

shall notify City within 14 days of notification from Consultant’s 
insurer if such coverage is suspended, voided or reduced in 

coverage or in limits. 

 

4.3 Professional Liability Insurance.  Consultant, at its own cost and expense, shall 

maintain for the period covered by this Agreement professional liability insurance 

for licensed professionals performing work pursuant to this Agreement in an 

amount not less than ONE MILLION DOLLARS ($1,000,000) covering the 

licensed professionals’ errors and omissions. 
 

4.3.1 Any deductible or self-insured retention shall not exceed $150,000 per 

claim. 

 

4.3.2 An endorsement shall state that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, 

canceled by either party, reduced in coverage or in limits, except after 

thirty (30) days' prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt 

requested, has been given to the City. 

 

4.3.3 The policy must contain a cross liability or severability of interest clause. 

 

4.3.4 The following provisions shall apply if the professional liability coverages 

are written on a claims-made form: 
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a. The retroactive date of the policy must be shown and must be 

before the date of the Agreement. 

 

b. Insurance must be maintained and evidence of insurance must be 

provided for at least five years after completion of the Agreement 

or the work, so long as commercially available at reasonable rates. 

 

c. If coverage is canceled or not renewed and it is not replaced with 

another claims-made policy form with a retroactive date that 

precedes the date of this Agreement, Consultant must provide 

extended reporting coverage for a minimum of five years after 

completion of the Agreement or the work.  The City shall have the 

right to exercise, at the Consultant’s sole cost and expense, any 
extended reporting provisions of the policy, if the Consultant 

cancels or does not renew the coverage. 

 

d. A copy of the claim reporting requirements must be submitted to 

the City prior to the commencement of any work under this 

Agreement. 

 

4.4 All Policies Requirements. 

 

4.4.1 Acceptability of insurers.  All insurance required by this section is to be 

placed with insurers with a Bests' rating of no less than A:VII. 

 

4.4.2 Verification of coverage.  Prior to beginning any work under this 

Agreement, Consultant shall furnish City with certificates of insurance and 

with original endorsements effecting coverage required herein.  The 

certificates and endorsements for each insurance policy are to be signed by 

a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its behalf.  The 

City reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of all required 

insurance policies and endorsements.  Failure to exercise this right shall 

not constitute a waiver of right to exercise later. 

 

4.4.3 Subcontractors.  Consultant agrees to include with all subcontractors in 

their subcontract the same requirements and provisions of this Agreement 

including the Indemnification and Insurance requirements to the extent 

they apply to the scope of the Subcontractor’s work. Subcontractors hired 
by Consultant agree to be bound to Consultant and the City in the same 

manner and to the same extent as Consultant is bound to the City under the 

Contract Documents.  Subcontractor further agrees to include these same 

provisions with any Sub-subcontractor.  A copy of the Owner Contract 

Document Indemnity and Insurance provisions will be furnished to the 
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Subcontractor upon request.  The General Contractor shall require all 

subcontractors to provide a valid certificate of insurance and the required 

endorsements included in the agreement prior to commencement of any 

work and will provide proof of compliance to the City. 

 

4.4.4 Variation.  The City may approve a variation in the foregoing insurance 

requirements, upon a determination that the coverages, scope, limits, and 

forms of such insurance are either not commercially available, or that the 

City’s interests are otherwise fully protected. 
 

4.4.5 Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions.  All self-insured retentions 

(SIR) and/or deductibles must be disclosed to the City for approval and 

shall not reduce the limits of liability.  Policies containing any self-insured 

retention provision and/or deductibles shall provide or be endorsed to 

provide that the SIR and/or deductibles may be satisfied by either the 

named insured or the City. 

 

4.4.6 Excess Insurance.  The limits of insurance required in this Agreement 

may be satisfied by a combination of primary and umbrella or excess 

insurance.  Any umbrella or excess insurance shall contain or be endorsed 

to contain a provision that such coverage shall also apply on a primary and 

non-contributory basis for the benefit of City (if agreed to in a written 

contract or agreement) before City’s own insurance or self-insurance shall 

be called upon to protect City as a named insured. 

 

4.4.7 Notice of Reduction in Coverage.  In the event that any coverage 

required by this section is reduced, limited, or materially affected in any 

other manner, Consultant shall provide written notice to City at 

Consultant’s earliest possible opportunity and in no case later than five 
days after Consultant is notified of the change in coverage. 

 

4.5 Remedies.  In addition to any other remedies City may have if Consultant fails to 

provide or maintain any insurance policies or policy endorsements to the extent 

and within the time herein required, City may, at its sole option exercise any of 

the following remedies, which are alternatives to other remedies City may have 

and are not the exclusive remedy for Consultant’s breach: 
 

 Obtain such insurance and deduct and retain the amount of the premiums for 

such insurance from any sums due under the Agreement; 

 

 Order Consultant to stop work under this Agreement or withhold any payment 

that becomes due to Consultant hereunder, or both stop work and withhold 

any payment, until Consultant demonstrates compliance with the requirements 

hereof; and/or 
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 Terminate this Agreement. 

 

Section 5. INDEMNIFICATION AND CONSULTANT’S RESPONSIBILITIES.   To 

the maximum extent allowed by law, Consultant shall indemnify, keep and save harmless the 

City, and City Councilmembers, officers, agents and employees against any and all suits, claims 

or actions arising out of any injury to persons or property, including death, that may occur, or 

that may be alleged to have occurred, in the course of the performance of this Agreement, but 

only to the extent caused by a negligent act or omission or wrongful misconduct of the 

Consultant or its employees, subcontractors or agents.  Consultant further agrees to defend any 

and all such actions, suits or claims but only to the extent caused by Consultant’s negligent act or 
omission and pay all charges of attorneys and all other costs and expenses arising therefrom or 

incurred in connection therewith; and if any judgment be rendered against the City or any of the 

other individuals enumerated above in any such action, Consultant shall, at its expense, satisfy 

and discharge the same.  Consultant’s responsibility for such defense and indemnity obligations 

shall survive the termination or completion of this Agreement for the full period of time allowed 

by law.  The defense and indemnification obligations of this Agreement are undertaken in 

addition to, and shall not in any way be limited by, the insurance obligations contained in this 

Agreement. 

 

In the event that Consultant or any employee, agent, or subcontractor of Consultant providing 

services under this Agreement is determined by a court of competent jurisdiction or the 

California Public Employees Retirement System (PERS) to be eligible for enrollment in PERS as 

an employee of City, Consultant shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless City for the 

payment of any employee and/or employer contributions for PERS benefits on behalf of 

Consultant or its employees, agents, or subcontractors, as well as for the payment of any 

penalties and interest on such contributions, which would otherwise be the responsibility of City. 

 

Consultant/Subcontractor’s responsibility for such defense and indemnity obligations shall 

survive the termination or completion of this Agreement for the full period of time allowed by 

law. 

 

Section 6. STATUS OF CONSULTANT. 

 

6.1 Independent Contractor.  At all times during the term of this Agreement, 

Consultant shall be an independent contractor and shall not be an employee of 

City.  City shall have the right to control Consultant only insofar as the results of 

Consultant's services rendered pursuant to this Agreement and assignment of 

personnel pursuant to Subparagraph 1.3; however, otherwise City shall not have 

the right to control the means by which Consultant accomplishes services 

rendered pursuant to this Agreement.  Notwithstanding any other City, state, or 

federal policy, rule, regulation, law, or ordinance to the contrary, Consultant and 

any of its employees, agents, and subcontractors providing services under this 

Agreement shall not qualify for or become entitled to, and hereby agree to waive 
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any and all claims to, any compensation, benefit, or any incident of employment 

by City, including but not limited to eligibility to enroll in the California Public 

Employees Retirement System (PERS) as an employee of City and entitlement to 

any contribution to be paid by City for employer contributions and/or employee 

contributions for PERS benefits. 

 

6.2 Consultant No Agent.  Except as City may specify in writing, Consultant shall 

have no authority, express or implied, to act on behalf of City in any capacity 

whatsoever as an agent.  Consultant shall have no authority, express or implied, 

pursuant to this Agreement to bind City to any obligation whatsoever. 

 

Section 7. LEGAL REQUIREMENTS. 

 

7.1 Governing Law.  The laws of the State of California shall govern this 

Agreement. 

 

7.2 Compliance with Applicable Laws.  Consultant and any subcontractors shall 

comply with all laws applicable to the performance of the work hereunder. 

 

7.3 Other Governmental Regulations.  To the extent that this Agreement may be 

funded by fiscal assistance from another governmental entity, Consultant and any 

subcontractors shall comply with all applicable rules and regulations to which 

City is bound by the terms of such fiscal assistance program. 

 

7.4 Licenses and Permits.  Consultant represents and warrants to City that 

Consultant and its employees, agents, and any subcontractors have all licenses, 

permits, qualifications, and approvals of whatsoever nature that are legally 

required to practice their respective professions.  Consultant represents and 

warrants to City that Consultant and its employees, agents, any subcontractors 

shall, at their sole cost and expense, keep in effect at all times during the term of 

this Agreement any licenses, permits, and approvals that are legally required to 

practice their respective professions.  In addition to the foregoing, Consultant and 

any subcontractors shall obtain and maintain during the term of this Agreement 

valid Business Licenses from City. 

 

7.5 Nondiscrimination and Equal Opportunity.  Consultant shall not discriminate, 

on the basis of a person’s race, religion, color, national origin, age, physical or 

mental handicap or disability, medical condition, marital status, sex, or sexual 

orientation, against any employee, applicant for employment, subcontractor, 

bidder for a subcontract, or participant in, recipient of, or applicant for any 

services or programs provided by Consultant under this Agreement.  Consultant 

shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, policies, rules, and 

requirements related to equal opportunity and nondiscrimination in employment, 

contracting, and the provision of any services that are the subject of this 
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Agreement, including but not limited to the satisfaction of any positive 

obligations required of Consultant thereby.   

 

Consultant shall include the provisions of this Subsection in any subcontract 

approved by the Contract Administrator or this Agreement. 

 

Section 8. TERMINATION AND MODIFICATION. 

 

8.1 Termination.  City may cancel this Agreement at any time and without cause 

upon written notification to Consultant.   

 

Consultant may cancel this Agreement upon _____________ days’ written notice 
to City and shall include in such notice the reasons for cancellation. 

 

In the event of termination, Consultant shall be entitled to compensation for 

services performed to the effective date of termination; City, however, may 

condition payment of such compensation upon Consultant delivering to City any 

or all documents, photographs, computer software, video and audio tapes, and 

other materials provided to Consultant or prepared by or for Consultant or the 

City in connection with this Agreement. 

 

8.2 Extension.  City may, in its sole and exclusive discretion, extend the end date of 

this Agreement beyond that provided for in Subsection 1.1.  Any such extension 

shall require a written amendment to this Agreement, as provided for herein.  

Consultant understands and agrees that, if City grants such an extension, City 

shall have no obligation to provide Consultant with compensation beyond the 

maximum amount provided for in this Agreement.  Similarly, unless authorized 

by the Contract Administrator, City shall have no obligation to reimburse 

Consultant for any otherwise reimbursable expenses incurred during the extension 

period. 

 

8.3 Amendments.  The parties may amend this Agreement only by a writing signed 

by all the parties. 

 

8.4 Assignment and Subcontracting.   City and Consultant recognize and agree that 

this Agreement contemplates personal performance by Consultant and is based 

upon a determination of Consultant’s unique personal competence, experience, 

and specialized personal knowledge.  Moreover, a substantial inducement to City 

for entering into this Agreement was and is the professional reputation and 

competence of Consultant.  Consultant may not assign this Agreement or any 

interest therein without the prior written approval of the Contract Administrator.  

Consultant shall not subcontract any portion of the performance contemplated and 

provided for herein, other than to the subcontractors noted in the proposal, 

without prior written approval of the Contract Administrator. 
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8.5 Survival.  All obligations arising prior to the termination of this Agreement and 

all provisions of this Agreement allocating liability between City and Consultant 

shall survive the termination of this Agreement. 

 

8.6 Options upon Breach by Consultant.  If Consultant materially breaches any of 

the terms of this Agreement, City’s remedies shall included, but not be limited to, 
the following: 

 

8.6.1 Immediately terminate the Agreement; 

 

8.6.2 Retain the plans, specifications, drawings, reports, design documents, and 

any other work product prepared by Consultant pursuant to this 

Agreement; 

 

8.6.3 Retain a different consultant to complete the work described in Exhibit A 

not finished by Consultant; or 

 

8.6.4 Charge Consultant the difference between the cost to complete the work 

described in Exhibit A that is unfinished at the time of breach and the 

amount that City would have paid Consultant pursuant to Section 2 if 

Consultant had completed the work.  

 

Section 9. KEEPING AND STATUS OF RECORDS. 

 

9.1 Records Created as Part of Consultant’s Performance.  All reports, data, 

maps, models, charts, studies, surveys, photographs, memoranda, plans, studies, 

specifications, records, files, or any other documents or materials, in electronic or 

any other form, that Consultant prepares or obtains pursuant to this Agreement 

and that relate to the matters covered hereunder shall be the property of the City.  

Consultant hereby agrees to deliver those documents to the City upon termination 

of the Agreement.  It is understood and agreed that the documents and other 

materials, including but not limited to those described above, prepared pursuant to 

this Agreement are prepared specifically for the City and are not necessarily 

suitable for any future or other use.  City and Consultant agree that, until final 

approval by City, all data, plans, specifications, reports and other documents are 

confidential and will not be released to third parties without prior written consent 

of both parties. Consultant shall be permitted to keep copies of said documents. 

 

9.2 Consultant’s Books and Records.  Consultant shall maintain any and all ledgers, 

books of account, invoices, vouchers, canceled checks, and other records or 

documents evidencing or relating to charges for services or expenditures and 

disbursements charged to the City under this Agreement for a minimum of three 



 

(ver.2015) 
Consulting Services Agreement between 12/15/15 

City of Dublin and Mackay and Somps, Civil Engineers, Inc.     Page 13 of 15 

  

(3) years, or for any longer period required by law, from the date of final payment 

to the Consultant to this Agreement.  

 

9.3 Inspection and Audit of Records.  Any records or documents that Section 9.2 of 

this Agreement requires Consultant to maintain shall be made available for 

inspection, audit, and/or copying at any time during regular business hours, upon 

oral or written request of the City.  Under California Government Code Section 

8546.7, if the amount of public funds expended under this Agreement exceeds 

TEN THOUSAND DOLLARS ($10,000.00), the Agreement shall be subject to 

the examination and audit of the State Auditor, at the request of City or as part of 

any audit of the City, for a period of three (3) years after final payment under the 

Agreement. 

 

Section 10. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

 

10.1 Attorneys’ Fees.  If a party to this Agreement brings any action, including an 

action for declaratory relief, to enforce or interpret the provision of this 

Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees in 
addition to any other relief to which that party may be entitled.  The court may set 

such fees in the same action or in a separate action brought for that purpose. 

 

10.2 Venue.   In the event that either party brings any action against the other under 

this Agreement, the parties agree that trial of such action shall be vested 

exclusively in the state courts of California in the County _______________ or in 

the United States District Court for the __________ District of California. 

 

10.3 Severability.  If a court of competent jurisdiction finds or rules that any provision 

of this Agreement is invalid, void, or unenforceable, the provisions of this 

Agreement not so adjudged shall remain in full force and effect.  The invalidity in 

whole or in part of any provision of this Agreement shall not void or affect the 

validity of any other provision of this Agreement. 

 

10.4 No Implied Waiver of Breach.  The waiver of any breach of a specific provision 

of this Agreement does not constitute a waiver of any other breach of that term or 

any other term of this Agreement. 

 

10.5 Successors and Assigns.  The provisions of this Agreement shall inure to the 

benefit of and shall apply to and bind the successors and assigns of the parties. 

 

10.6 Use of Recycled Products.  Consultant shall prepare and submit all reports, 

written studies and other printed material on recycled paper to the extent it is 

available at equal or less cost than virgin paper. 
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10.7 Conflict of Interest.  Consultant may serve other clients, but none whose 

activities within the corporate limits of City or whose business, regardless of 

location, would place Consultant in a “conflict of interest,” as that term is defined 
in the Political Reform Act, codified at California Government Code Section 

81000 et seq.  City acknowledges Consultant is engaged by other Clients with 

interests related to the Scope of Work and confirms such engagement is not a 

conflict of interest. 

 

Consultant shall not employ any City official in the work performed pursuant to 

this Agreement.  No officer or employee of City shall have any financial interest 

in this Agreement that would violate California Government Code Sections 1090 

et seq. 

 

Consultant hereby warrants that it is not now, nor has it been in the previous 

twelve (12) months, an employee, agent, appointee, or official of the City.  If 

Consultant was an employee, agent, appointee, or official of the City in the 

previous twelve months, Consultant warrants that it did not participate in any 

manner in the forming of this Agreement.  Consultant understands that, if this 

Agreement is made in violation of Government Code §1090 et.seq., the entire 

Agreement is void and Consultant will not be entitled to any compensation for 

services performed pursuant to this Agreement, including reimbursement of 

expenses, and Consultant will be required to reimburse the City for any sums paid 

to the Consultant.  Consultant understands that, in addition to the foregoing, it 

may be subject to criminal prosecution for a violation of Government Code § 

1090 and, if applicable, will be disqualified from holding public office in the State 

of California. 

 

10.8 Solicitation.  Consultant agrees not to solicit business at any meeting, focus 

group, or interview related to this Agreement, either orally or through any written 

materials. 

 

10.9 Contract Administration.  This Agreement shall be administered by the City 

Manager ("Contract Administrator").  All correspondence shall be directed to or 

through the Contract Administrator or his or her designee. 

 

10.10 Notices.  Any written notice to Consultant shall be sent to:   

____________________________________________ 

____________________________________________ 

 

Any written notice to City shall be sent to: 

____________________________________________ 

____________________________________________ 
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10.11 Professional Seal.  Where applicable in the determination of the contract 

administrator, the first page of a technical report, first page of design 

specifications, and each page of construction drawings shall be stamped/sealed 

and signed by the licensed professional responsible for the report/design 

preparation.  The stamp/seal shall be in a block entitled "Seal and Signature of 

Registered Professional with report/design responsibility," as in the following 

example. 

 
 
 

 
 

 

_________________________________________ 

Seal and Signature of Registered Professional with 

report/design responsibility. 

 
 

 

10.12 Integration.  This Agreement, including the scope of work attached hereto and 

incorporated herein as Exhibit A, represents the entire and integrated agreement 

between City and Consultant and supersedes all prior negotiations, 

representations, or agreements, either written or oral. 

 

CITY OF DUBLIN     CONSULTANT 

 

 

____________________________   ______________________________ 

Christopher L. Foss, City Manager  [NAME, TITLE] 

 

Attest: 

 

 

____________________________ 

Caroline Soto, City Clerk 

 

Approved as to Form: 

 

 

____________________________ 

John Bakker, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

SCOPE OF SERVICES 

 

. 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

COMPENSATION SCHEDULE 
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- SINCE 1953 - 

5142 FRANKLIN DRIVE, SUITE B,   PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA  94588-3368   PHONE: (925) 225-0690   FAX: (925) 225-0698 
OFFICES:     PLEASANTON     ROSEVILLE 

www.msce.com 

M&“ Jo # .  
Ja ua  ,  
Revised Mar h ,  
Revised Novem er ,  

M . Ga  Huisi gh – Di e to  of Pu li  Wo ks  
Cit  of Du li  

 Ci i  Plaza 
Du li , CA   

Re:  Tassaja a Road – Realig e t P eli . Desig  “e i es  
 

Dea  Ga , 

Ma Ka  & “o ps is pleased to p ese t this p oposal to p o ide p ofessio al o sulti g se i es to the Cit  of 
Du li  fo  the i itial p eli i a  desig  of the Tassaja a Road ealig e t / ulti ate ide i g p oje t.    

 
As ou a e a a e, Ma Ka  & “o ps has sig ifi a t k o ledge of the p oje t a ea a d has ee  e gaged ith 
the Cit  of Du li  a d Co t a Costa Cou t  o e  the past se e al ea s i  dis ussio s ega di g the o eptual 
ulti ate alig e t of Tassaja a Road.   Th ough these o -goi g dis ussio s, e ha e assisted the Cit  a d 
Cou t  i  de elopi g a d a al zi g se e al o eptual ho izo tal alig e t alte ati es.  Ou  effo ts ha e gi e  
us a u i ue u de sta di g of the desig  issues a d halle ges f o  oth the Cit  a d Cou t ’s pe spe ti e.    

Based o  ou  eeti gs a d oo di atio  ith the Cit  a d Cou t , Ma Ka  & “o ps is p o idi g this p oposal to 
assist ith i itial p eli i a  desig , ith a fo us o  the p io it  desig  ele e ts that ill uild a fou datio  fo  
the asis of desig  epo t a d e e tuall  the p eli i a  a d fi al desig .   The e losed s ope a d fee p oposal 
outli es the i itial p eli i a  desig  tasks that e e p io itized i  ou  P eli i a  “ ope Outli e  p o ided o  
De . , . The atta hed updated s ope a d fee p oposal efle ts the e pa ded s ope of o k a d ou  
u e t fee s hedule. 

We app e iate the oppo tu it  to p ese t this p oposal a d fi l  elie e that ou  e pe ie e a d e pe tise 
o ki g ith the Cit  of Du li  a d ou  sig ifi a t k o ledge i  the p oje t a ea akes us u i uel  ualified fo  

the Tassaja a Road p oje t.   We ould e happ  to a s e  a  uestio s ou ight ha e ega di g ou  
p oposal.  

“i e el , 
MACKAY & “OMP“ 

Bo  E. La“hells, PE  
E gi ee i g Ma age    

 
C : Ma k D. M Clella
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BACKGROUND / PROJECT UNDER“TANDING 

BACKGROUND 
Tassaja a Road f o  No th Du li  Ra h Rd to Fallo  Road i  the Cit  of Du li  a d to Wi de e e Pa k a  i  
Co t a Costa Cou t  is a halle gi g po tio  of a  i po ta t egio al o ido  that o e ts southe  Co t a 
Costa Cou t  a d I te state . The ehi ula  a d pedest ia / ike t affi  alo g this o ido  has i eased 
sig ifi a tl , espe iall  si e the Wi de e e De elop e t as uilt a d Wi de e e Pa k a  ope ed. This 
se tio  of Tassaja a Road e ui es ide i g a d ealig e t to a o odate the u e t a d futu e t affi  
safel . 
  
The p oposed de elop e t p oje t, Molle  Ra h, i  the Cit  of Du li  o de s Co t a Costa Cou t  a d f o ts 
Tassaja a Road. A o ditio  of the de elop e t is to i p o e app o i atel  , -ft of Tassaja a Road alo g 
the p ope t  f o tage, i ludi g epla e e t/e te sio  of the e isti g ul e t ossi g of Molle  C eek u de  
Tassaja a Rd. These f o tage  i p o e e ts e o pass a sig ifi a t po tio  of the Tassaja a Road 
ealig e t p oje t f o  the ou t  li e to Fallo  Rd. Fu the o e, it is alo g this f o tage a d a oss the 
ou t  li e he e the ealig e t / ide i g p oje t’s iggest halle ges e ist.  

 
PROJECT UNDER“TANDING 
It is ou  u de sta di g at this ti e, that the Cit  of Du li  a d Co t a Costa Cou t  ishes to e gage a desig  
o sulta t to assist ith the i itial p eli i a  desig  a al sis e ui ed to esta lish a p efe ed ho izo tal a d 
e ti al desig  alig e t p e ise alig e t  fo  the seg e t of Tassja a Road f o  the i te se tio  of No th 

Du li  Bl d, east to the i te se tio  ith Fallo  Road the  app o i atel  o e ile o th to Wi de e e Pa k a  
sho  o  the Li it of Wo k e hi it i  Appe di  B.   P eli i a  desig  fo  the po tio  of oad a  outside of 

the Cit  li its ei g e essa  to allo  the ho izo tal a d, o e iti all , the e ti al desig  to e t a sitio ed 
a d o e ted to Co t a Costa Cou t ’s po tio  of the oad a  ealig e t.  
 
The i itial p eli i a  e gi ee i g desig  effo t at this ti e ill e p io itized to fo us o  the iti al desig  
ele e ts fo  the oad a  that a e e ui ed to assess ight-of- a  eeds a d de elop p og a ati  p oje t 
osts, as ell as esta lish a fou datio  fo  the asis of desig  epo t that ill e used i  the futu e fi al desig  

of the oad a .  It is a ti ipated that sig ifi a t oo di atio  et ee  the Cit  a d Cou t  ill e e ui ed fo  
this effo t a d ill e fa ilitated th ough Ma Ka  & “o ps’ se i es.   
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EXHIBIT A  – “COPE OF “ERVICE“ 

T o ke  aspe ts to a su essful p oje t a e a lea  a d o ise u de sta di g of the p oje t s ope, a d 
i ple e tatio  of that s ope th ough p oa ti e a age e t of desig .   With Ma Ka  & “o ps’ e pe ie e i  
the Cit  of Du li , ou  sig ifi a t lo al k o ledge i  the p oje t a ea a d ou  ete a  p oje t a age e t e 
a e o fide t that e a  p o ide the se i es outli ed elo  effi ie tl  a d ost effe ti el .  
 
TA“K A: PROJECT COORDINATION 

 . “takeholde  Coo di atio  
Ma Ka  & “o ps ill e gage oth the Cit  of Du li  a d Co t a Costa Cou t  Pu li  Wo ks to esta lish a 
lea  u de sta di g of p oje t goals, s hedule a d a ious desig  pa a ete s as des i ed i  Task B - Desig  

Co st ai ts.  Coo di atio  ill o u  th ough a  i itial ki k-off eeti g, up to fou   additio al 
oo di atio  / i itial desig  e ie  eeti gs a d th ough o -goi g e- ail/pho e o u i atio .  

Coo di atio  ill i lude, ut ot e li ited to: 
 P oje t s hedule  
 Total p oje t li its ithi  Cit  a d Cou t  
 Co side atio  of pote tial p oje t phasi g / i teg atio  et ee  Cit  a d Cou t  
 Ulti ate oad a  idth a d a e ities i  Cit  a d Cou t  
 I itial Right-of- a  a uisitio  o e s 

 
. P eli i a  Coo di atio  ith othe  Age ies 

Ma Ka  & “o ps ill oo di ate ith othe  affe ted Age ies su h as D“R“D a d PG&E i  a p eli i a  
apa it  to dete i e e ough desig  i fo atio  to i fo  ou  p og a ati  ost esti ati g.  

 
. P e ise Alig e t Cost/Be efit e aluatio  

Ma Ka  & “o ps to oo di ate ith Cit  a d Co t a Costa Cou t  to p o ide a ough ost/ e efit 
e aluatio  of the p oposed alte ati e p e ise alig e ts ge e ated  ou  p eli i a  desig  effo t i  Task 
C elo .  A su a  of the ough ost / e efit e aluatio  ill e p o ided to the Cit  a d Co t a Costa 
Cou t  fo  thei  o side atio  of the p oposed p e ise alig e t.   The e aluatio  ill i lude su h desig  
ele e ts as: ight-of- a  o st ai ts/a aila ilit , g adi g/ etai i g all eeds/ osts, Resou e Age  
pe itti g o st ai ts/ad a tages.  
 

. CEQA Coo di atio  ith Cit ’s Co sulta t 
Ma Ka  & “o ps ill oo di ate ith the Cit  of Du li ’s CEQA o sulta t i  a p eli i a  apa it  to 
dete i e e ough e i o e tal i fo atio  to i fo  ou  p og a ati  ost esti ati g. It is a ti ipated 
that this task ill also i lude p o idi g the Cit ’s o sulta t ith e hi its to e used i  it  CEQA 
do u e ts. 
 
 Task A - Deli e a les  – Cost/Be efit E aluatio  “u a  
    – P eli i a  CEQA E hi its 
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TA“K B: PRELIMINARY RIGHT-OF-WAY ANALY“I“ & BA“E MAPPING / DE“IGN CON“TRAINT“  

. Base Mappi g  
 Resea h a d e ie  of e o d do u e ts, title epo ts, et . to dete i e li its of pa els adja e t to 

e isti g a d p oposed oad a  alig e t. 
 De elop Base appi g of pa els adja e t to oad a  alig e t a d ge e ate ight-of- a  ase ap 

file i  AutoCAD e sio  .  
 Readil  a aila le topog aphi  i fo atio  ill e used. No additio al topog aph  is a ti ipated. 

. P eli i a  Right-of-Wa  A al sis 
Ma Ka  & “o ps ill p o ide assista e eeded fo  a p eli i a  ight-of- a  a al sis, i ludi g: 
 Based o  p eli i a  ho izo tal a d e ti al desig  alig e ts de eloped i  Task C elo , dete i e 

the p oje t eeds fo  ight-of- a  a uisitio  as ell as te po a  a d pe a e t ease e ts fo  
g adi g a d o st u tio .  

 Ge e ate p eli i a  ight-of- a  a uisitio  su a  a d e hi its, g aphi all  depi ti g ight-of- a  
take a eas a d a eages, as ell as e ui ed ease e t li its/a eas. Phase  a uisitio s ill e 
e aluated a d ide tified o  the ROW A al sis Map. 

 
. Desig  Co st ai ts 

Ma Ka  & “o ps ill pe fo  the follo i g u so  e aluatio s p io  to the I itial P eli i a  Desig  to 
ide tif  a d su a ize pote tial Desig  Co st ai ts a d to o fi  desig  pa a ete s: 
 Co fi  total p oje t li its a d tie-i  lo atio s.  
 Re ie  u e t T affi  Modeli g a al ses / epo ts ith Cit  / Cou t  as p o ided  Cit  a d Cou t  

to o fi  that ulti ate t affi  de a d u e s efle t u e tl  a ti ipated futu e g o th a d to 
o fi  olu e / apa it  al ulatio s used to esta lish ulti ate oad a  idth.  

 Co fi  ulti ate oad a  idth a d oss se tio  spe ifi s i  oth the Cit  a d Cou t . 
 Dete i atio  of he e pote tial oad a  idth t a sitio s ill o u .  
 Right-of- a  o st ai ts a d/o  spe ifi  a uisitio  o e s. 
 Co fi  ho izo tal a d e ti al desig  ite ia, desig  speeds a d oad a  sta da ds et ee  Cit  a d 

Cou t . 
 E i o e tal Li itatio s – Based o  the p eli i a  ho izo tal a d e ti al desig  i  Task C, ide tif  

the app o i ate p oje t li its of g adi g distu a e a d esti ate the app o i ate a eage of 
pote tial e i o e tal i pa t a ea. This e i o e tal e aluatio  effo t ill e i teg ated ith the 
i itial p eli i a  desig  su h that desig  odifi atio s that a  pote tiall  edu e the i pa t a ea a  

e ide tified a d i o po ated i to the i itial p eli i a  desig .   
Note: pote tial e i o e tal i pa t a eages ill e a  a eages o l  ased o  si ple esti ated 
a ea of i pa t a d ill ot speak to e ui ed itigatio  atios.      

 Li itatio s a d a eas of oppo tu it  fo  “to  Wate  Qualit  Ma age e t.  E aluatio  of the 
p eli i a  desig  a d su ou di g topog aph , p ope t  o e ship, et . to ide tif  a eas of o st ai t 
a d a eas of oppo tu it  fo  o e i g a d t eati g sto  ate  u off to eet u e t Mu i ipal 
Regio al Pe it – C.  e ui e e ts.  I ludes o l  p eli i a  al ulatio s of total p oposed 
i pe ious su fa e a ea a d ule-of-thu  sizi g fo  e ui ed ate  ualit  t eat e t a ea.      

 Co side atio  of e isti g o e head PG&E po e  li es a d e aluatio  of pote tial o st ai ts o  
oad a  ealig e t, as ell as p eli i a  esea h of a aila le Rule  fu di g.   

 
Task B - Deli e a les  

 P oje t Base Map 
 P oje t Co st ai ts Map 
 % & % P eli i a  ROW A al sis Map 
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TA“K C: INITIAL PRELIMINARY DE“IGN & CO“T E“TIMATE  

 . I itial P eli i a  Desig  
The i itial p eli i a  e gi ee i g desig  effo t at this ti e ill e p io itized to fo us o  the iti al desig  
ele e ts fo  the oad a  that a e e ui ed to assess ight-of- a  eeds a d de elop p og a ati  p oje t 
osts, as ell as esta lish the fou datio  of the asis of desig  epo t that ill e used i  the futu e fi al 

desig  of the oad a .  The i itial p eli i a  desig  ill fo us o  the follo i g:  
 Ide tif  a d do u e t a ge of ho izo tal alig e ts o side ed. 
 Co fi  o eptual ho izo tal alig e t as sho  o  T a t  Vesti g Te tati e Map fo  Molle  

Ra h , dated O to e  , fo  o plia e ith desig  ite ia esta lished a o e.  Modif  / efi e 
ho izo tal alig e t to ge e ate p efe ed ho izo tal alig e t.  

 De elop o eptual e ti al alig e t alte ati es – p epa e up to th ee e ti al alig e t alte ati es, 
ased o  the o fi ed ho izo tal alig e t.   

 E aluate ea th o k a d g adi g i pa ts fo  ea h of the th ee e ti al alig e t alte ati es.  
 E aluate / efi e e ti al alig e ts appl i g desig  o st ai ts a d a al sis des i ed i  Task B a o e, 

to ge e ate p efe ed p eli i a  e ti al alig e t.  
 P epa e i itial p eli i a  desig  pla  a d p ofiles fo  p efe ed ho izo tal / e ti al alig e t.  

 . P og a ati  Cost Esti ate 
Ma Ka  & “o ps ill use the o pleted i itial p eli i a  desig  i  o ju tio  ith the ight-of- a  
a al sis a d desig  o st ai ts e aluatio  to p epa e a p og a ati  ost esti ate.  The p og a ati  ost 
esti ate ill p o ide a ough o de  of ag itude ost of o st u tio  fo  the ulti ate Tassaja a Road 
alig e t i p o e e ts. 
 

Task C - Deli e a les  
 % & % P eli i a  P e ise Pla  Li e 
 % & % Co eptual Pla  a d P ofile 
 Me o su a izi g alte ati es, a al sis a d p efe ed alig e t sele tio  
 P og a ati  Cost Esti ate 
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EXHIBIT B  – VALUE OF “ERVICE“ 

 
TA“K DE“CRIPTION                 E“TIMATED FEE“ 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
COMPEN“ATION 
The “ ope a d Fees a o e a e ased o  ou  e pe ie e a d ou  ge e al u de sta di g of the p oposed se i es 
e ui ed a d dis ussed ith the Clie t.  Those fees p oposed o  a Ti e a d Mate ials asis a e due to the 

u e tai  o  u defi ed atu e of these tasks a d to assist the Clie t i  keepi g the osts do .  Ti e a d 
Mate ial fees ill e t eated as a Not-to-E eed a ou t ithout autho izatio  f o  the Clie t. The fees sho  
a o e ill e i oi ed o  a o thl  asis ased o  the ti e a d ate ials spe t o  o  the pe e tage of fi ed 
fee se i es o pleted.
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APPENDIX A – HOURLY RATE FEE “CHEDULE 

 
 
 

HOURLY RATE FEE “CHEDULE – APRIL ,  TO MARCH ,  
- RATE“ “UBJECT TO ADJU“TMENT APRIL ,  – 

 

OFFICE AND PROFE““IONAL 
 
PRINCIPAL ENGINEER/PRINCIPAL “URVEYOR ........................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR  
ENGINEERING/PLANNING MANAGER .................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR  
“ENIOR PROJECT ENGINEER/PLANNER/LAND “URVEYOR .......................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
“ENIOR ENGINEER/PLANNER/LAND “URVEYOR ....................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
A““OCIATE ENGINEER/PLANNER/LAND “URVEYOR .................................................................................. $ .  PER HOUR 
A““I“TANT ENGINEER/PLANNER/“URVEYOR ........................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
JUNIOR ENGINEER/PLANNER/“URVEYOR ............................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
FIELD WORK “UPERVI“OR .................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
PRINCIPAL TECHNICIAN ....................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
“ENIOR TECHNICIAN ........................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
TECHNICIAN ...................................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
ADMINI“TRATIVE A““I“TANT ................................................................................................................ $  .  PER HOUR 
CLERICAL .......................................................................................................................................... $  .  PER HOUR 
OFFICE A““I“TANT .............................................................................................................................. $  .  PER HOUR 
 

FIELD 
 MAN FIELD PARTY* ......................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
 MAN FIELD PARTY* ......................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 
 MAN FIELD PARTY* ......................................................................................................................... $ .  PER HOUR 

*INCLUDE“ GP“ EQUIPMENT WHEN APPROPRIATE 
 

OTHER 
PREMIUM FOR REQUIRED OVERTIME .............................................................. REGULAR HOURLY RATE PLU“ % 
MILEAGE ................................................................................................. PER IR“ “TANDARD MILEAGE RATE 
DIRECT CO“T“ AND OUT“IDE CONTRACT “ERVICE“....................................................................... CO“T PLU“ % 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-60  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Approval of Park Improvement Agreement for the Subarea 3 Community Nature 
Park 
Prepared by: Meghan Tiernan, Facilities Development Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

 
The City Council will consider a Park Improvement Agreement with Lennar Homes of California, 
Inc. to construct the 10.75-acre community nature park as identified in the Eastern Dublin 
Specific Plan within the Subarea 3 development. 
   
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
No net financial impact to the City.  All costs associated with the Improvement Agreement will be 
borne by the Developer, Lennar Homes of California, Inc., with the improvements being credited 
against the City’s Community Nature Park Improvement fee credits under the Public Facilities 
Fee Program. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends the City Council adopt the Resolution Approving the Improvement 
Agreement with Lennar Homes of California, Inc. for the Subarea 3 Community Nature Park. 
 
 
       
 Submitted By Reviewed By 
 Public Works Director Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION: 

 

Lennar Homes of California, Inc. owns certain real property consisting of approximately 64-
acres of land at the northwest corner of Dublin Boulevard and Fallon Road (APN: 985-0027-
012) on which it has approval for a residential development.  On June 16, 2015, the City Council 
approved the Final Map and Improvement Agreement and accepted parkland dedication in-lieu 
credits and dedication of park land for park land dedication requirements for Tract 8171, Dublin 
Ranch Subarea 3, Phase 1 (Lennar Homes of California). 
 
Lennar Homes of California, Inc. will dedicate a 10.75-acre Community Nature Park within Tract 
8171 to satisfy Community Nature Park Land dedication obligations, for which it will receive 
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Community Nature Park Land credits for a portion of the dedication under the City’s Public 
Facilities Fee Program. 
 
In addition, Lennar Homes will develop the 10.75-acre community nature park with the 
developer’s cost for completing the improvements being credited against the City’s Community 
Nature Park Improvements fee credits under the Public Facilities Fee Program.  The City 
intends to accept Lennar Homes’ offer of dedication of the land and improvements in 
consideration for Lennar Homes’ satisfactory performance of the terms and conditions as 
outlined in the Improvement Agreement (Attachment 2).  The estimated cost of construction the 
improvements as required by the Improvement Agreement as adjusted for inflation is agreed to 
be for a fixed limit in the amount of is $500,000. 
 
Staff has prepared a Resolution Approving the Improvement Agreement with Lennar Homes of 
California, Inc. for the Subarea 3 Community Nature Park (Attachment 1). 
 

NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 

A copy of the Staff Report was sent to Lennar Homes of California, Inc. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Resolution Approving the Improvement Agreement with Lennar 

Homes of California, Inc. for the Subarea 3 Community Nature Park 
 2. Exhibit A to Attachment 1 – Improvement Agreement 



  ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. XX - 15 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * * * 

 

APPROVING THE IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT FOR THE SUB-AREA 3 COMMUNITY 

NATURE PARK 

 
 WHEREAS, Lennar Homes of California, Inc. (“Developer”) owns certain real property 
consisting of approximately 64-acres at the northwest corner of Dublin Boulevard and Fallon Road 
(APN: 985-0020-0012) on which it is pursuing a residential development project; and 
 

 WHEREAS, the Developer will dedicate 10.75-acre of Community Nature Park within Tract 
8171 to satisfy Community Nature Park Land dedication obligations, for which it will receive 
Community Nature Park Land credits under the City’s Public Facilities Fee Program; and 
  

WHEREAS, the Developer and the City have proposed to enter into an Improvement 
Agreement for Sub-Area 3 (Community Nature Park Site) to develop the 10.75-acre community 
nature park with the Developer’s cost for completing the improvements being credited against the 
City’s Community Park Improvement credits under the City’s Public Facilities Fee Program; and 

 

WHEREAS, said Improvement Agreement is secured by a bond furnished after execution 
of the Agreement and prior to issuing credits for the improvements, conditioned upon faithful 
performance of said Agreement; and  

 
WHEREAS, said Improvement Agreement is secured by a bond furnished by after 

execution of the Agreement and prior to issuing credits for the improvements, conditioned upon 
payment for labor performed or materials furnished under the terms of the said Agreement. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin 
does hereby approve an Improvement Agreement for the Sub-Area 3 Community Nature 
Park with Lennar Homes of California, Inc., attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of December, 2015, by the 
following vote: 
 
 AYES:   
 
 NOES:   
 
 ABSENT:   
  
 ABSTAIN:  
 
       ______________________________ 
               Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
_________________________________ 
 City Clerk 
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IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT FOR 
SUBAREA 3 (COMMUNITY NATURE PARK SITE) 

 
THIS IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT (this “Agreement”) is made and entered in 

the City of Dublin on this 15th day of December, 2015 by and between the City of Dublin, 
a Municipal Corporation (hereafter "City") and Lennar Homes of California, Inc., a 
California Corporation (hereafter "Landowner”). City and Landowner are hereinafter 
collectively referred to as the “Parties.” 

 
WITNESSETH: 

 
WHEREAS, Landowner owned, and still owns portions, of certain real property 

(“the Property”) consisting of approximately 64-acres of land generally northwest of the 
intersection of Dublin Boulevard and Fallon Road, on which it is pursuing a residential 
development project (“the Project”); and 
  

WHEREAS, in pursuit of the Project, Landowner and City entered into a 
Development Agreement with the City, dated March 4, 2014, recorded on June, 4, 2014 
as Instrument No. 201434796 of the Official Records of Alameda County (“Development 
Agreement”); and 

 
WHEREAS, Landowner obtained the necessary approvals develop up to 437 

attached and detached residential dwelling units on the site, grade the site, extend 
utilities, and complete related improvements. The site includes 38.0-acres of medium 
density residential, 7.5-acres of medium-high density residential, 14.5-acres of rural 
residential/agriculture, 2.0-acres for stream corridor, and 2.0-acres of neighborhood 
park; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Landowner and the City entered into a non-binding Letter 

Agreement, dated March 6, 2015 (“Letter Agreement”) to develop 10.75-acres of the 
rural/residential agricultural parcels as a Community Nature Park; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Letter Agreement anticipated that, following certain related 
actions by the City described below, the City and Landowner would enter into a Park 
Improvement Agreement, that requires developer to improve and dedicate 10.75 acres 
of Community Nature Park to the City, for which it will receive Community Nature Park 
Land (a portion thereof) and Community Nature Park Land Improvement credits under 
the City’s Public Facilities Fee program; and  
 

WHEREAS, on April 7, 2015, the City Council adopted a Resolution Approving 
the initiation of a General Plan and Eastern Dublin Specific Plan Amendment Study to 
change the land use designation on 10.75-acres within Subarea 3 of Dublin Ranch from 
Rural Residential/Agriculture to Parks/Public Recreation; and 

 
WHEREAS, on October 6, 2015, the City Council adopted a Resolution 

Approving General Plan and Eastern Dublin Specific Plan Amendments to change the 
10.75-acre site with Dublin Ranch Subarea 3 located south of Central Parkway and 
north of Dublin Boulevard between Lockhart Street and Fallon Road from 
Rural/Residential Agriculture (RR/A) to Parks/Public Recreation (P/PR: and 
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(versus a recreational trail) by using NaturePave pavement 
surfacing. 

 

Concurrently with the execution of this Agreement, Landowner has deposited 
$60,000 in the City’s Deposit Account. These funds are intended to cover the 
cost of having Construction Documents prepared and other costs as set forth in 
Section 8 below, and shall be included in the fixed amount of $500,000 described 
in Section 11 below.  In the event that the City anticipates that such costs will 
exceed the amount deposited pursuant to this section, the City may request an 
additional deposit, which Landowner shall make within 30 days of the request.  
Any funds remaining in the Deposit Account at Project closeout shall be returned 
to Landowner. 
 
3. Completion Time. Landowner will commence construction of the 
Improvements within 60 days following the delivery of the City’s Construction 
Documents and shall complete all Improvements no later than 14 months 
following delivery of the City’s Construction Documents unless the completion 
date is extended by the City Manager.  Time is of the essence in this Agreement.  
Upon completion, Landowner shall furnish City with a complete and reproducible 
set of final as-built plans and AutoCAD copies of the Construction Documents for 
the Improvements, including any City authorized modifications. 
 
4. Acceptance of Work. Upon notice of completion of all Improvements and 
delivery of a set of final as-built plans copies of Construction Documents to City 
by Landowner, the City shall examine the Improvements without delay.  If the 
Improvements are found to be in accordance with said plans and specifications 
and this Agreement, City shall recommend acceptance of the work to the City 
Council, and, upon such acceptance, shall notify Landowner or its designated 
agents of such acceptance.  City shall only accept the Improvements at 100% 
completion. 

 
5. Bid Documents. Landowner shall prepare the bid documents for the 
Community Nature Park. The City shall review and approve the bid documents 
prior to the issuance of a notice of, and invitation to, bid by Landowner. Bids shall 
be lump sum with an itemized unit summary to be used for additions and 
deletions only. The City shall also review the bids received by Landowner and 
shall approve Landowner’s selection of the most appropriate bid prior to the 
award of contract. All bids shall include prevailing wage rates. The City shall 
have ten (10) working days to review the bids and, in the event the City 
concludes the bids are unacceptably high and not to budget, to notify Landowner 
of required modifications to the Improvements or the need to solicit additional 
bids. The City shall provide Landowner with an opportunity to review and 
comment on any proposal by the City to modify the Improvements and shall give 
such comments fair consideration.  

 
6.  Inspection of the Work.  Landowner shall guarantee free access to City 
through the City Manager's designated representative for the safe and 
convenient inspection of the work throughout its construction.  Said City 
representative shall have the authority to reject all materials and workmanship 
which are not in accordance with the plans and specifications, and all such 
materials and or work shall be removed promptly by Landowner and replaced to 
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the satisfaction of City without any expense to City in strict accordance with the 
improvement plans and specifications.  The City representative will also attend all 
project progress meetings during the course of construction. Landowner shall 
submit any plan changes before and during construction to the City Manager’s 
designated representative for approval. Construction shall not begin on any plan 
changes until they are approved pursuant to Section 7 of this Agreement. 

 
7. Change Orders. Landowner shall submit a written request for approval of 
any change orders to the City at least 15 working days prior to proceeding with 
any change order. Landowner shall not issue any change orders on such 
construction contract without first obtaining City’s written consent. Landowner 
acknowledges the failure to obtain such written consent from the City will result in 
Landowner’s sole responsibility to pay for such change orders without 
reimbursement or credit from the City. Any change in design in the Improvements 
must have City’s pre-approval.  

 
8. Other Costs. City and Landowner acknowledge that City and Landowner 
incur various costs during park development beyond construction document 
preparation and improvement construction. Such costs include but are not limited 
to consultant construction assistance (environmental, inspection, engineering), 
storm water pollution prevention, utility bills (electric, water), City inspections, 
permits and fees, design/drafting fees, fencing, maintenance and miscellaneous 
costs such as photocopying and printing. Landowner shall not enter into 
contracts for such costs or otherwise procure such services without obtaining 
City consent. Landowner will provide City with copies of any contracts and 
detailed descriptions of scope of work to be performed. Landowner 
acknowledges failure to obtain such written consent from the City will result in 
Landowner’s sole responsibility to pay for such other costs without 
reimbursement or credit from the City.  

 
9. Payments. Landowner shall be responsible for all payments associated 
with the Improvements. This includes but is not limited to, contractors work, 
electric and water bills, storm water pollution prevention, consultant construction 
assistance, City inspections, permits and fees. Landowner shall provide to City a 
monthly accounting summary outlining project costs to date. Landowner will 
include copies of invoices paid. Landowner will provide copies of cancelled 
checks if requested by City.  

 
10. Work Performance and Guarantee. Except as otherwise expressly 
provided in this Agreement, and excepting only items of routine maintenance, 
ordinary wear and tear and unusual abuse or neglect, Landowner guarantees all 
work executed by Landowner and/or Landowner’s agents, and all supplies, 
materials and devices of whatsoever nature incorporated in, or attached to the 
work, or otherwise delivered to City as a part of the work pursuant to the 
Agreement, to be free of all defects of workmanship and materials for a period of 
one year after final acceptance of the entire work by City. All manufactured 
products specified for the site shall have extended warranties as available from 
the companies that supply the products. All such warranties shall be transferred 
to the City prior to final acceptance of the Improvements.  These warranties shall 
cover both the replacement of parts and the labor necessary to have the 
equipment in proper working order.  These products include, but are not limited 
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to: play equipment, site furnishings and mechanical equipment. Landowner shall 
repair or replace any or all such work or material, together with all or any other 
work or materials which may be displaced or damaged in so doing, that may 
prove defective in workmanship or material within said one-year guarantee 
period without expense or charge of any nature whatsoever to City.  Landowner 
further covenants and agrees that when defects in design, workmanship and 
materials actually appear during the applicable guarantee period, and have been 
corrected, the guarantee period for such corrected items shall automatically be 
extended for an additional year to insure that such defects have actually been 
corrected. In the event the Landowner shall fail to comply with the conditions of 
the foregoing guarantee within ten (10) days’ time, after being notified of the 
defect in writing, City shall have the right, but shall not be obligated, to repair or 
obtain the repair of the defect, and Landowner shall pay to City on demand all 
costs and expense of such repair.  Notwithstanding anything herein to the 
contrary, in the event that any defect in workmanship or material covered by the 
foregoing guarantee results in a condition which constitutes an immediate hazard 
to the public health, safety, or welfare, City shall have the right to immediately 
repair, or cause to be repaired, such defect, and Landowner shall pay to City on 
demand all costs and expense of such repair. The foregoing statement relating to 
hazards to health and safety shall be deemed to include either temporary or 
permanent repairs, which may be required as determined in the sole discretion 
and judgment of City. If City, at its sole option, makes or causes to be made the 
necessary repairs or replacements or performs the necessary work as provided 
herein, Landowner shall pay, in addition to actual costs and expenses of such 
repair or work, fifty percent (50%) of such costs and expenses for overhead and 
interest at the maximum rate of interest permitted by law accruing thirty (30) days 
from the date of billing for such work or repairs. 

 
11. Estimated Cost of Improvements. The estimated cost of constructing the 
Improvements required by this Agreement as adjusted for inflation is agreed to 
be for a fixed limit in the amount of $500,000 as more fully set out in Exhibit “B” 
entitled “Complete Project Cost Estimate – Sub Area 3 Community Nature Park 
Improvements” and incorporated herein. 
 
City and Landowner acknowledge that the actual construction costs of the 
Improvements may vary from the estimated costs. The Parties will evaluate the 
estimated costs three times as follows: (1) at the time of execution of this 
Agreement, (2) prior to development of the Construction Documents, and (3) 
prior to bid.  
 
The Improvement costs that will be subject to credit in accordance with Sections 
13 and 14 below shall consist of the bid amounts as approved by City pursuant to 
Section 5 above and any change orders approved by City pursuant to Section 7 
above. This project shall be constructed on a prevailing wage scale as required 
by the State of California. 

 
12. Bonds Furnished. Concurrently with the execution of this Agreement, 
Landowner shall furnish City with the following security in a form satisfactory to 
the City Attorney. Landowner shall increase or decrease the amount of the 
security if project costs increase or decrease pursuant to section 11. 

 



 

6 
 

     a.       Faithful Performance.  Either a cash deposit, a corporate surety bond 
issued by a company duly and legally licensed to conduct a general surety business in 
the State of California, or an instrument of credit equivalent to one hundred percent 
(100%) of the estimate set forth in Section 11 and sufficient to assure City that the Park 
Improvements will be satisfactorily completed. 
           

b.       Labor and Materials.  Either a cash deposit, a corporate surety bond 
issued by a company duly and legally licensed to conduct a general surety business in 
the State of California, or an instrument of credit equivalent to one-hundred percent 
(100%) of the estimate set forth in Section 11 and sufficient to assure City that 
Landowner’s contractors, subcontractors, and other persons furnishing labor, materials, 
or equipment shall be paid therefore. 
          

c.       City shall be the sole indemnitee named on any instrument required by 
this Agreement. Any instrument or deposit required herein and the release thereof shall 
conform with the provisions of Chapter 5 of the Subdivision Map Act. 
  

13. Fee Credit.  
 a. For Improvements.  In consideration for the Improvements to be 
constructed by Landowner, City shall grant Community Nature Park Improvement 
Fee credits as calculated according to the City’s Public Facilities Fee Program.  
Value of the improvement credit will be the lesser of (a) the estimated costs of 
the Improvements, or (b) the pro-rated value of the Improvements using the 
standard cost measurement in the Public Facilities Fee. Fee credits will be 
provided upon receipt of security for the Improvements as set forth in Section 12 
above. 
 b. For Land Dedication. The value of land credit will be based on the 
actual size of the parcel dedicated less 3.7-acres multiplied by the land value for 
community nature parkland specified in the Public Facilities Fee. In accordance 
with Public Facilities Fee requirements, fee credits will be provided upon 
dedication of the land.  

 
14.  No Credit for Excess Costs. Costs are not subject to reimbursement by 
City to Landowner to the extent that actual construction, design, and related 
costs, as approved by City, total more than the above fee credit. 

 
15. Obligations Arising from Agreement. Neither the General Fund, nor any 
other fund or monies of City, except the Public Facilities Fee Community Nature 
Park Improvement Fund or similar park improvements funds or accounts, shall 
be utilized for payment of any obligations arising from this Agreement. Neither 
the credit nor the taxing power of City is pledged for the payment of any 
obligations arising from the Agreement. Landowner’s obligations arising from this 
Agreement are not a debt of City, or a legal or equitable pledge, charge, lien or 
encumbrance upon any of its property, or upon any of its income, receipts or 
revenues. 
 
16. Liability. 

 
A. Landowner Primarily Liable.  Landowner hereby warrants that the 

design and construction of the Improvements will not adversely affect any portion 
of adjacent properties and that all work will be performed in a proper manner.  
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Landowner agrees to indemnify, defend with counsel acceptable to City, and hold 
harmless CITY, its officers, officials, employees, agents, and volunteers, from 
and against any and all loss, claims, suits, liabilities, actions, damages, or causes 
of action of every kind, nature and description,(collectively “Liability”) directly or 
indirectly arising from an act or omission of Landowner, its employees, agents, or 
independent contractors in connection with Landowner’s actions and obligations 
hereunder, except such Liabilities caused by the sole negligence or willful 
misconduct of the City; provided as follows: 
 

1) That City does not, and shall not, waive any rights against 
Landowner which it may have by reason of the aforesaid hold harmless 
agreement, because of the acceptance by City, or the deposit with City by 
Developer, of any of the insurance policies described in Paragraph 19 
hereof. 

2)   That the aforesaid hold harmless agreement by Landowner 
shall apply to all damages and claims for damages of every kind suffered, 
or alleged to have been suffered, by reason of any of the aforesaid 
operations referred to in this paragraph, regardless of whether or not City 
has prepared, supplied, or approved of plans and/or specifications for the 
subdivision, or regardless of whether or not such insurance policies shall 
have been determined to be applicable to any of such damages or claims 
for damages. 

 
3)  Design Defect.  If, in the opinion of the City, a design defect in 

the work of improvement becomes apparent during the course of 
construction, or within one (1) year (except for those manufactured 
products where extended warranties have been provided, in which case 
the extended warranty period shall apply) following acceptance by the 
City of the Improvements, and said design defect, in the opinion of the 
City, may substantially impair the public health and safety, Developer 
shall, upon order by the CITY, correct said design defect  at his sole cost 
and expense, and the sureties under the Faithful Performance and Labor 
and Materials Bonds shall be liable to the City for the corrective work 
required. 

 
4)   Litigation Expenses.  In the event that legal action is instituted 

by either party to this Agreement, and said action seeks damages for 
breach of this Agreement or seeks to specifically enforce the terms of this 
Agreement, and, in the event judgment is entered in said action, the 
prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its attorneys' fees and court 
costs.  If City is the prevailing party, City shall also be entitled to recover 
its attorney’s fees and costs in any action against Landowner’s surety on 
the bonds provided under paragraph 12. 

 
5)       Third Party Claims.  With respect to third party claims against 

the Developer, the Developer waives any and all rights of any type to 
express or implied indemnity against the City. 

 
17. Insurance Required.  Concurrently with the execution hereof, Landowner 
shall obtain or cause to be obtained and filed with the City, all insurance required 
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under this paragraph, and such insurance shall have been approved by the Risk 
Manager of City, or his designee, as to form, amount and carrier.  Prior to the 
commencement of work under this Agreement, Landowner's general contractor 
shall obtain or cause to be obtained and filed with the Risk Manager, all 
insurance required under this paragraph, and such insurance shall have been 
approved by the Risk Manager of City, as to form, amount and carrier.  
Landowner shall not allow any contractor or subcontractor to commence work on 
this contract or subcontract until all insurance required for Landowner and 
Landowner's general contractor shall have been so obtained and approved.  Said 
insurance shall be maintained in full force and effect until the completion of work 
under this Agreement and the final acceptance thereof by City. All requirements 
herein provided shall appear either in the body of the insurance policies or as 
endorsements and shall specifically bind the insurance carrier. 
 

       A.      Minimum Scope of Insurance.  Coverage shall be at least as broad as: 
          

1)     Insurance Services Office form number GL 0002 (Ed. 1/73) covering 
comprehensive General Liability and Insurance Services Office form number GL 0404 
covering Broad Form Comprehensive General Liability; or Insurance Services Office 
Commercial General Liability coverage ("occurrence" form CG 0001.) 
          

2) Insurance Services Office form number CA 0001 (Ed. 1/78) covering 
Automobile Liability, code 1 "any auto" and endorsement CA 0025. 
   

3)      Workers' Compensation insurance as required by the Labor Code of 
the State of California and Employers Liability Insurance. 
 
 B.      Minimum Limits of Insurance.  Landowner shall maintain limits no less 
than: 
         1)   General Liability:  $1,000,000 combined single limit per occurrence for 
bodily injury, personal injury and property damage.  If commercial General Liability 
Insurance or other form with a general aggregate limit is used, either the general 
aggregate limit shall apply separately to this project/location or the general aggregate 
limit shall be twice the required occurrence limit. 
         

2)   Automobile Liability:  $1,000,000 combined single limit per accident 
for bodily injury and property damage. 
         

3) Workers' Compensation and Employers Liability:  Workers' 
compensation limits as required by the Labor Code of the State of California and 
Employers Liability limits of $1,000,000 per accident. 
       

C.      Deductibles and Self-Insurance Retentions. Any deductibles or self-insured 
retentions must be declared to and approved by the City.  At the option of the City, 
Landowner shall procure a bond guaranteeing payment of losses and related 
investigations, claim administration and defense expenses. 
       

D.      Other Insurance Provisions.  The policies are to contain, or be endorsed to 
contain, the following provisions: 

 
        1)      General Liability and Automobile Liability Coverages. 
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          a)      The City, its officers, agents, officials, employees and 
volunteers shall be named as additional insureds in respect to:  liability arising out of 
activities performed by or on behalf of the Landowner; products and completed 
operations of the Landowner; premises owned, occupied or used by the Landowner; or 
automobiles owned, leased, hired or borrowed by the Landowner. 
      

The coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of 
the protection afforded to the City, its officers, officials, employees or volunteers. 
           

b)      The Landowner's insurance coverage shall be primary 
insurance in respect to the City, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers. Any 
insurance or self-insurance maintained by the City, its officers, officials, employees or 
volunteers shall be excess of the Landowner's insurance and shall not contribute with it. 
           

c)      Any failure to comply with reporting provisions of the policies 
shall not affect coverage provided to the City, its officers, officials, employees or 
volunteers. 
         d)      The Landowner's insurance shall apply separately to each 
insured against whom claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits 
of the insurer's liability. 
 
       2)      Workers' Compensation and Employers Liability Coverage.  The 
insurer shall agree to waive all rights of subrogation against the City, its officers, officials, 
employees and volunteers for losses arising from work performed by the Landowner for 
the City. 
       3)      All Coverages.  Each insurance policy required by this clause shall 
be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be suspended, voided, cancelled by either 
party, reduced in coverage or in limits except after thirty (30) days' prior written notice by 
certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the City. 
 
    a)      Acceptability of Insurers.  Insurance is to be placed with 
insurers with a A.M. Bests' rating of no less than A:VII. 
 
    b)      Verification of Coverage.  Landowner shall furnish City 
with certificates of insurance and with original endorsements effecting coverage required 
by this clause.  The certificates and endorsements for each insurance policy are to be 
signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. The 
certificates and endorsements are to be received and approved by the City before work 
commences.  The City reserves the right to require complete, certified copies of all 
required insurance policies, at any time.       
    

c)      Subcontractors.  Landowner and/or Landowner's general 
contractor shall include all subcontractors as insureds under its policies or shall obtain 
separate certificates and endorsements for each subcontractor. All coverages for 
subcontractors shall be subject to all of the requirements stated herein. 

 
18. Assignment of Agreement. This Agreement shall not be assigned by 
Landowner without the written consent of City, which shall not be unreasonably 
withheld. 
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19. Landowner Not an Agent. Neither Landowner nor any of Landowner’s 
agents or contractors are or shall be considered to be agents of City in 
connection with the performance of Landowner’s obligations under this 
Agreement. 
 
20. Abandonment of Work.   If Landowner refuses or fails to obtain 
prosecution of the work, or any severable part thereof, with such diligence as will 
insure its completion within the time specified, or any extension thereof, or fails to 
obtain completion of said work within such time, or if Landowner should be 
adjudged as bankrupt, or should make a general assignment for the benefit of 
Landowner’s creditors, or if a receiver should be appointed, or if Landowner, or 
any of Landowner’s contractors, subcontractors, agents or employees should 
violate any of the provisions of this Agreement, the City through its Public Works 
Director may serve written notice on Landowner and Landowner’s surety or 
holder of other security of breach of this Agreement, or of any portion, thereof, 
and default of Landowner. 

 

In the event of any such notice of breach of this Agreement, Landowner’s surety 
shall have the duty to take over and complete the Improvements herein specified; 
provided, however, that if the surety, within thirty (30) days after the serving upon 
it of such notice of breach, does not give City written notice of its intention to take 
over the performance of the contract, and does not commence performance 
thereof within thirty (30) days after notice to City of such election, City may take 
over the work and prosecute the same to completion, by contract or by any other 
method City may deem advisable, for the account and at the expense of 
Landowner and Landowner’s surety shall be liable to City for any damages 
and/or reasonable and documented excess costs occasioned by City thereby; 
and, in such event, City, without liability for so doing, may take possession of, 
and utilize in completing the work, such materials, appliances, plant and other 
property belonging to Landowner as may be on the site of the work and 
necessary therefor.   
 
21. Notices. All notices herein required shall be in writing, and delivered in 
person or sent by registered mail, postage prepaid.   

 
Notices required to be given to City shall be addressed as follows:                                                         

  
 City Manager 
 City of Dublin 
 100 Civic Plaza 
 Dublin, California 94568 
 

Notices required to be given to Landowner shall be addressed as follows: 
 
Don Larson, Vice President 
Lennar Homes of California 
6111 Bollinger Canyon Road 
San Ramon, CA 94583 
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Any party or the surety may change such address by notice in writing to the other 
party and thereafter notices shall be addressed and transmitted to the new 
address. 
 
Concurrently with the execution of this Agreement, Landowner has executed, 
and has caused to be acknowledged, an abstract of this Agreement.  Landowner 
agrees that City may record said abstract in the official records of Alameda 
County. 
 
22. Use of Improvements. At all times prior to the final acceptance of the work 
by City, the use of any or all Improvements within the work to be performed 
under this Agreement shall be at the sole and exclusive risk of Landowner. 
 
23. Safety Devices.  Landowner shall provide and maintain such guards, 
watchmen, fences, barriers, regulatory signs, warning lights, and other safety 
devices adjacent to and on the tract site as may be necessary to prevent 
accidents to the public and damage to the property.  Landowner shall furnish, 
place, and maintain such lights  as may be necessary for illuminating the said 
fences, barriers, signs, and other safety devices.  At the end of all work to be 
performed under this Agreement, all fences, barriers, regulatory signs, warning 
lights, and other safety devices (except such safety items as may be shown on 
the plans and included in the items of work) shall be removed from site of the 
work by the Landowner, and the entire site left clean and orderly. 

 
24. Attorneys’ Fees and Venue. In any action to enforce the provisions of this 
Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to its reasonable attorney's fees. 
Any action arising out of this Agreement shall be brought in Alameda County, 
California regardless of where else venue may lie. 
 
25. Recitals. The foregoing Recitals are true and correct and are made a part 
hereof. 
 
26. Severability.  If a court of competent jurisdiction finds or rules that any 
provision of this Agreement is invalid, void, or unenforceable, the provisions of 
this Agreement not so adjudged shall remain in full force and effect.  The 
invalidity in whole or in part of any provision of this Agreement shall not void or 
affect the validity of any other provision of this Agreement. 
 
27. Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts, 
each of which shall be an original and all of which together shall constitute one 
agreement. 
 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City and Landowner have executed this Agreement, the 
day and year first above written. 
 
CITY OF DUBLIN 
a Municipal Corporation 
 
Dated: _________________    By: __________________________ 
        

Name: Christopher L. Foss 



 

12 
 

 
Title: City Manager 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
By: ___________________________ 
Name: Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to form 
 
By: __________________________ 
Name: John Bakker, City Attorney 
 
 
 
DEVELOPER 
 
LENNAR HOMES OF CALIFORNIA, INC. 
a California Corporation 
 
Dated: _________________    By: __________________________ 
 

Name: _______________________ 
 
Title: _________________________ 

2443195.1  
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #1000-80  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Drought Emergency Continuance 
Prepared by Roger Bradley, Assistant to the City Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
On March 18, 2014, the City Council adopted a Resolution declaring a State of Emergency in 
the City of Dublin due to extreme drought conditions within the State and City. The City Council 
will consider continuing the State of Emergency for an additional 30 days.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council, by motion, as required by Government Code Section 
8630(c), which states that the City Council shall review the need for continuing a local 
emergency at least once every 30 days until the governing body terminates the local 
emergency, continue the State of Emergency that was declared on March 18, 2014, based on 
the fact that extreme drought conditions continue to exist within both the State of California and 
City of Dublin, and the threat to the safety and welfare of Dublin residents remains.  
 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 
On March 18, 2014, the City Council adopted Resolution 26-14 (Attachment 1), declaring a 
State of Emergency due to extreme drought conditions within the State and within the City of 
Dublin. State law requires that the City Council revisit and consider whether to extend the State 
of Emergency within the City at least once every 30 days.  At the current time, the Governor’s 
State of Emergency declaration, as well as those passed by Dublin San Ramon Services District 
and the Zone 7 Water Agency, still stand. As a result, Staff recommends that the City Council 
find that the drought conditions and the resultant threat to the City and its residents and 
businesses have not changed and continue the drought emergency for an additional 30 days.  
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NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  None.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Resolution 26-14 







  

  

 Page 1 of 2 ITEM NO.  4.7  

  
 

 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #350-40  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Request for Authorization to Use UNICOR for the Recycling of City 
Electronic Waste and Surplus Computer Equipment 
Prepared by Steve Pappa, Information Systems Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 

The City generates electronic waste in the form of surplus computers, monitors, printers and 
other items that have reached the end of useful life.  The City strives to dispose of these items in 
an environmentally responsible manner.  It is proposed to use UNICOR for the recycling of 
electronic waste identified as beyond the useful life. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT: 

  
There is no cost associated with the proper disposal of the items by UNICOR. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the Resolution Authorizing the Use of UNICOR 
for the recycling of City electronic waste and surplus computer equipment. 
 
 
 
        
  Submitted By   Reviewed By 
 Administrative Services Director Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 

The City generates electronic waste as a result of its annual office equipment replacement 
schedule.  Electronic waste includes obsolete computers, monitors, printers, scanners and other 
inoperable office equipment. California law requires that the City safely dispose of this electronic 
waste.     
 
Dublin Municipal Code section 2.36.150 allows the Purchasing Agent to dispose of worn and 
obsolete equipment.  In the past, for inventory tracking purposes, Staff has provided the City 
Council with a list of assets prior to disposal.  At this time, the City will be disposing of obsolete 
City computers and office equipment.  
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Due to the age of the equipment, it was determined that the computers are beyond their useful 
life and continued use would not be desirable. Prior to disposal, the City removes all files from 
the computer hard drive including the operating system software.  This assures the City has 
complied with software licensing agreements and reduces the potential for City information to 
exist on the hard drive after disposal. However, current best practices recommend, as a security 
precaution, that a professional recycler shred the hard drives and provide a certification of 
destruction for computer hard drives. 
 
UNICOR, United States Department of Justice is part of Federal Prison Industries. UNICOR 
operates from the Federal Prison in Dublin with a recycling facility in Atwater. UNICOR will 
destroy computer hard drives and software media as directed by the City.  Equipment will be 
dismantled and components will be rehabilitated or recycled. The work will be conducted by 
inmates as part of a job training program. UNICOR has obtained a certification in conformance 
with applicable requirements of the International Organization for Standardization / International 
Electrotechnical Commission (ISO/IEC) and the ANSI-ASQ National Accreditation Board 
(ANAB). 
 
The City’s computer equipment to be disposed of is inoperable without additional software and 
based on the age may not operate at current expectations.  Current disposal practice has the 
recycler shred all hard drives.  These factors limit the potential for seeking placement for re-use 
with other organizations.  Staff reviewed current practices among cities and most follow a similar 
protocol of using an electronics recycler.   
 
The proposed resolution (Attachment 1) authorizes Staff to use UNICOR for disposal of 
electronic waste, and directs Staff to remove the disposed assets from the City’s fixed asset 
records.  A list of the equipment is attached to the resolution as Exhibit A. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH: 

  

None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Resolution Authorizing the Use of UNICOR for the Recycling of City 

Electronic Waste and Surplus Computer Equipment 



RESOLUTION NO. xx - 15 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * 
AUTHORIZING THE USE OF UNICOR FOR THE RECYCLING 

OF CITY ELECTRONIC WASTE AND SURPLUS COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 
 

WHEREAS, the City generates electronic waste as a result of its computer and office 
equipment replacement schedule; and 

 
WHEREAS, electronic waste includes computers, monitors, back-up power supplies, printers, 

and other office equipment that is no longer used for City operations; and 
 
WHEREAS, Dublin Municipal Code section 2.36.150 allows the Purchasing Agent to dispose 

of worn and obsolete equipment; and   
 
WHEREAS, Staff has provided the City Council with a listing of worn and obsolete electronic 

equipment to be disposed of; and   
 
WHEREAS, California law requires that electronic waste be recycled and disposed of in an 

environmentally responsible manner; and 
 
WHEREAS, UNICOR is a certified electronic waste recycler in compliance with industry 

standards; and  
 
WHEREAS, UNICOR will provide the City with certification that the electronic waste was 

disposed of properly and in an environmentally responsible manner. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin hereby 
authorizes the use of UNICOR for the recycling of City electronic waste and surplus computer 
equipment as described to the City Council on December 15, 2015 and listed on Exhibit A attached 
hereto. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City assets disposed of shall be removed from the fixed 
asset records of the City.  
 
 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 15th day of December, 2015, by the following vote: 

AYES:   
NOES:   
ABSENT:  
ABSTAIN:  
 

______________________________________ 
Mayor 

ATTEST: 
___________________________ 
     City Clerk 
 



            CITY OF DUBLIN ELECTRONICS RECYCLING LIST (December 15, 2015) 

                PREPARED BY ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

                                                           EXHIBIT A 

 
                                             Approx. 
                                           Purchase   
      Description                      Date             Serial Number      Manufacturer / Model 

 
  CITY OWNED EQUIPMENT 

  
    COMPUTER 7/1/2004 8TPVN31 Dell Optiplex GX270 

COMPUTER 7/1/2005 G6NZZB1 Dell Optiplex 620 

COMPUTER 8/13/2005 CF-27EB6GCAMNT Panasonic Toughbook 

COMPUTER 7/1/2006 N/A Apple iMac 

COMPUTER 7/1/2007 90HY6C1 Dell Optiplex 745 

COMPUTER 7/1/2008 9VC2XG1 Dell Optiplex 755 

COMPUTER 7/1/2009 F0HY6C1 Dell Optiplex 745 

COMPUTER 7/1/2009 8NZBCD1 Dell Optiplex 745 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NHVMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NHYMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NHSMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NGWMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NJSMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NGXMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NHTMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NGSMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NHWMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NGNMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NGMMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NJNMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 4NHZMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 HNZ69F1 Dell Optiplex 755 

COMPUTER 7/1/2010 DCF7GK1 Dell Optiplex 760 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 4NGLMM1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31L9YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31FBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31H6YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31J8YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31F7YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31GBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 1X3F4F1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31M8YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 BXFLCP1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31FDYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31F6YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31DBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31HBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31MBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

   EXHIBIT A   



 Approx.   

 Purchase   

Description Date Serial Number       Manufacturer / Model 
COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31J6YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31GBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 B81GZK1 Dell Optiplex 760 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31GDYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31C7YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31G7YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31JBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31M9YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31B6YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31H7YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31J7YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31D9YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31MCYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31LBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31L8YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 J54CKS1 Dell Optiplex 790 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 8D4QWV1 Dell Optiplex 790 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31K8YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31KBYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31G6YQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 31DDYQ1 Dell Optiplex 780 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 8CYQW1 Dell Optiplex 790 

COMPUTER 7/1/2011 8D4QW1 Dell Optiplex 790 

    LAPTOP 7/1/2011 GD3ZSN1 Dell Precision M6500 

LAPTOP 7/1/2011 650BDN1 Dell Precision M6500 

LAPTOP 7/1/2011 F7D41L1 Dell Precision M4400 

    MONITOR 7/1/2004 CN-D3RB Dell 1703FPs 

MONITOR 7/1/2004 CN-D3R1 Dell 1703FPs 

MONITOR 7/1/2004 CN-D3R3 Dell 1703FPs 

MONITOR 7/1/2004 MX-CTU9 Dell 1504 

MONITOR 7/15/2004 CN-D3R8 Dell 1703Ps 

MONITOR 7/1/2006 CN-A559 Dell 1703 

MONITOR 7/1/2006 MX-AZ0D Dell 1704FPVs 

MONITOR 8/1/2007 MX-1CJU Dell 1708FPb 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-AB9M Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-B069 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-A256 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-AB9S Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-B082 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-B086 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-A607 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-AHSX Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-AATX Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-A642 Dell 1707FPt 

   EXHIBIT A 



 Approx.   

 Purchase   

Description Date Serial Number       Manufacturer / Model 
MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-A973 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-AM3D Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-B080 Dell 1707FP 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-ALVB Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-A670 Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2008 CN-ANHX Dell 1707FPt 

MONITOR 7/1/2009 CN-3KCS Dell 1708FP 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-LA00 Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-3KMS Dell 1708FP  

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-CA0F Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-9A00 Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-BATL Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-BA4Q Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-8A00 Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 MX-1GVU Dell 1708FPb 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 MX-1GJU Dell 1708FPb 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-QA00 Dell 1708FPb 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-AA00 Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-825S Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-WA00 Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-ABGM Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-B030 Dell 1708FPt 

MONITOR 8/1/2009 CN-BQ58 Dell 1708FPt 

    MONITOR 9/1/2009 CN-164S Dell 1708FP 

MONITOR 7/1/2010 CN-B091 Dell 1908FPt 

MONITOR 7/1/2011 CN-0PYL Dell P170Sb 

MONITOR 7/1/2011 CN-08DU Dell P170Sb 

MONITOR 7/1/2011 CN-0RWS Dell P170Sb 

MONITOR 7/1/2012 CN-29UU Dell P170Sb 

MONITOR 7/1/2012 CN-2A2U Dell P170Sb 

MONITOR 7/1/2012 CN-3HWM Dell P1913b 

MONITOR 8/1/2010 CN-116S Dell P170St 

MONITOR 7/1/2012 CN--33GM Dell P1913b 

    PRINTER 7/1/1997 CMR1093423 Epson Stylus Color 880 

PRINTER 8/22/2003 CNBFC92899 HP LaserJet 2300dn 

PRINTER 1/1/2005 HP002387170 ithaca printer 93PL 

PRINTER 7/1/2005 CN56I1Z302 HP DeskJet 5940 

PRINTER 1/19/2008 UZY 02788 Canon Laser Class 510 

PRINTER 5/13/2009 CNGXD16575 HP LaserJet 4250tn 

PRINTER 7/1/2009 000T584746G Lexmark Prevail Pro705 

PRINTER 8/16/2009 JN7E168803 Epson Stylus Photo 1400 

PRINTER 8/23/2010 CNYBB87933 HP Color LaserJet 3800n 

    MISC 4/6/1990 4476478 IBM Selectric typewriter 
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 Approx.   

 Purchase   

Description Date Serial Number       Manufacturer / Model 
MISC 8/22/2000 CN817ZT432 HP 2610-24 Switch 

MISC 4/1/2001 T035D0FF Toshiba I.P. phone 

MISC 4/1/2001 LB012796 Toshiba I.P. phone 

MISC 4/1/2001 LE218420 Toshiba I.P. phone 

MISC 3/28/2008 N/A 6 APC UPS 

MISC 7/1/2008 N/A 1 Box Cables 

MISC 9/30/2008 N/A 2 Server Rails 

MISC 7/1/2009 N/A 2 Boxes Misc Electronics 

MISC 8/22/2009 DAJ03453 Canon DR-7580 scanner 

MISC 11/14/2009 A50946134343 APC UPS 

MISC 6/1/2010 N/A 1 Box Cables 

MISC 6/1/2010 N/A 3 Boxes Misc Electronics 

MISC 7/1/2010 N/A 1 Box Keyboards/Mice 

MISC 7/1/2010 N/A 1 Box Misc Electronics 

MISC 11/14/2010 QS0630111458 APC  UPS 

MISC 7/1/2011 DMTG85R9DFHW iPad 

MISC 7/1/2011 DKVJF1ANDFHW iPad 

MISC 
 

N/A 1 Box CDs & hard drives 

    POLICE PROPERTY 
  

    COMPUTER 
 

118986810 GATEWAY 

COMPUTER 
 

MX12609182 HP 

COMPUTER 
 

2UA5240HPH HP 

COMPUTER 
 

TWO4431516 HP 

    LAPTOP 

 
 

IBM 5516LPG209 

LAPTOP 

 
 

Sony PCG-955A 

LAPTOP 

 

78-PL044 97/08 IBM 

LAPTOP 

 

OBLITERATED DELL 

LAPTOP 

 

YA378559Q TOSHIBA 

LAPTOP 

 

UNKNOWN SONY PCG-7T1L 

LAPTOP 

 

CNU6391PD7 HP 

LAPTOP 

 

1S1860W1GP633 IBM 

LAPTOP 

 

FX-61605 03/10 IBM 

LAPTOP 

 

UNKNOWN DELL PP06S 

LAPTOP 

 

F7Y99F1 DELL PP22X 

LAPTOP 

 

UNKNOWN DELL 9941L 

LAPTOP 

 

CNU534143V HP 

LAPTOP 

 

78410736Q TOSHIBA PSAHOU 

LAPTOP 

 

JS2HQH1 DELL PP28L 

LAPTOP 

 

CN-02GS DELL 

LAPTOP 

 
 

DELL 

LAPTOP 

 

LUS0565B2535 ACER ZG5 

LAPTOP 

 

LUWECD62501 GATEWAY ZA8 

   EXHIBIT A 



 Approx.   

 Purchase   

Description Date Serial Number       Manufacturer / Model 
LAPTOP  CNF7251RNL HP 

LAPTOP  2CE931FRJT HP CQ60-417DX 

LAPTOP  BFRQ731 DELL 

LAPTOP  CND8184B4L HP 

LAPTOP  R8-DKYBX 09/11 LENOVO 

LAPTOP 

 

CNOTD5357016605 DELL 

LAPTOP 

 

CN07X2961 
2CC559 

DELL 

LAPTOP 

 

4WNVSP1 DELL 

LAPTOP 

 

2CE9202D20 COMPAQ CQ60 

LAPTOP 

 

CND63910VH COMPAQ 

LAPTOP 

 

1V08CLR7T48H COMPAQ 

LAPTOP 

 

LUSDQ04A71601 ACER MINI 

LAPTOP 

 

LXPJV020029380 ACER   

LAPTOP 

 

95083855W TOSHIBA 

LAPTOP 

 

35088318Q TOSHIBA 

LAPTOP 

 

X08-73060 IBM THINKPAD 

LAPTOP 

 

84140GZ9 NEC 

    

PRINTER 

 

SDGOB-301-02 HP PHOTOSMART 

PRINTER 

 
 

HP LASERJET 

 
 

  
MISC 

 

CL0518166601 Sony Playstation 3 

MISC 

 

14566661707 XBOX 360 

MISC 

 

FU4268110 Sony Playstation 2 

MISC 

 

Y2SCOLPE MAXTOR Hard Drive 

MISC 

 

6QG3TNFG SEAGATE Hard Drive 

MISC 

 

K2HEXKPP HITACHI Hard Drive 

MISC 

 

090720PHEYB5H HITACHI Hard Drive 
 

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

   
 

           EXHIBIT A 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #300-40  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Payment Issuance Report and Electronic Funds Transfers 
Prepared by Renuka Dhadwal, Administrative Technician 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City Council will receive a listing of payments issued from November 1, 2015 – November 
30, 2015 totaling $11,782,130.87. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 

SUMMARY OF PAYMENTS ISSUED 
November 1, 2015 through November 30, 2015 

 
Total Number of Payments: 396 
Total Amount of Payments: $11,782,130.87 

 

RECOMMENDATION:   
 

Staff recommends that the City Council receive the report. 
 
 
 
        
  Submitted By   Reviewed By 
 Administrative Services Director Assistant City Manager 
 

DESCRIPTION:  
 

The Payment Issuance Report (see Attachment 1) provides a listing of all payments for the 
period beginning November 1, 2015 through November 30, 2015.  This report is provided in 
accordance with the policy adopted November 15, 2011 in Resolution 189-11. The listing of 
payments has been reviewed in accordance with policies for processing payments and 
expenditures. 
 

NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 

None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1.Payment Issuance Report - November 2015 
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City of Dublin 
Payment Issuance Report 

Payments Dated 11/1/2015 through 11/30/2015 

      
Date 
Issued 

Payee  Amount Description   

11/01/2015 COLLIER CREEK MITIGATION LAND  120,000.00 PURCHASE OF MITIGATION LANDS-DOUGHERTY RD  

 Payments Issued 11/1/2015 Total:  120,000.00   

11/02/2015 AJA, MARTHA  37.03 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT - SEPT 2015  

11/02/2015 ALAMEDA, CITY OF 70.00 ALAMEDA CO CITY MANAGER'S ASSN MTG-FOSS  

11/02/2015 ALL CITY MANAGEMENT SVCS INC 5,899.52 CROSSING GUARD SERVICES 9/27/15-10/10/15  

11/02/2015 ARAMARK UNIFORM SVC LOCKBOX 162.97 MAT SERVICE-OCT 2015  

11/02/2015 ATTRI, ABHISHEK & AISHWARYA 571.98 FALLON GHAD TAX REIMBURSEMENT  

11/02/2015 BAY ALARM COMPANY 268.05 ALARM SERVICES NOV-JAN 2016  

  115.00 ANNUAL UL CERTIFICATE-FIRE STATION #17  

 Check Total: 115.00 ANNUAL UL CERTIFICATE-SENIOR CENTER  

  498.05

11/02/2015 BESS, KENNETH 888.26 BRANDED RECYCLED WATER SIGNS  

11/02/2015 BUSSE, STEPHANIE 75.00 REIMB CLASS MATERIALS FEE  

11/02/2015 C. OVERAA & CO. 2,087,230.75 AQUATIC COMPLEX CONSTRUCTION SERVICES  

11/02/2015 CDW GOVERNMENT INC 251.85 UPS BATTERY FOR SERVER  

11/02/2015 CPS HR CONSULTING -245.00 CREDIT FOR RECRUITMENT TESTING MATERIALS  

   3,077.25 RECRUITMENT TESTING MATERIALS  

 Check Total:  2,832.25   

11/02/2015 DELL MARKETING L.P.  187.23 COMPUTER EQUIPMENT  

11/02/2015 DUBLIN CHAMBER OF COMMERCE  924.00 ANNUAL CITY MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL FEE  

11/02/2015 FRAGA, CARLOS & MILDWURM 
JESSICA 

 571.98 FALLON GHAD TAX REIMBURSEMENT  

11/02/2015 FRANCE MEDIA WEST  1,600.00 WESTERN REAL ESTATE BUSINESS AD  

11/02/2015 GUNDIMED, SASIDHAR & VAKKALANKA  571.98 FALLON GHAD TAX REIMBURSEMENT  

11/02/2015 LAI & ASSOCIATES  625.00 GEOTECH SERVICES FOR DOLAN PARK  

11/02/2015 LIFESTYLE RX  150.00 SAFETY WEEK CLASSES  

11/02/2015 LIVERMORE AUTO GROUP  191.73 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

   2,853.09 PUBLIC WORKS VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

 Check Total:  3,044.82   

11/02/2015 MECHANICS BANK  109,830.25 RETENTION DEPOSIT-AQUATIC COMPLEX PROJ  

11/02/2015 MEYERS NAVE  116,566.33 LEGAL SERVICES - SEPT 2015  

   14,843.81 LEGAL SERVICES TO 10/23/15  

   7,264.68 LEGAL SERVICES TO 10/9/15  

 Check Total:  138,674.82   

11/02/2015 OTIS ELEVATOR CO., INC.  270.00 ELEVATOR SERVICE-NOV 2015  

11/02/2015 RANCH, STANLEY  350.00 HARVEST FAIR SUPPLIES  

11/02/2015 SEMINAR GROUP, THE  453.67 CONSTRUCTION LAW WEBINAR-BOITNOTT  

11/02/2015 STEFFEN, ERIN  858.75 REIMB MMANC ANNUAL CONFERENCE EXP-STEFFEN 

11/02/2015 STEVENSON, PORTO & PIERCE INC.  20,250.00 PLANNING SERVICES TO 10/16/15  

11/02/2015 STONERIDGE CHRYSLER JEEP DODGE  1,766.18 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/02/2015 TRI-VALLEY JANITORIAL INC.  15,474.00 JANITORIAL SERVICES-OCT 2015  

   2,118.79 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES  

 Check Total:  17,592.79   

11/02/2015 VERIZON WIRELESS  266.07 PLANNING/BUILDING CELLPHONES TO 10/10/15  

11/02/2015 VINTAGE BRASS AND COOL TONES  600.00 HOMETOWN HEROES ENTERTAINMENT  

11/02/2015 WILLKOMM, PHILLIP  142.41 REIMB CODE ENFORCEMENT CONF EXP-WILLKOMM  

11/02/2015 YIP, MIKE & CINDY  571.98 FALLON GHAD TAX REIMBURSEMENT  
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 Payments Issued 11/2/2015 Total:  2,397,819.59   

11/05/2015 U.S. BANK CORPORATE PMT SYSTEM  555.00 ADA TRAINING REG-BOITNOTT, KHAN, TIERNAN  

   487.62 AFTER SCHOOL REC SUPPLIES  

   125.00 BALLOT MEASURE WORKSHOP  

   365.02 CITY ANNUAL MUSIC LICENSE RENEWAL  

   254.67 CLIPPER CARD ADMIN FEES  

   52.30 COMPUTER EQUIPMENT  

   2,066.05 CREEK CLEAN-UP EVENT SUPPLIES  

   10.00 DOUGHERTY IMPROV. PROJ MTG EXP-RUSSELL  

   800.00 FALLON SPORTS PARK FIELD LIGHT REPAIR  

   110.00 FARMERS' MARKET SUPPLIES  

   135.00 GAAP UPDATE WEBINAR REG-TJENG  

   1,143.72 HERITAGE CENTER & KOLB HOUSE SUPPLIES  

   911.96 HUMAN RESOURCES TRAINING COURSE-A.SMITH  

   701.20 IACP CONFERENCE EXPENSE-HOUGHTELLING  

   -172.81 ICMA CONFERENCE REFUND-FOSS  

   646.00 IDEA EXCHANGE & ULI CONF REG-TAYLOR  

   276.20 INT'L CODE COUNCIL CONF EXP-SHREEVE  

   25.09 IPAD CASE  

   50.00 LEADERSHIP GRP RED CARPET RECEPTION-STEFFEN 

   138.78 MEETING SUPPLIES  

   202.02 MISAC MEMBERSHIP DUES-PAPPA  

   542.54 MUNICIPAL HR MANAGER GROUP MEETING-CARTER  

   246.00 NATIONAL REC & PARKS ASSN CONF EXP -MCCREARY 

   141.94 OFFICE SUPPLIES  

   1,568.39 POLICE VEHICLE WINDOW TINTING  

   1,192.65 PRESCHOOL & AFTER SCHOOL REC SUPPLIES  

   1,902.79 PRESCHOOL SUPPLIES  

   721.46 SAFETY FAIR SUPPLIES  

   504.95 SENIOR CENTER SUPPLIES  

   9,226.06 SPLATTER FESTIVAL SUPPLIES  

   66.08 TEAM DUBLIN SUPPLIES  

   42.25 TRAFFIC COMMISSION MEETING EXPENSE-KHAN  

   5.00 TRANSPORTATION SOCIETY SEMINAR LUNCH-LAI  

   24.60 TRI-VALLEY CITIES MEETING EXPENSE-HAUBERT  

   5,201.44 WASTE CONTAINERS  

   967.40 WATER WORLD ASSN CONF EXP-CRONIN,SANDHOLM 

 Check Total:  31,236.37   

 Payments Issued 11/5/2015 Total:  31,236.37   
11/06/2015 CAL PERS  64,088.57 PERS RETIREMENT PLAN: PE 10/30/15  

11/06/2015 EMPLOYMENT DEVELOPMENT DEPT  14,702.78 CA STATE WITHHOLDING: PE 10/30/15  

11/06/2015 I C M A 401 PLAN  1,085.08 DEFERRED COMP 401A: PE 10/30/15  

11/06/2015 I C M A 457 PLAN  24,821.18 DEFERRED COMP 457: PE 10/30/15  

11/06/2015 INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE  54,315.97 FEDERAL WITHHOLDING:  PE 10/30/15  

11/06/2015 US BANK - PARS  2,593.67 PARS: PE 10/30/15  

11/06/2015 WAGEWORKS, INC.  4,642.26 WAGEWORKS 2015: PE 10/30/15  

 Payments Issued 11/6/2015 Total:  166,249.51   
11/09/2015 ABAG PLAN CORPORATION  5,869.56 INSURANCE CLAIMS EXPENSE  

11/09/2015 ALAMEDA COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT  806,187.17 FIRE SERVICES-SEPT 2015  

11/09/2015 AMADOR VALLEY INDUSTRIES LLC  87.81 COMMERCIAL RECYCLING PROGRAM  

11/09/2015 AMP PRINTING, INC.  63.54 BUSINESS SEMINAR-GOOGLE WKSHP BROCHURE  

   319.98 HERITAGE CENTER DISPLAY EXPENSE  

 Check Total:  383.52   
11/09/2015 ANYPROMO, INC.  4,500.00 RED RIBBON WEEK PROMOTIONAL ITEMS  

11/09/2015 APPLE ONE EMPLOYMENT SERVICES  1,337.52 TEMPORARY CLERICAL SUPPORT  
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11/09/2015 ARAMARK UNIFORM SVC LOCKBOX  162.97 MAT SERVICE-NOV 2015  

   37.26 MAT SERVICE-OCT 2015  

 Check Total:  200.23   
11/09/2015 ARROW FIRE PROTECTION  108.61 FIRE EXTINGUISHER SERVICE  

11/09/2015 AT&T - CALNET 3  188.00 SERVICE TO 10/19/15  

   237.58 SERVICE TO 10/26/15  

 Check Total:  425.58   
11/09/2015 BAY ALARM COMPANY  771.14 ALARM SERVICES  

   115.00 SHANNON CENTER ALARM UL CERTIFICATE  

 Check Total:  886.14   
11/09/2015 BIG O TIRES #7  159.52 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/09/2015 BILLINGSLEY, KIM  75.00 SAFETY WEEK CLASS  

11/09/2015 BSK ASSOCIATES INC.  5,597.00 AQUATIC COMPLEX TESTING/INSPECTIONS SVCS  

11/09/2015 CAL ENGINEERING & GEOLOGY INC  1,475.75 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 9/30/15  

11/09/2015 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL  336.25 SENIOR CENTER SUPPLIES  

   3,663.35 SPLATTER FESTIVAL & RECREATION SUPPLIES  

 Check Total:  3,999.60   
11/09/2015 CAVAZOS, ANNE  63.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 CERTIFIED TIRE & SERVICE CNTRS  67.50 SENIOR CENTER VAN TIRE INSPECTION  

11/09/2015 CHAN, ROSA  307.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 CHILD CARE LINKS  352.10 SPLATTER GAME OPERATOR  

11/09/2015 CHINN, AVA YEE  513.60 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 COMCAST  1,000.00 REFUND CASH COMPLETION BOND  

11/09/2015 COMMUNITY YOUTH COURTS  658.70 SPLATTER GAME OPERATOR  

11/09/2015 CONCORD FEED & FUEL  500.00 REFUND CASH COMPLETION BOND  

11/09/2015 CONSTRUCTION TESTING SVCS, INC  16,407.56 CONSTRUCTION TESTING SVCS-AQUATIC COMPLEX  

11/09/2015 COSTAR REALTY INFORMATION INC.  574.75 REAL ESTATE INFO SUBSCRIPTION-NOV 2015  

11/09/2015 CSG CONSULTANTS INC  21,680.00 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 9/25/15  

11/09/2015 DELGADO, MARNIE  41.30 REIMB PLANNING ASSOCIATION CONF EXPENSE  

11/09/2015 DENG, JUN YUAN  361.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 DSRSD  797.37 SERVICE TO 10/26/15  

11/09/2015 DSRSD  6,572.11 SERVICE TO 10/31/2015  

 Vendor Total:  7,369.48   
11/09/2015 DUBLIN HIGH CLASS OF 2017  481.60 SPLATTER COMMUNITY WORKERS  

11/09/2015 DUBLIN HIGH MUSIC BOOSTERS  315.00 SPLATTER COMMUNITY WORKERS  

   422.10 SPLATTER GAME OPERATOR  

 Check Total:  737.10   
11/09/2015 DUBLIN HIGH SCHOOL  658.00 SPLATTER COMMUNITY WORKERS  

11/09/2015 DUBLIN HIGH SCHOOL AVID 2017  831.02 SPLATTER COMMUNITY WORKERS  

11/09/2015 DUBLIN SAN RAMON SERVICES  250,849.09 PLANNING & PERMIT FEES JORDAN RANCH PARK  

11/09/2015 DUBLIN TOYOTA  31.23 POOL VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/09/2015 EAST BAY RESTAURANT SUPPLY,INC  169.83 SENIOR CENTER SUPPLIES  

11/09/2015 ECOLAB, INC.  780.30 SENIOR CENTER SUPPLIES  

11/09/2015 ELITE AUTO GLASS INC  308.43 POLICE VEHICLE REPAIR  

11/09/2015 ENTERPRISE RENT A CAR  1,429.48 POLICE VEHICLE RENTAL  

11/09/2015 ENVIRONMENTAL FORESIGHT INC  10,946.98 SEAN DIAMOND PARK DESIGN SVCS OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 EVERPRO KIDS  1,372.80 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 FASTSIGNS  22.99 SIGNAGE FOR OCCUPANCY IN MEETING ROOM  

11/09/2015 FIRST CARBON SOLUTIONS  12,967.20 PLANNING SERVICES TO 9/25/15  

11/09/2015 FOLEY, GERALDINE  141.00 DJ SERVICE FOR SENIOR CENTER DANCE  

11/09/2015 G. BORTOLOTTO & CO., INC.  61,426.96 RETENTION RELEASE ANNUAL ST OVERLAY PRGM  

11/09/2015 GINN, CARLA  228.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 GRAFIX SHOPPE  36.05 POLICE VEHICLE DECALS  

11/09/2015 GREG'S MAGNUM FIRE PROTECTION  918.00 GREASE EXHAUST CLEANING SENIOR CENTER  

11/09/2015 GUIDA SURVEYING INC.  160.00 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 8/29/15  

11/09/2015 IBE, MARVIN  840.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 JOHN KNOX PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH  387.10 SPLATTER GAME OPERATOR  
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11/09/2015 JOHNSTON, LAURA  23.12 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT - OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 JORDAN & ASSOCIATES, INC.  1,600.00 LEGISLATIVE CONSULTING SERVIES OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 KEYSER MARSTON ASSOCIATES, INC  1,870.00 PLANNING SERVICES  TO 9/30/15  

   1,356.50 PLANNING SERVICES TO 9/30/15  

 Check Total:  3,226.50   
11/09/2015 KIER & WRIGHT CIVIL ENGINEERS  4,050.00 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 9/13/15  

11/09/2015 KING, ARTHUR  172.90 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 KLEIST-CORWIN, JULAINA  307.20 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 KRANSKY, JENNIFER  9.49 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/09/2015 LANLOGIC INC.  647.50 INFORMATION SYSTEMS CONSULTING SERVICES  

11/09/2015 LEW EDWARDS GROUP, THE  3,500.00 CONSULTING SERVICES-OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 LIVERMORE AUTO GROUP  134.72 PUBLIC WORKS VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

   30,455.76 REPLACEMENT POLICE VEHICLE  

 Check Total:  30,590.48   

      
11/09/2015 MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.  6,098.85 SHANNON CENTER PARKING LOT IMPROV  

11/09/2015 MEIN, STEPHANIE  30.08 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT - OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 MERRILL, HOWARD  18.00 REIMB SENIOR CENTER VAN DRIVER MEAL  

11/09/2015 MEYERS NAVE  182.50 LEGAL SERVICES-FALLON CROSSINGS GHAD  

11/09/2015 NEOPOST  4,000.00 REPLENISH POSTAGE MACHINE  

11/09/2015 NOHR, DIANA J.  46.80 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 OLSON, TINA  144.00 REFUND REC CLASS  

11/09/2015 P G & E  7,755.64 SERVICE TO 10/20/2015  

   18.72 SERVICE TO 10/21/2015  

   6,697.84 SERVICE TO 10/26/15  

   2,629.90 SERVICE TO 10/27/15  

   187.74 SERVICE TO 10/29/15  

   3,826.34 SERVICE TO 10/30/15  

   563.28 SERVICE TO 11/1/15  

   3,571.20 SERVICE TO 11/2/15  

 Check Total:  25,250.66   
11/09/2015 PACHECO BROTHERS GARDENING INC  3,615.00 ASSESSMENT DISTRICT LANDSCAPE SVCS-NOV 2015 

11/09/2015 PAKPOUR CONSULTING GROUP, INC.  2,357.25 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 9/30/15  

11/09/2015 PATHWAY COMMUNITY CHURCH  1,809.50 SPLATTER GAME OPERATOR  

11/09/2015 PLEASANTON, CITY OF  78,790.14 TVBID FEES COLLECTED FOR JUL-SEPT 2015  

11/09/2015 PROSHRED OF SF BAY AREA  234.00 DOCUMENT SHREDDING  

11/09/2015 PUBLIC BENEFIT TECHNOLOGY  380.00 CITY COUNCIL MEETING VIDEO SERVICES-SEPT 2015 

11/09/2015 SHAMROCK OFFICE SOLUTIONS INC  26.90 CORP YARD COPIES  

11/09/2015 SMITH, JENNIFER  11.27 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT-OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 SPUR X RANCH IMPROVEMENTS, INC  650.00 SCHAEFER RANCH GHAD PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

11/09/2015 ST. RAYMOND CHURCH  500.00 REFUND CASH COMPLETION BOND  

11/09/2015 STONERIDGE CHRYSLER JEEP DODGE  1,357.96 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/09/2015 SWA GROUP  22,189.42 DUBLIN CROSSING MASTER PLAN DEVELOPMENT  

11/09/2015 TARC CONSTRUCTION, INC  8,000.00 REFUND CASH COMPLETION BOND  

11/09/2015 TERMINIX INTERNATIONAL LP  124.00 PEST CONTROL SERVICES-OCT 2015  

11/09/2015 TLC INTERIOR PLANT SERVICE  135.00 PLANT MAINTENANCE-NOV 2015  

11/09/2015 TREASURER ALAMEDA COUNTY  2,665,100.11 POLICE SERVICES - JUL-AUG 2015  

11/09/2015 TRI-VALLEY JANITORIAL INC.  2,480.48 EXTRA JANITORIAL SERVICES-OCT 2015  

   1,427.24 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES-OCT 2015  

 Check Total:  3,907.72   
11/09/2015 UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT  924.72 ANNUAL MEMBERSHIP FY 15-16  

11/09/2015 UNITED SITE SERVICES OF CA INC  845.85 DISPOSAL SERVICE TO 10/16/15  

   845.85 DISPOSAL SERVICE TO 11/13/15  

   845.85 DISPOSAL SERVICE TO 9/18/15  

 Check Total:  2,537.55   
11/09/2015 UNITY OF TRI VALLEY  455.00 SPLATTER GAME OPERATOR  

11/09/2015 URBAN LAND INSTITUTE-LB  4,300.00 URBAN LAND ADVERTISEMENT  
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11/09/2015 VALENTIN, M.  115.20 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 VALLEY WINDOW CLEANING INC  5,675.00 WINDOW CLEANING  

   1,040.00 WINDOW CLEANING SERVICES-OCT 2015  

 Check Total:  6,715.00   
11/09/2015 VERIZON WIRELESS  71.32 CODE ENFORCEMENT CELLPHONES TO 11/15/15  

11/09/2015 WC3-WEST COAST CODE 
CONSULTANT 

 3,465.00 PLAN REVIEW & BLDG INSPECTION SVCS-SEP 2015  

11/09/2015 WEISS, ROBIN S.  460.60 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 WILLDAN FINANCIAL SERVICES  14,277.00 PUBLIC FACILITIES FEE UPDATE SERVICES  

11/09/2015 YOUNG REMBRANDTS  178.20 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/09/2015 ZUMWALT ENGINEERING GROUP  29,811.20 ENGINEERING SERVICES - SEPT 2015  

 Payments Issued 11/9/2015 Total:  4,159,309.30   
11/16/2015 ACOSTA SALES & MARKETING  500.00 REFUND HERITAGE CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 ALAMEDA COUNTY COMMUNITY  750.00 MORTGAGE CREDIT CERTIFICATE PROGRAM  

11/16/2015 ALAMEDA COUNTY LIBRARY  119,818.75 ADDITIONAL LIBRARY SERVICES Q1 2015-16  

11/16/2015 ALL CITY MANAGEMENT SVCS INC  7,374.40 CROSSING GUARD SERVICES 10/11/15-10/24/15  

11/16/2015 AMERICAN SAFETY ACADEMY  151.20 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 AMP PRINTING, INC.  578.16 BUSINESS CARDS  

11/16/2015 APPLE ONE EMPLOYMENT SERVICES  743.76 TEMPORARY CLERICAL SUPPORT  

11/16/2015 ARAMARK UNIFORM SVC LOCKBOX  37.26 MAT SERVICE-NOV 2015  

11/16/2015 AT&T - CALNET 3  193.56 SERVICE TO 10/27/15  

   32.11 SERVICE TO 11/1/15  

 Check Total:  225.67   
11/16/2015 AT&T WIRELESS  2,086.50 DEVELOPER DEPOSIT REFUND  

11/16/2015 BAY ALARM COMPANY  453.60 HERITAGE CENTER ALARM SERVICES 8/1-11/1/15  

11/16/2015 BLANKENSHIP, WILLIAM  390.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CA SURVEYING & DRAFTING SUPPLY  229.79 PLOTTER SUPPLIES  

11/16/2015 CADENCE SPORTS ACADEMY, LLC  3,843.30 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CAVAZOS, ANNE  87.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CDW GOVERNMENT INC  108.78 COMPUTER EQUIPMENT  

11/16/2015 CENTENO, CAMILLE  12.42 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 CGS GYMNASTIC SERVICES INC  270.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CHAN, ROSA  282.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CHANDLER ASSET MANAGEMENT  8,721.00 INVESTMENT CONSULTING SERVICES OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 CHARGE POINT, INC.  1,577.35 VEHICLE CHARGING STATION  

11/16/2015 CHAVEZ, NORMA  750.00 REFUND SHANNON CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL OAKLAND  700.00 POLICE MEDICAL EXAM  

11/16/2015 COMCAST  229.19 CIVIC CENTER INTERNET & CABLE SVC NOV 2015  

   230.24 SENIOR CENTER TV & INTERNET TO 12/6/15  

 Check Total:  459.43   
11/16/2015 CONNAUGHTON, JUDITH  1,410.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CONTRACT SWEEPING SERVICES  10,103.28 STREET SWEEPING SERVICES OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 CORE PERFORMANCE, LLC  1,045.80 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 CORREA, GREGORY  750.00 REFUND SHANNON CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 DASGUPTA, ANIRUDHYA  174.00 REFUND PRESCHOOL FEES  

11/16/2015 DENG, JUN YUAN  272.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 DEPT OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS  292.50 FILING FEES FOR RECORDS AUDIT  

11/16/2015 DIEMER, DIANE  750.00 REFUND HERITAGE CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 DU-ALL SAFETY, LLC  187.50 SAFETY CONSULTING SERVICES - OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 DUBLIN CHEVROLET  87.65 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/16/2015 DUBLIN HIGH SCHOOL GRAD NIGHT  250.00 REFUND SWIM CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 DUBLIN LIONS CLUB  60.00 MEMBERSHIP-GARY HUISINGH  

11/16/2015 DUBLIN RANCH GOLF COURSE  1,516.20 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 DUBLIN TROPHY HOUSE  218.42 SWIM TEAM AWARDS  

11/16/2015 DURHAM SCHOOL SERVICES, LP  937.94 NATURE DAY CAMP TRANSPORTATION  

11/16/2015 EDGE GYMNASTICS TRAINING CTR  4,716.40 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 FASTRAK  25.00 REPLENISH SENIOR CENTER VAN FASTRAK  
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11/16/2015 FRANKLIN, RHONDA  7.82 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 GAMEZ, ANGELA  2.65 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 GHIRARDELLI ASSOCIATES, INC.  18,060.63 CONSTRUCTION MGMT 2015 ANNUAL SLURRY SEAL  

11/16/2015 GOODYEAR TIRE & RUBBER COMPANY  2,770.75 POLICE VEHICLE TIRES  

11/16/2015 GREEN, JILLIAN  819.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 HATZIKOKOLAKIS, JACQUI  1.84 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 HDL COREN & CONE  1,512.50 PROPERTY TAX CONSULTING OCT-DEC 2015  

11/16/2015 HUDSON, ANNA  17.71 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 INDEPENDENT, THE  1,700.00 WELCOME DUBLIN MAGAZINE ADVERTISEMENT  

11/16/2015 IRON MOUNTAIN  368.27 OFF-SITE TAPE STORAGE - OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 JOCHNER, RICH  64.98 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 KEYSER MARSTON ASSOCIATES, INC  375.00 PLANNING SERVICES - OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 KING, ARTHUR  146.30 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 LEXISNEXIS RISK DATA MGMT  164.50 DATABASE SEARCHES - OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 LINCOLN AQUATICS INC  306.56 SWIM CENTER EQUIPMENT  

11/16/2015 LLANO, CANDIS  750.00 REFUND SHANNON CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMMISSION  2,340.00 ENERGY INTERN  

11/16/2015 MARK THOMAS & COMPANY, INC.  3,375.22 DESIGN SVCS - SAN RAMON RD STORM DRAIN   

11/16/2015 MARK, DARRELL W.  60.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 MARKOLF KENNEDY, CARLEY  250.00 REFUND SWIM CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 MAZE & ASSOCIATES  16,500.00 FINANCIAL AUDIT SERVICES FOR FY14-15  

11/16/2015 MCE CORPORATION  324,184.24 BUILDING MAINTENANCE-OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 MEYERS NAVE  10,335.78 LEGAL SERVICES TO 11/3/15  

11/16/2015 MIDDLETON, KRISTEN  6.90 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/16/2015 MINUTEMAN PRESS  241.30 EMERGENCY ALERT POSTCARDS  

11/16/2015 MODERN RECESS  320.40 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 MUNIMETRIX SYSTEMS CORP.  499.00 SOFTWARE SUPPORT  

11/16/2015 MURRAY SCHOOL PFC  250.00 REFUND SWIM CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS  79.10 RECREATION CELLPHONES TO 10/23/15  

11/16/2015 OFFICE RELIEF  786.05 OFFICE FURNITURE  

11/16/2015 OLSON, JEANNE  24.00 REFUND REC CLASS  

11/16/2015 P G & E  47.64 SERVICE TO 11/5/15  

11/16/2015 PALLEN, ROBERT J.  525.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 PG&E CFM/PPC DEPARTMENT  89,594.73 GAS & ELECTRIC SVC EXT-AQUATIC COMPLEX  

11/16/2015 RAYNE OF SAN JOSE  409.75 WATER SOFTENING SERVICE-NOV 2015  

11/16/2015 REID, JANICE  75.00 SENIOR CENTER ENTERTAINMENT  

11/16/2015 ROTARY CLUB OF DUBLIN, CA  725.00 REFUND SHANNON CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 SELECT IMAGING  247.03 AMERICAN BACKYARD EMPLOYEE NAME BADGES  

   674.01 INSIDE DUBLIN GRADUATION SUPPLIES  

 Check Total:  921.04   
11/16/2015 SHIR MARTIAL ARTS, LLC  236.60 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 SIMPLER SYSTEMS, INC  1,500.00 SOFTWARE HOSTING CONSULTING SVCS NOV 2015  

11/16/2015 SKYHAWKS EAST BAY  1,651.32 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 STEVENSON, PORTO & PIERCE INC.  24,062.50 PLANNING SERVICES TO 10/30/15  

11/16/2015 STONERIDGE CHRYSLER JEEP DODGE  888.48 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/16/2015 TAYLOR, LORI  63.48 MILEAGE REIMBUREMENT - OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 TELEPACIFIC COMMUNICATIONS  2,250.86 CIVIC CENTER PHONE & INTERNET SVC NOV 2015  

11/16/2015 TERMINIX INTERNATIONAL LP  603.00 PEST CONTROL SERVICES-OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 TRI-VALLEY COMMUNITY TV  1,235.45 TELEVISE CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS  

11/16/2015 TYLER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.  1,500.00 PAYROLL SOFTWARE  

11/16/2015 VACCA, FARRAH  750.00 REFUND SHANNON CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/16/2015 VALENTIN, M.  153.60 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/16/2015 VALLEY WINDOW CLEANING INC  1,185.00 WINDOW CLEANING-OCT 2015  

11/16/2015 VALLEYCARE OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH  443.50 PRE-EMPLOYMENT MEDICAL SCREENING  

11/16/2015 VERIZON WIRELESS  218.90 IT CELLPHONE SERVICE TO 10/10/15  

11/16/2015 VSS INTERNATIONAL, INC.  318,176.82 2015 ANNUAL SLURRY SEAL PROGRAM  

11/16/2015 WEISS, ROBIN S.  441.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  
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11/16/2015 WETHERFORD, HAZEL  368.45 CONFERENCE & MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

   42.00 EDUCATION REIMBURSEMENT  

 Check Total:  410.45   
11/16/2015 WHETZEL, CHANDRA  119.00 REFUND REC CLASS  

11/16/2015 WOLFF, ADRIAN  250.00 REFUND FIELD DEPOSIT  

 Payments Issued 11/16/2015 Total:  1,007,705.68   
11/23/2015 4LEAF INC.  11,808.50 BUILDING INSPECTION SVCS-AQUATIC COMPLEX  

   132,718.25 PLAN REVIEW & BLDG INSPECTION SVCS-OCT 2015  

 Check Total:  144,526.75   
11/23/2015 ABDALA, JULIA E.  1,714.47 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 ACERA  750.00 REFUND SHANNON DEPOSIT  

11/23/2015 ADAIR, BRIAN  1,403.78 MEDICAL PREMIUM REIMBURSEMENT - NOV 2015  

11/23/2015 ALAMEDA COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT  982,331.25 FIRE SERVICES - OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 ALCANTARA, TERRY M.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 ALEX, ROSEMARY  93.15 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/23/2015 AMBROSE, RICHARD C.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 AMP PRINTING, INC.  1,585.01 POLICE FORMS PRINTING  

11/23/2015 AMY HIESTAND CONSULTING, LLC  4,061.25 HOUSING CONSULTING SERVICES-OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 AMY'S ENGRAVED SIGNS & AWARDS  310.65 NAMEPLATES FOR PARKS STAFF  

11/23/2015 APPLE ONE EMPLOYMENT SERVICES  743.76 TEMPORARY CLERICAL SUPPORT  

11/23/2015 ARNOLD, DONNA F.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 AT&T - CALNET 3  39.39 SERVICE TO 11/6/15  

11/23/2015 BALLARD, MITCH  500.00 TREE LIGHTING CEREMONY EXPENSE  

11/23/2015 BAY AREA NEWS GROUP  39.56 LEGAL NOTICE  

   481.28 LEGAL NOTICES - OCT 2015  

 Check Total:  520.84   
11/23/2015 BHUMBLA, SHAISTA  724.00 REFUND SHANNON DEPOSIT  

11/23/2015 BOUDREAU, MARIE  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 BUCKNAM, JEFFREY A.  1,864.41 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 BURKETT, GAYLENE A.  4,665.00 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 BYOG  1,157.42 RECREATION STAFF SHIRTS  

11/23/2015 CALIFORNIA ASSOC OF GHADS  1,433.00 MEMBERSHIP FOR PW STAFF  

11/23/2015 CALTRONICS BUSINESS SYSTEMS  528.04 COPIES-OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 CENTRAL VALLEY TOXICOLOGY  1,674.00 LAB TESTING SERVICES - OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 CHAVARRIA, ALBERT L.  2,756.10 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 CINTAS CORP  112.81 FIRST AID KIT SUPPLIES  

11/23/2015 CINTAS CORPORATION NO.3  1,445.00 CARPET CLEANING  

11/23/2015 CITY SERVE OF THE TRI-VALLEY  750.00 REFUND SHANNON CENTER DEPOSIT  

11/23/2015 COMCAST  127.58 SHANNON CENTER TV & INTERNET TO 12/12/15  

11/23/2015 CONTRA COSTA TIMES  59.70 ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION RENEWAL  

11/23/2015 CSG CONSULTANTS INC  30,910.00 ON-CALL DEVELOPMENT REVIEW SERVICES  

11/23/2015 DEL ROSARIO, FERD B.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS  115.00 LICENSE RENEWAL-HUISINGH  

11/23/2015 DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE  1,000.00 FINGERPRINT PROCESSING - OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 DIKEMAN, GLEN  2,020.89 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 DR. SABRI ARAC  14,893.09 IMPACT FEE RIGHT TO REIMBURSEMENT TIF1  

11/23/2015 DSRSD  3,568.51 SERVICE TO11/14/2015  

11/23/2015 DUBLIN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT  1,182.75 STAGER GYM UTILTIIES 8/13-9/13/15  

   9.61 STAGER GYM UTILTIIES 8/1-9/1/15  

   1,426.79 STAGER GYM UTILTIIES 9/14-10/12/15  

 Check Total:  2,619.15   
11/23/2015 DUNBAR ARMORED INC  140.62 ARMORED CAR SERVICE - NOV 2015  

11/23/2015 DUTCHOVER & ASSOCIATES  8,343.75 PLANNING & ENGINEERING SERVICES - OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 EASTER SEALS BAY AREA  500.00 REFUND CASH COMPLETION BOND  

11/23/2015 ENVIRONMENTAL FORESIGHT INC  16,318.66 SEAN DIAMOND PARK DESIGN SERVICES  

11/23/2015 FASTSIGNS  231.20 SEAN DIAMOND PARK BANNER  

11/23/2015 FEDEX  144.03 EXPRESS SHIPPING  
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11/23/2015 FIRST CARBON SOLUTIONS  39,436.25 PLANNING SERVICES TO 10/30/15  

11/23/2015 GUIDA SURVEYING INC.  400.00 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 10/10/15  

11/23/2015 HAAG, JERRY P  4,065.23 PLANNING SERVICES TO 10/31/15  

11/23/2015 HARPER, LISA  62.50 PREPARATION OF TV30 MEETING MINUTES  

11/23/2015 HARRINGTON, LYNN  1,864.41 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 HART, SANDRA L.  516.69 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 HARTNETT, JOHN L.  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 HAYWARD RUBBER STAMP CO INC  24.64 OFFICE SUPPLIES  

11/23/2015 HEGARTY, ROSALIE D.  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 HEXAGON TRANSPORTATION  1,635.80 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 10/9/15  

11/23/2015 HOLMAN, FAWN  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 HOWARD, LISBETH  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 INST. OF TRANSP. ENGINEERS  299.28 MEMBERSHIP-KHAN  

11/23/2015 IRON MOUNTAIN  157.00 ACAP TRUST FUND DISBURSEMENT  

   1,473.24 OFF-SITE RECORDS STORAGE - NOV 2015  

 Check Total:  1,630.24   
11/23/2015 JEFFERY SAILORS, LINDA  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 KECK, BEVERLY K.  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 KIER & WRIGHT CIVIL ENGINEERS  7,008.00 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 10/11/15  

11/23/2015 KIMLEY-HORN AND ASSOC. INC.  6,755.00 TRAFFIC MGMT PLAN & INDEX UPDATE-DOUGHERTY  

11/23/2015 KROLL FACTUAL DATA CORP  29.16 KROLL FACTUAL DATA - CREDIT REPORT  

11/23/2015 LANDER, MARK  4,665.00 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES  9.50 LANGUAGE LINE SERVICES-OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 LEONARD, BONNIE  516.69 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 LICHTENSTEIN, HERMA  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 LOCKHART, JANET S.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 MACIAS, MARIA R.  2,292.81 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 MCLANE, TEGAN  26.29 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/23/2015 MILLER, LORRI  1,714.47 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 MOFFATT, BARBARA H.  516.69 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 MONIZ, DIANE L.  3,516.93 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 MOONEY, CATHERINE E.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 NINMAN, TERESA  1,823.28 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 OFFICE RELIEF  271.00 ERGONOMIC ROLLER MOUSE  

11/23/2015 OPPENHEIM, WANDA  2,073.24 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 ORAVETZ, ANTHONY P.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 OWENS, EVELYN E.  2,073.27 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 P G & E  688.51 SERVICE TO 11/10/15  

   1,495.91 SERVICE TO 11/12/15  

   191.84 SERVICE TO 11/13/15  

   11,602.63 SERVICE TO 11/6/15  

   251.29 SERVICE TO 11/9/15  

 Check Total:  14,230.18   
11/23/2015 PAKPOUR CONSULTING GROUP, INC.  4,625.25 ENGINEERING SERVICES TO 10/31/15  

11/23/2015 PALLEN, ROBERT J.  630.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/23/2015 PARIMELA, SRIDHAR  250.00 REFUND LIBRARY DEPOSIT  

11/23/2015 PATTILLO, JONI L.  4,665.00 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 PEABODY, EDWIN  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 PERRY, CAROLE A.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 POLICE EXEC RESEARCH FORUM  200.00 POLICE JOURNAL 2016 ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION  

11/23/2015 PYLE, CAROL L.  3,376.86 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 RAM, JERI W.  2,756.10 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 RAY, CINDY  1,500.93 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 REGENCY VILLAGE AT DUBLIN LLC  895.46 IMPACT FEE RIGHT TO REIMBURSEMENT TIF1  

11/23/2015 REGIONAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES  2,287.50 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CONSULTING SVCS  

   750.00 MANAGEMENT ACADEMY REGISTRATION-BOITNOTT  

 Check Total:  3,037.50   
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11/23/2015 RUSSELL, ANN C.  587.94 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 SANTINA, DONALD D.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 SDG ARCHITECTURE & ENGINEERING  224.89 CONSULTING SVCS-COMMERCIAL FACADE PROJ  

11/23/2015 SELECT IMAGING  994.76 MARKETING & BRANDING PROMOTIONAL SUPPLIES  

11/23/2015 SHAMROCK OFFICE SOLUTIONS INC  12,373.50 REPLACEMENT COPIER - POLICE  

   7,374.83 REPLACEMENT COPIER - SHANNON CENTER  

 Check Total:  19,748.33   
11/23/2015 SHEA HOMES, LP  216,213.86 IMPACT FEE RIGHT TO REIMBURSEMENT TIF1  

11/23/2015 SIERRA INSTALLATIONS,  INC  1,657.50 BANNER INSTALLATION AND CHANGE-OUTS  

11/23/2015 SILVER, ELIZABETH H.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 SNYDER, PETER W.  1,822.68 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 SOLARCITY HEADQUARTERS  1,425.00 REFUND BUILDING PERMIT FEES  

11/23/2015 SORRENTO AT DUBLIN RANCH  24,018.00 IMPACT FEE RIGHT TO REIMBURSEMENT TIF2  

11/23/2015 SOTELO, DORA  2,756.10 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 STANDARD PACIFIC  16,469.27 IMPACT FEE RIGHT TO REIMBURSEMENT TIF1  

11/23/2015 STANLEY, DIANE L.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 STAPLES ADVANTAGE  2,564.10 OFFICE SUPPLIES-OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL  11,448.00 ANNUAL PERMIT FEES 7/1/16-6/30/16 INDEX  

11/23/2015 STUDIO BLUE REPROGRAPHICS  319.52 PRINTING FOR DOG PARK  

11/23/2015 THE FIT POTATO  1,414.00 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/23/2015 THOMPSON, LEE S.  1,550.88 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 TOLL BROTHERS INC.  19,840.31 IMPACT FEE RIGHT TO REIMBURSEMENT TIF1  

11/23/2015 TRB AND ASSOCIATES, INC.  5,115.00 PLAN REVIEW & BLDG INSPECTION SVCS-OCT 2015  

11/23/2015 TREASURER ALAMEDA COUNTY  10,978.01 FUEL-JULY 2015  

   8,883.96 FUEL-OCT 2015  

 Check Total:  19,861.97   
11/23/2015 TREASURER, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA  330,020.36 ASSET SEIZURE FUNDS DISBURSEMENT  

11/23/2015 TREASURER, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA  67,457.07 ASSET SEIZURE FUNDS DISBURSEMENT  

   397,477.43   
11/23/2015 TRI-SIGNAL INTEGRATION INC  449.75 QUARTERLY ALARM/SPRINKLER SYSTEM TESTING  

11/23/2015 VERIZON WIRELESS  983.54 POLICE CELL PHONE SERVICE TO 11/3/15  

11/23/2015 WALKER, TONI S.  4,103.82 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 WEDEMEYER, HERMAN (GUS)  900.00 SENIOR CENTER ENTERTAINMENT  

11/23/2015 WHITE, CECELIA D.  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 WILSON, MARY J.  1,909.50 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 YOUNG, CHARLOTTE J.  849.12 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 ZALE, EDWIN M.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

11/23/2015 ZIKA, GEORGE A.  1,408.38 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

 Payments Issued 11/23/2015 Total:  2,164,077.32   
11/25/2015 RANKIN, PAUL S.  4,665.00 REIMBURSE RETIREE MEDICAL JAN-MAR 2016  

 Payments Issued 11/25/2015 Total:  4,665.00   
11/30/2015 4W, LLC.  114,500.00 RIGHT-OF-WAY ACQUISITION DOUGHERTY RD IMPROV 

11/30/2015 AT & T MOBILITY  204.02 ENGINEERING CELLPHONES 10/8-11/7/15  

11/30/2015 AT&T - CALNET 3  1,021.29 SERVICE TO 11/12/15  

   706.81 SERVICE TO 11/14/15  

 Check Total:  1,728.10   
11/30/2015 C. OVERAA & CO.  1,395,920.00 AQUATIC COMPLEX CONSTRUCTION SERVICES  

11/30/2015 CAPITAL ONE COMMERCIAL  119.55 PRESCHOOL & SENIOR CENTER SUPPLIES  

11/30/2015 CASTRO VALLEY PERFORMING ARTS  831.60 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/30/2015 CERTIFIED TIRE & SERVICE CNTRS  98.69 SENIOR CENTER VAN MAINTENANCE  

11/30/2015 CRONIN, MICHELE  14.67 REIMB WATER WORLD ASSN CONF EXP-CRONIN  

11/30/2015 EAST BAY POOL SERVICE, INC.  1,953.00 POOL MAINTENANCE SVC-DUBLIN SWIM CENTER  

11/30/2015 ELITE AUTO GLASS INC  308.43 POLICE VEHICLE REPAIR  

11/30/2015 GOLDEN STATE FLEET SVCS INC  125.00 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/30/2015 GSM LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS, INC.  11,320.25 JORDAN RANCH PARK DESIGN SERVICES  

11/30/2015 HAAG, JERRY P  1,000.00 PLANNING SERVICES TO 10/31/15  

11/30/2015 HOUGHTELLING, DENNIS  266.83 REIMB INT'L ASSN OF CHIEFS OF POLICE CONF  
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11/30/2015 IBE, MARVIN  367.50 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/30/2015 IMAGEX  328.50 HARVEST FAIR SIGNS  

11/30/2015 JAM SERVICES INC  1,752.00 TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT  

11/30/2015 KINDERMUSIK W/ MS LINDSAY &  3,592.80 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/30/2015 KRANSKY, JENNIFER  13.23 MILEAGE REIMBURSEMENT  

11/30/2015 LIVERMORE AUTO GROUP  225.75 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/30/2015 MANNING, JAN  919.20 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/30/2015 MECHANICS BANK  73,445.47 RETENTION DEPOSIT-AQUATIC COMPLEX PROJECT  

11/30/2015 P G & E  22,278.59 SERVICE TO 11/16/15 FOR STREET LIGHTS  

   25.74 SERVICE TO 11/17/15 FOR FIRE STATION #16  

   295.75 SERVICE TO 11/18/15 FOR SENIOR CENTER  

   4,081.30 SERVICE TO 11/19/15 FOR CIVIC CENTER  

 Check Total:  26,681.38   
11/30/2015 PEELLE TECHNOLOGIES INC  6,603.58 DOCUMENT PREPARATION & IMAGING SVCS  

11/30/2015 PURSUIT NORTH  375.00 POLICE VEHICLE MAINTENANCE  

11/30/2015 REGIONAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES  2,925.00 TEMPORARY SERVICES CITY CLERK DIVISION  

11/30/2015 STANTEC CONSULTING SVCS INC.  3,281.24 DESIGN TRAFFIC SIGNAL TURN PHASE OCT 2015  

11/30/2015 STEVENSON, PORTO & PIERCE INC.  25,156.25 PLANNING SERVICES TO 11/13/15  

11/30/2015 TREASURER ALAMEDA COUNTY  22,474.92 TRAFFIC SIGNAL/STREET LIGHT MAINT -SEPT 2015  

   30,259.66 TRAFFIC SIGNAL/STREET LIGHT MAINT  

 Check Total:  52,734.58   
11/30/2015 WEE HOOP, INC.  3,584.47 REC CLASS INSTRUCTOR  

11/30/2015 WESTERN PACIFIC SIGNAL LLC  692.01 REPAIR/UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGNAL CONTROLLER  

 Payments Issued 11/30/2015 Total:  1,731,068.10   

     
Grand Total for Payments Dated 11/1/2015-
11/30/2015: 

 11,782,130.87   

     
Total Number of Payments Issued:      396     
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File # 110-30  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Appointment to Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District 
Prepared by Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City Council will consider Mayor’s recommendation to re-appoint of Rich Guarienti as the 
City of Dublin appointee to the Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council accept the Mayor’s recommendation and adopt 
Resolution making an Appointment to the Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District Board 
of Trustees. 
 
 
 
       
 Submitted By Reviewed By 
 City Clerk/Records Manager Assistant City Manager 
 

DESCRIPTION:  

 
The Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District Board (ACMAD) is a public agency serving 
the people of Alameda County. The Alameda County Board of Supervisors, and each of the 
elected councils of the 13 cities within the district, appoints one trustee to represent its 
constituency on the governing board of the ACMAD.  
 
The members of the Board of Trustees serve two-year terms without compensation and receive 
allowances for expenses incurred in attending business meetings of the board.  Due to the 
pending expiration of Trustee Guarienti’s term, a request to appoint the City’s representative has 
been received (Attachment 1). 
 
Mayor Haubert requests that the City Council confirm the re-appointment of Rich Guarienti as 
the City of Dublin’s appointment to the Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District Board for a 

http://www.mosquitoes.org/
http://www.co.alameda.ca.us/
http://www.co.alameda.ca.us/board/index.htm
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term ending January 1, 2018.  The appointment would be made upon approval of the proposed 
resolution (Attachment 2). 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 
Noticing of this item is not required.  A certified copy of adopted Resolution will be sent to 
Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District.  A copy of Staff Report was sent to Rich 
Guarienti. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Letter from Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District 
 2. Resolution Making an Appointment to the Alameda County Mosquito 

Abatement Board of Trustees 





  

RESOLUTION NO. XX - 15 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * 

MAKING AN APPOINTMENT TO THE 

ALAMEDA COUNTY MOSQUITO ABATEMENT DISTRICT 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Dublin is authorized to appoint one member of the Board of 
Trustees of the Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the term for the current appointee expires on January 1, 2016; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the term of this appointment shall be through January 1, 2018. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Dublin City Council hereby appoints 
Rich Guarienti, as Board of Trustee representing the City of Dublin on the Mosquito Abatement 
District. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk shall forward a certified copy of this 
Resolution to the Alameda County Mosquito Abatement District. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 1st day of December, 2015, by the following 
vote: 
 
 AYES:    
 
 NOES:  
 
 ABSENT:  
  
 ABSTAIN:  
 
 
                   ________________________________ 
                          Mayor 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
  City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
 
Reso No. /xx-15, Adopted 12-1-15, Item X.X          Page 1 of 1 
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-60  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Approval of Final Map and Tract Improvement Agreement, and Acceptance of 
Park Land Dedication In-Lieu Credits for Park Land Dedication Requirements for 
Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 3 (Taylor Morrison of California, LLC) 
Prepared by Ananthan Kanagasundaram, Acting Senior Civil Engineer 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
Taylor Morrison of California, LLC, is filing a Final Map for Tract 7713 (Wallis Ranch, 
Neighborhood 3) to create 74 lots for the construction of 74 homes.  Tract 7713 is bounded on 
north by Stags Leap Lane, on the south by Wallis Ranch Drive, on the west by open space, and 
on the east by Kenwood Road. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
The developer has signed a Tract Improvement Agreement and posted bonds to guarantee the 
construction of tract improvements associated with Tract 7713.  The developer will be 
responsible for all construction inspection costs related to the improvements required for Tract 
7713.  The Homeowners’ Association will be responsible for maintaining the private streets and 
project-related landscape features. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the Resolution Approving Final Map and Tract 
Improvement Agreement for Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 3; and adopt the 
Resolution Accepting Park Land Dedication In-Lieu Credits for Park Land Dedication 
Requirements for Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 3. 
 
 
 
          
  Submitted By   Reviewed By   Reviewed By 
  Public Works Director   Administrative   Assistant City Manager 
     Services Director 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
On September 16, 2014, City Council approved the Final Map for Tract 7515 (Resolution No. 
155-14), which subdivided the Wallis Ranch site into large-lot parcels for future development.  
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On September 1, 2015, City Council approved Final Map for Tract 8252 (Resolution No. 144-
15), which re-subdivided the project site into large-lot parcels for future development, dedicated 
parcels for future parks, and dedicated public right-of-way and easements.  Taylor Morrison of 
California, LLC, is now filing a Final Map for Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch Neighborhood 3, to 
subdivide Parcel 3 and Parcel 25 of Tract 8252 into 74 lots for the construction of 74 homes, 
establish private streets, and dedicate public service easements and emergency vehicle access 
easements (Attachment 1). 
 
The Final Map for Tract 7713 has been reviewed and found to be in conformance with Vesting 
Tentative Tract Map 7713 and the Conditions of Approval.   
 
The Developer is responsible for the construction of all on-site infrastructure improvements 
within Tract 7713, as required by the Conditions of Approval for Vesting Tentative Map 7713 
(Resolution No. 68-14), and by the Planned Development Rezoning with Amended Stage 1 and 
Stage 2 Development Plans for Wallis Ranch adopted by City Council on June 3, 2014 
(Ordinance No. 11-14).  To guarantee the construction of the required improvements, the 
Developer has submitted an executed Tract Improvement Agreement and the required Faithful 
Performance and Labor & Material Bonds, which are summarized below. 
 

Purpose of Bond Bond Number Amount of Bond 

Tract 7713 Tract Improvements 
Faithful Performance 

919088 $ 1,010,104.00 

Tract 7713 Tract Improvements 
Labor & Materials 

919088 $ 1,010,104.00 

 
The developer will be responsible for all construction inspection costs related to the 
improvements required for Tract 7713.  All streets internal to Tract 7713 will be privately owned 
and maintained by the Homeowner’s Association. 
 
Staff has prepared a Resolution Approving Final Map and Tract Improvement Agreement for 
Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 3 (Attachments 2 and 3). 
 
Park Land Dedication Requirements 
 
Pursuant to Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 9.28, a subdivider is required to dedicate park land 
or pay a fee in-lieu of dedicating such land as a condition of final map approval.   
 
Taylor Morrison of California, LLC has acquired Community Park Land Credits and 
Neighborhood Park Land Credits from park land dedicated with the Final Map for Tract 8252.  
The following table shows how Taylor Morrison of California, LLC will satisfy the park land 
requirements for Tract 7713: 
 
 Dedication 

Requirement 
Fees In Lieu 
of Dedication 

Warmington Wallis N7 
Associates, LLC 

Compliance 

Community Park Land 0.518 acres $639,804.00 Use of Credits Acquired 
Neighborhood Park 
Land 

0.222 acres $317,238.00 
Use of Credits Acquired 
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The calculation of the acreage required and/or in-lieu fees are determined in accordance with 
City of Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 9.28.  Staff has prepared a Resolution Accepting Park 
Land Dedication In-Lieu Credits for Park Land Dedication Requirements for Tract 7713, Wallis 
Ranch, Neighborhood 3 (Attachment 4), which outlines the requirements and how Taylor 
Morrison of California, LLC will achieve compliance. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
Public noticing occurred as part of the Tentative Map process.  Approval of the Final Map is 
affirmation of the Final Map’s concurrence with the approved Tentative Map.  Copies of this 
report have been provided to Taylor Morrison of California, LLC. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Copy of Final Map for Tract 7713 
 2. Resolution Approving Final Map and Tract Improvement Agreement 

for Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, Neighborhood 3 
 3. Exhibit “A” to Resolution, Tract Improvement Agreement, Tract 7713 
 4. Resolution Accepting Park Land Dedication In-Lieu Credits for Park 

Land Dedication Requirements for Tract 7713, Wallis Ranch, 
Neighborhood 3 
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 NOES:  

 

 ABSENT:  

 

 ABSTAIN:  

 
 

________________________________________ 
          Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________________________ 
        City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO.    – 15 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL  

OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * 

ACCEPTING PARK LAND DEDICATION IN-LIEU CREDITS FOR 

PARK LAND DEDICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 

 TRACT 7713, WALLIS RANCH, NEIGHBORHOOD 3 

 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to City of Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 9.28, each subdivider 
of land for residential uses shall, as a Condition of Approval of a Final Subdivision Map, 
dedicate or reserve lands, pay fees in lieu thereof, or a combination of both, for park and/or 
recreational purposes; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Developer, Taylor Morrison of California, LLC, is filing a Final Map for 
Tract 7713 to develop 74 residential dwelling units constructed on 74 lots; and 

  
WHEREAS, the Park Land requirements for the project, based on the requirements of 

the Municipal Code and the designated land use for Tract 7713 are 1) Dedication of 0.518 
acres of Community Park Land or payment of $639,804.00 in Community Park Land In-Lieu 
Fees, and 2) Dedication of 0.222 acres of Neighborhood Park Land or payment of 
$317,238.00 in Neighborhood Parkland In-Lieu Fees; and 

 
WHEREAS, Developer has possession of 0.518 acres of Community Park Land 

credits, which the Developer desires to have applied to fully satisfy the Community Park Land 
obligation for Tract 7713; and 

 
WHEREAS, Developer has possession of 0.222 acres of Neighborhood Park Land 

credits, which the Developer desires to have applied to fully satisfy the Neighborhood Park 
Land obligation for Tract 7713; 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the aforesaid application of 0.518 acres 
of Community Park Land Credits and the application of 0.222 acres of Neighborhood Park 
Land Credits are hereby accepted as performance of said subdivider's obligation under 
Subdivision Requirements in Chapter 9.28 of the Dublin Municipal Code. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 1st day of December, 2015, by the 
following vote: 

 

AYES:   
 

NOES:   
 

ABSENT:  
 

ABSTAIN:  
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______________________________________ 
Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________________ 

     City Clerk 
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-70  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Annual Report of Developer Impact Fee Funds Deposits: Pursuant to 
Government Code Sections 66002, 66006 and 66008 (AB 1600) 
Prepared by Lisa Hisatomi, Assistant Administrative Services Director 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
State law requires the City to review and report on an annual basis the status of Development 
Fees collected to finance public improvements.  The report covers activity which occurred in 
these funds during Fiscal Year 2014-15.  The analysis has determined that all funds held for 
more than five years are necessary to complete identified projects. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
The financial impacts and accounting for the Development Fees are discussed as part of the 
Staff Report. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
It is recommended that the City Council accept the Annual Report of Developer Impact Fee 
Funds for the Year Ended June 30, 2015; and adopt the Resolution Making Findings 
Regarding Unexpended Traffic Mitigation Contributions and Downtown Traffic Impact Fees for 
Fiscal Year 2014-15. 
 
 
 
        
  Submitted By   Reviewed By 
 Administrative Services Director Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
Cities are authorized under State Law to require development applicants to contribute fees 
toward off-site public improvements, which are needed as a result of the new development.  The 
City is required to disclose annually the status of funds held for this purpose.  The report 
provides information covering the period from July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015 
(Attachment 1). 
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Requirements of Law 
The law requires the City to review, on an annual basis, the status of development fees 
collected.  The law provides for a report to be made available within 180 days from the end of 
the Fiscal Year.  In addition, Government Code Section 66006(b)(2) requires the report to be 
included on the City Council meeting agenda at a public meeting not less than 15 days after the 
information was made available.  In the event that any fees remain unexpended for more than 
five years, the City Council must adopt a Resolution making certain findings related to the 
continued need for the funds to complete the improvements.  If findings are not made to support 
the retention of the funds, the unexpended fees must be returned to the current owners of the 
subject property.  
 
Major Components of Report 
The Fiscal Year 2014-15 Annual Report of Developer Funds is shown in Attachment 1.  The law 
requires disclosure of numerous details with respect to activity in these accounts.  This includes: 
beginning and ending balances; collections for the year; expenditures for the year; interest 
earned; and any refunds.  For the purpose of this report the City is providing information on the 
following funds: 
 
FUNDS ACCOUNTED FOR IN REPORT (ATTACHMENT 1) 
 

 Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fees 
 
 Downtown Traffic Impact Fees  

 
 Public Facilities Impact Fees (Includes Park Dedication Fees) 

 
 Fire Impact Fees 

 
 Tri Valley Transportation Development Fees 

 
       Category 3 Regional Traffic Impact Fees 

 
 Pass Through Fees: (Freeway Interchange Fees / BART Garage) 

 
 Dublin – Contra Costa County Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees 

 
Details of activity for each of the fees are displayed in the Annual Report (Attachment 1). The 
following is a high level summary of the activity for the year including the beginning and ending 
balances: 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF DEVELOPER FEES BY CATEGORY (7/1/2014 – 6/30/2015) 
 

 
 

IMPACT FEE CATEGORY 

 
 

Beginning 
Balance 

(7/1/2014) 

Additions: 
Fees 

Collected; 
Interest 
Revenue 

Expenses: 
Project Costs; 
Interest;  Loan 
Repayments; 
Pass-Through 

 
 

Ending 
Balance 

(6/30/2015) 
Public Facility Fees $29,285,546.55 $8,764,212.05 ($4,385,436.83) $33,664,321.77 

Fire Impact Fees – Advance 
Owed to General Fund 

 ($901,907.68) $434,307.08 ($3,005.91) ($470,606.51) 

Traffic Impact Fees $12,905,634.22 $6,942,063.72 ($2,587,529.49) $17,260,168.45 
TOTAL $41,289,273.09 $16,140,582.85 ($6,975,972.23) $50,453,883.71 

 
It is important to note that these fees are restricted and can only be used for the capital related 
purposes for which they have been collected.  Given the multi-year nature of the capital projects 
to be financed it is expected that funds will be accumulated and used based on the construction 
timing.  During Fiscal Year 2014-15, the net balance of all funds reported increased by 
approximately $9.16 million which was largely attributable to Public Facility Fee and Traffic 
Impact Fee funds collected.  The ending combined balance of $50,453,884 is net of negative 
balances.  A detailed accounting for each of the major categories is shown in the schedules 
included in Attachment 1.   
 
The Fire Impact Fee Fund is negative due to funds advanced for the construction of Fire Station 
17.  As fees are collected they are used to repay borrowed funding from the General Fund, 
including interest.   
 
Funds Remaining Unexpended More Than Five Years After Being Collected 
One of the provisions in the State law regulating development fees is to regularly review funds 
collected and held for more than five years without being expended.  The law requires the City 
Council to make certain findings in order to continue to hold fees collected and unexpended for 
more than five years.  The following Table summarizes the accounts with contributions which 
have remained unexpended for more than five years.  All of the projects are identified in the 
adopted City of Dublin 2014-2019 Capital Improvement Program. 
 
SUMMARY OF ACCOUNTS WITH FUNDS REMAINING UNEXPENDED 
FOR FIVE YEARS OR MORE AFTER THEY WERE COLLECTED 
 

Source of Fee 

Fees 
Unspent 
For More 
Than 5 

Years as 
of 6/30/15 

Developer 
Fees 

Unspent 
For Less 
Than 5 
Years 

Accumulated 
Interest 

Total 
Designated 

As of 
6/30/2015 

Mitigation Funds:  Dublin 
Boulevard Improvements –  
Sierra Court to Dublin Court  
st1012  

$46,801.57 None $254,422.14 $301,223.71 

Mitigation Funds:  Scarlett 
Drive Extension (Dublin Blvd to 

$28,801.83 None $92,891.43 $121,693.26 
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Source of Fee 

Fees 
Unspent 
For More 
Than 5 

Years as 
of 6/30/15 

Developer 
Fees 

Unspent 
For Less 
Than 5 
Years 

Accumulated 
Interest 

Total 
Designated 

As of 
6/30/2015 

Dougherty Rd) 

Downtown TIF Funds $23,035.63 $957,788.71 $57,961.88 $1,038,786.22 

 
Proposed Resolution Making Necessary Findings 
In order to retain fees longer than five years, certain findings must be made by the City Council.  
Without this action the fees would need to be refunded.  All of the fees summarized in the 
previous section of this report have identified projects that will require the funding in the future.  
The funding needed includes the accumulated interest, which is expended only on the 
authorized projects.  The City continues to allocate interest on the balances retained.  Staff has 
identified the findings necessary as part of the attached Resolution (Attachment 2).  Adoption of 
the Resolution allows the City to continue to retain the fees, in order to fund the projects for 
which they were collected. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
Government Code Section 66006(b)(2) requires the report is to be included on the City Council 
meeting agenda at a public meeting not less than 15 days after the information was made 
available.  Staff previously made available to the public a draft copy of this report on Monday, 
November 16, 2015.  In addition the Government Code Section requires that the notice of the 
meeting shall be mailed, at least 15 days prior to the meeting, to any interested party who files a 
written request with the local agency for mailed notice of the meeting.  The Administrative 
Services Department mailed notices to interested parties who have filed requests in the past. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Annual Report of Developer Impact Fee Funds for the Year Ended 

June 30, 2015 
 2. Resolution Making Findings Regarding Unexpended Traffic 

Mitigation Contributions for Fiscal Year 2014-15 



ATTACHMENT 1

City of Dublin
Annual Report of Developer Impact Fee Funds Deposits

For the Year Ended June 30, 2015
CONTENTS
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City of Dublin Report …………………………………….

1-2

Section 2: Description Impact Fees Included In Report ………... 3
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Interfund Loans & Transfers
Specific Funds Held In Excess of 5 Years
Refunds………………………………………….

4 - 6

Section 4: 2014-15 Accounting of Impact Fees By Major 
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Public Facility Impact Fees
Fire Impact Fees
Traffic Impact Fees……………………………..

7

Section 5: Detail By Fund - Traffic Impact Fees
Contributions…………………………………………….

8

Section 
5A:

Detail - Traffic Impact Fees (Project Specific 
Mitigation) Contributions……………………………...

9

Section 6: Schedule of Funding For Public Improvements And 
Percentage Funded By Developer Fees……… 10

Data Available To Public November 16, 2015
Presented City Council Meeting December 1, 2015



Section 1
TABLE OF IMPACT FEE DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS

WITH CROSS REFERENCES

1

Government 
Code Section Requirement

Information Found 
In City Report At

Provide the following:

66006 (b) (A) 1.  A brief description of each of the City’s impact 
fees.  

Section 2, Part A

66006 (b) (B) 2.  The amount charged for the City’s impact fees. Section 2, Part B

66006 (b) (C) 3.  The beginning and ending balance for the City’s 
impact fee accounts.

Section 4 and 
Section 5

66006 (b) (D) 4.  The amount of fees collected and interest earned. Section 4, Section 5,
And Section 5A

66006 (b) (E) 5.  An identification of each public improvement on 
which fees were expended and the amount of the 
expenditures on each improvement, including the 
total percentage of the cost of the public 
improvement that was funded with fees.

Section 6

66006 (b) (F) 6.  An identification of an approximate date by which 
the construction of the public improvement will 
commence if the local agency determines that 
sufficient funds have been collected to complete 
financing on an incomplete public improvement, as 
identified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of 
Section 66001, and the public improvement 
remains incomplete.

Section 3, Part B

66006 (b) (G) 7.  A description of each interfund transfer or loan 
made from the account or fund, including the 
public improvement on which the transferred or 
loaned fees will be expended, and, in the case of 
an interfund loan, the date on which the loan will 
be repaid, and the rate of interest that the account 
or fund will receive on the loan.

Section 3, Part A

66006 (b) (H) 8.  The amount of refunds made pursuant to 
subdivision (e) of Section 66001 and any 
allocations pursuant to subdivision (f) of Section 
66001.

Section 3, Part C
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Government 
Code Section Requirement

Information Found 
In City Report At

66001 (d) 9. For the fifth year following the first deposit into the 
account or fund, and every five years thereafter, 
the City shall make all of the following findings 
with respect to those portions of the impact fee 
remaining unexpended, whether committed or 
uncommitted.

Section 3, Part B and 
attached Resolution 
for items a-e below.

66001 (d) (1) a.  Identify the purpose to which the fee is to be 
used for.

66001 (d) (2) b.  Demonstrate a reasonable relationship 
between the fee and the purpose for which it is 
charged.

66001 (d) (3) c.  Identify all sources and amounts of funding 
anticipated to complete financing in incomplete 
improvements. 

66001 (d) (4) d.   Designate the approximate dates on which the 
funding referred to in item c above is expected 
to be deposited into the appropriate account or 
fund.

66006 (b) (1) (F) e.  When sufficient funds have been collected, the 
agency shall identify, within 180 days of the 
determination that sufficient funds have been 
collected, an approximate date by which the 
construction of the public improvements will 
commence.
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Section 2
DESCRIPTION OF IMPACT FEES

A. DESCRIPTION OF THE CITY’S IMPACT FEES
The City of Dublin has established the following Impact Fees and Traffic Mitigation 
Contributions: 

Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fees
Downtown Traffic Impact Fee
Public Facilities Impact Fees
Park Dedication Fees
Fire Impact Fees
Tri Valley Transportation Development Fees
Freeway Interchange Fees
Dublin – Contra Costa Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees

These impact fees were established to pay for the design, development and construction of 
public improvement projects for: streets; public facilities; parks; fire capital expansion projects
and community amenities.

B. AMOUNTS CHARGED BY THE CITY FOR IMPACT FEES AND PUBLIC 
IMPROVEMENTS FUNDED BY THESE FEES

The amounts charged for the impact fees noted above are dependent upon the type and size of 
a particular development and were based upon related studies, conducted prior to the adoption 
of the fees.  The City Council has adopted and imposed the subject fees through the passage of 
the following resolutions.  These fees are updated on an annual basis based upon various cost 
indexes described in further detail as part of the resolutions for these fees:

Impact Fee Resolution / Ordinance

Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fees
(Includes BART Garage Pass-Through)

Resolution 225-99
Amended by Resolution 111-04
Updated by Resolution 40-10

Downtown Traffic Impact Fee Resolution 210-04
Amended by Resolution 47-09

Public Facility Impact Fees Resolution 60-99
Amended by Resolutions 214-02 & 45-09

Park Dedication Fees Chapter 9.28 Dublin Municipal Code
Fire Impact Fees Resolution 37-97 - Amended by 

Resolutions 208-00,12-03, 77-05 & 46-09
Tri-Valley Transportation Development 
Fees

Resolution 89-98
Amended by Resolutions 85-99, 87-03 &
68-15

Pleasanton Interchange Fees Resolution 11-96
Amended by Resolution 155-98

Dublin – Contra Costa Traffic Impact 
Mitigation Fees.  

Resolution 74-00 and Contra Costa 
County Ordinance No. 2000-24

The studies and supporting documentation presented or adopted as part of the resolutions 
noted above identify the public improvements that those fees will be used to finance.  These 
studies also show that there is a reasonable relationship: a.) between the fees’ use and the type 
of development project on which the fee is imposed; and b.) between the need for the public 
facility and the type of development project on which the fee is imposed.
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A. INTERFUND LOANS AND TRANSFERS OF IMPACT FEES
No inter-fund loans or transfers of impact fees were granted to other funds during Fiscal Year 
2014-15. The Fire Impact Fee Fund received an advance / loan from the General Fund in both 
Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Fiscal Year 2004-05.  Collections of Fire Impact Fees are being used 
to repay the advance.  Interest accrues at the rate equal to the City’s return on its investment 
portfolio. 

B. ANALYSIS OF FEES LEVIED AGAINST DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH SEC. 66001 OF THE (CGC) AND UNSPENT AFTER 5 YEARS 

The purpose of the review was to identify monies that have been collected and held for a period 
of more than five years and to make appropriate disclosures.  

The City of Dublin has analyzed the balance of monies held, at the beginning of Fiscal Year 
2014-15 (July 1, 2014).  The balances were evaluated based on “developer fees collected’ 
separate from interest revenue.  As of July 1, 2014 there were four projects involving the use of 
Traffic Mitigation Contributions, which have developer fees that continued to be held for more 
than five years.  The Projects are included in the adopted City of Dublin Five Year Capital 
Improvement Program 2014–2019. In accordance with State Law, the City Council has 
previously adopted Resolution #230-14 on December 2, 2014 declaring the need to continue to 
maintain the funds. Based on expenditures during Fiscal Year 2014-15, as of June 30, 2015,
there are three projects that have developer funds collected and held for more than five years.
Details related to the projects which have funds held for more than five years are identified 
below:

1. PROJECT # st1012 - DUBLIN BLVD. IMPROVEMENTS - SIERRA COURT TO DUBLIN 
COURT

Mitigation Source
Unspent Developer Fees 
Held More Than 5 Years

Remaining Project Costs 
As Identified in CIP

Dublin Blvd 
Improvements –
Sierra Court to Dublin 

$46,801.57
$557,004.62

$3,098,550 (Future)

Description of Project    This project is proceeding with the design and right-of-way phase.  The 
ultimate project will widen Dublin Boulevard from Sierra Court to Dublin Court, underground 
existing overhead utilities, and install bike lanes.  This project will increase the roadway capacity 
from four to six lanes. Previous phases have widened other portions of Dublin Boulevard.  The 
widening of this segment of Dublin Boulevard will complete the improvements on Dublin 
Boulevard from San Ramon Road to Dougherty Road.  Recent traffic studies have shown that 
six lanes of traffic will be needed.

Source of Funding Traffic Mitigation Contributions are being used for current budgeted 
design work.  A portion of the future unfunded project is eligible for funding from Category 2 
Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fees.

Approximate Project Completion     A contract for design services with Bellecci & Associates 
was approved by the City Council. Utility undergrounding design and coordination is scheduled 
to be complete by summer 2016. Right-of-way appraisals and roadway design are proceeding 
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with anticipated completion in the spring of 2016. A precise completion date has not been 
established for the complete project including construction.

2. SCARLETT DR & IRON HORSE TRAIL EXTENSION - DUBLIN BLVD – DOUGHERTY 
ROAD (Future Project)

Mitigation Source
Unspent Developer Fees 
Held More Than 5 Years

Remaining Project Costs 
As Identified in CIP

Scarlett Dr. & Iron Horse Trail
Extension – Dublin Blvd /
Dougherty Rd

$28,801.83 $11,916,398

Description of Project    This project would provide an extension of Scarlett Drive and relocate 
and enhance a portion of the Iron Horse Trail.  The  roadway element is a connection between  
Dougherty  Road  and  Dublin Boulevard (within the former Southern Pacific Railroad Right-of-
Way).

Source of Funding Dublin Crossing Development Agreement Transportation Fees, Traffic 
Mitigation Contributions, Category 2 Eastern Dublin TIF Fees; Alameda County Transportation 
Commission Project Funds.

Approximate Project Completion Dates    A precise completion date for the project has not been 
established.  It is currently expected that it will be a date outside the current 5 Year CIP planning 
horizon.

3. DOWNTOWN TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE FUNDS (Amador Plaza Road Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Improvements – st0815)

Source
Unspent Developer Fees 
Held More Than 5 Years

Remaining Project Costs 
As Identified in CIP

Downtown Traffic Impact
Fees (Fund #4304)

$23,035.63 $939,670

Description of Project(s) The Downtown Traffic Impact Fee identified six improvement projects 
to be constructed.  Projects include: St. Patrick Way Extension; Golden Gate Widening; Dublin 
Blvd / Golden Gate Drive Intersection Improvements; Dublin Blvd / Amador Plaza Intersection 
Improvements; Dublin Blvd / Dougherty Road Intersection Improvements; and San Ramon Road 
Dublin Boulevard Intersection Improvements.  Some elements have been completed; however 
the proportionate share may have been funded from other sources. The Downtown Traffic 
Impact Fee also included a future update of the impact fee.  An update of the Downtown Traffic 
Impact Fee has commenced, following the October 7, 2014, adoption of the Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Master Plan.  The impact fee update is scheduled to be complete in spring 2016.

Source of Funding Traffic Mitigation Contributions, Downtown Traffic Impact Fees; Federal 
Transportation for Livable Communities Grant; Contra Costa County / Dublin (Dougherty Valley) 
Impact Fees.

Approximate Project Completion Dates    A precise completion date for the project has not been 
established.  It is currently expected that it will be will be a date outside the current 5 Year CIP 
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planning horizon. The impact fee update will also evaluate the existing project list and will 
include evaluation of new projects, including projects in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan.

C. REFUNDS

No refunds were made during Fiscal Year 2014-15.

D. RETIREMENT OF IMPACT FEE OBLIGATIONS

During Fiscal Year 2014-15, payments were made to retire Impact Fee Credit Obligations as 
follows:

Fee Type Amount
Payments to holders of Impact Fee Credits that 
had converted to Rights to Reimbursement

Eastern Dublin Traffic 
Impact Fee –
Category 1

$150,000.00

Reimbursement pursuant to the construction 
agreement for the Tassajara Interchange. 
(Alameda County Surplus Property Authority)

Eastern Dublin Traffic 
Impact Fee –
Category 1

$264,537.35

Reduction In Advance Assumed By Alameda 
County Surplus Property Authority (Original 
Advance Was made by BART For East Dublin 
Station Access)

Eastern Dublin Traffic 
Impact Fee –
Category 2

$100,000.00

TOTAL $514,537.35



CITY OF DUBLIN CAPITAL IMPACT FEE REPORT

SECTION 4  

FEES BY MAJOR CATEGORY (Activity July 1, 2014 - June 30, 2015)

PUBLIC 

FACILITY FEES

FIRE 

FACILITY 

IMPACT FEES

TRAFFIC IMPACT 

FEES              

(ALL CATEGORIES) GRAND TOTAL

Funds 4101-4109 Fund 4201 Funds 4301-4309
(Includes Park 

Dedication Fees)
Detail In Schedule 5

Ending Available 6/30/2014 $29,285,546.55 ($901,907.68) $12,905,634.22 $41,289,273.09

Fees Collected: 7/1/2014-6/30/2015 8,534,908.31        434,307.08     6,838,326.69 15,807,542.08

Interest 7/1/2014 - 6/30/2015 229,303.74           -                  103,737.03 333,040.77

Less 2014-15 Expenditures

Project Expenditures (4,385,436.83)      (1,402,084.13) (5,787,520.96)

Interest on Loan from General Fund   for 
Construction of Fire Stations

(3,005.91) (3,005.91)

Retirement of Impact Fee Obligations (514,537.35) (514,537.35)

Refunds Per CGC 66001(e)/(f) -

Pass Through Funds (See Schedule 5) (670,908.01) (670,908.01)

Ending Balance 6/30/2015 $33,664,321.77 ($470,606.51) $17,260,168.45 $50,453,883.71
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CITY OF DUBLIN CAPITAL IMPACT FEE REPORT 

SECTION 5

BREAKDOWN OF TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE FUNDS   (Activity July 1, 2014 - June 30, 2015)

CATEGORY 1 CATEGORY 2

DOWNTOWN 

TRAFFIC IMPACT 

FEE

I-580/ FALLON RD 

INTERCHANGE

SUB-TOTAL "A"  

EAST DUBLIN 

TIF (EDTIF)

Fund #4301 Fund # 4302 Fund # 4304 Fund # 4307

Ending Available 6/30/2014 $4,389,471.05 $2,356,915.45 $894,123.88 - $7,640,510.38

Fees Collected: 7/1/2014-6/30/2015 3,319,964.98         1,719,413.16         153,290.28 - 5,192,668.42

Interest 7/1/2014 - 6/30/2015 40,711.45              21,550.54              6,289.12 - 68,551.11

(Less: 2014-15 Expenditures)

Traffic Improvements (37,082.00) (14,917.06) - (51,999.06)

Retirement of Impact Fee 
Obligations

(414,537.35)           (100,000.00)           - - (514,537.35)

Refunds Per CGC 66001(e)/(f) -                         -                         - - -

Ending Balance 6/30/2015 $7,298,528.13 $3,997,879.15 $1,038,786.22 $0.00 $12,335,193.50

CATEGORY 3 

LOCAL 

REGIONAL FEES

DUBLIN - 

CONTRA COSTA 

COUNTY 

MITIGATION

TRI-VALLEY 

TRANSPORTATION 

DEVELOPMENT FEE

SPECIFIC 

PROJECT 

MITIGATION 

FUND (See 5A for 

Breakdown)

SUB-TOTAL "B" 

OTHER FEES

Fund # 4303 Fund # 4305 Fund # 4306 Fund # 4309

Ending Available 6/30/2014 $808,904.31 $2,792,250.83 $996,876.79 $667,091.91 $5,265,123.84

Fees Collected: 7/1/2014-6/30/2015 -                         453,724.69 521,025.57 - 974,750.26

Interest 7/1/2014 - 6/30/2015 3,834.24 17,148.60 10,841.60 3,361.48 35,185.92

(Less: 2014-15 Expenditures)

Traffic Improvements (411,616.34)           (792,932.33)           -                             (145,536.40) (1,350,085.07)

Retirement of Impact Fee 
Obligations

-                         -                         -

Ending Balance 6/30/2015 $401,122.21 $2,470,191.79 $1,528,743.96 $524,916.99 $4,924,974.95

PASS-THROUGH

FREEWAY 

INTERCHANGE & 

BART GARAGE

GRAND TOTAL 

TRAFFIC FEES 

(Pass-Through+

"A" + "B")

Ending Available 6/30/2014 - $12,905,634.22

Fees Collected: 7/1/2014-6/30/2015 670,908.01 6,838,326.69

Interest 7/1/2014 - 6/30/2015 103,737.03

(Less: 2014-15 Expenditures)

Traffic Improvements (1,402,084.13)

Retirement of Impact Fee 
Obligations

(514,537.35)

Refunds Per CGC 66001(e)/(f) 0.00

BART Garage 
Reimbursements to ACSPA

(336,431.70) (336,431.70)

Freeway Interchange 
Reimbursements - City of 
Pleasanton

(334,476.31) (334,476.31)

Ending Balance 6/30/2015 $0.00 * $17,260,168.45

* Note "Pass-Through" Balance excludes Year-End Interest accrual recorded as a liability.

REGIONAL/MITIGATION TRAFFIC IMPACT FEES

LOCAL TRAFFIC IMPACT FEES
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CITY OF DUBLIN CAPITAL IMPACT FEE REPORT 2014-15

SECTION 5A

DETAIL OF TRAFFIC MITIGATION CONTRIBUTIONS (From July 1, 2014 - June 30, 2015)

4309.41003 4309.41004 4309.41008

Scarlett Extension Parallel Rd Dublin Blvd.

Dougherty/Dublin Blvd St. Patrick Way Sierra Dougherty
CIP PROJECT # 096840 (prior System) st0494 (960010) st1012 (960026)

Ending Available 6/30/2014 $121,081.83 $89,401.41 $392,692.06

Fees Collected: 7/1/2014-6/30/2015 -                                    -                                   -

Interest 7/1/2014 - 6/30/2015 610.13                              450.49                             1,978.78

Less 2014-15 Expenditures (52,089.27)                       (93,447.13)

Refunds Per CGC 66001(e)/(f) -                                    -                                   -

Ending Balance 6/30/2015 $121,691.96 $37,762.63 $301,223.71

0.149091887 0.110084818 0.01

4309.41009

Sybase 

Traffic Signal GRAND TOTAL

CIP PROJECT # Not Yet Assigned

Ending Available 6/30/2014 $63,916.61 $667,091.91

Fees Collected: 7/1/2014-6/30/2015 - -
-

Interest 7/1/2014 - 6/30/2015 322.08 3,361.48
-

Less 2014-15 Expenditures - (145,536.40)
-

Refunds Per CGC 66001(e)/(f) - -

Ending Balance 6/30/2015 $64,238.69 $524,916.99
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CITY OF DUBLIN IMPACT FEE REPORT
SECTION 6

SCHEDULE OF FUNDING FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS & PERCENTAGE DEVELOPER FEES

LISTING OF ACCOUNTS WITH ACTIVITY JULY 1, 2014 to JUNE 30, 2015

CIP # Project Name

2014-15

Expenditures

(Developer Fee 

Funds)

Fiscal Year

2014-15

Expenditures

(Other Funds)

Total Project 

Expenditures

(Fiscal Year)

% From 

Developer

Fees

PUBLIC FACILITY FEES

pk0105 Emerald Glen Park Recreation and Aquatic Complex $3,315,812.01 $3,315,812.01 100%

pk0115 Dublin Crossing Community Park 28,193.78 69,026.13 97,219.91 29%

pk0212 Passatempo Neighborhood Park 897.43 897.43 100%

pk0311 Positano Hills Neighborhood Park 181,636.94 181,636.94 100%

pk0315 Library Extension - Center for 21st Century 26,446.92 26,446.92 100%

pk0414 Fallon Sports Park - Phase II 656,962.67 656,962.67 100%

pk0514 Jordan Ranch Neighborhood Park 39,508.51 39,508.51 100%

pk0713 Shannon Park Water Play Area 56,265.96 56,265.96 100%

Ops

Program Emerald Glen Recreation and Aquatic Business Plan 79,712.61 79,712.61 N/A

TOTAL PUBLIC FACILITY FEE PROJECTS $4,385,436.83 $69,026.13 $4,454,462.96 98%

FIRE FACILITY FEES

(No active Projects.  Fees collected are used to repay funds advanced).

TRAFFIC IMPACT FEES (Excludes "Pass -Through" Payments - BART GARAGE & INTERCHANGE FEES)

Ops

Program TIF Administration

Tassajara Capacity Analysis Study (EDTIF1 Fund 4301) $37,082.00 $37,082.00

Downtown TIF (Fund 4304:Dept 8301) 587.50 587.50

Dept. Operating Budget Total $37,669.50 $37,669.50 N/A

Non-Departmental- Credit Pmts

EDTIF Cat1 (Fund 4301) Pmts reducing Credits Held $414,537.35 $414,537.35

EDTIF (Category 2) 100,000.00 100,000.00

Non-Dept. Budget Total $514,537.35 $514,537.35 N/A

st0494 St. Patrick Way - Regional Street to Golden Gate

Specific Project Mitigation Fees (41004) $52,089.27 $52,089.27

st0494 Total $52,089.27 0.00 $52,089.27 100%

st0911 Dougherty Rd Impvts Sierrra Ln To North City Limits

EDTIF-Cat 3 (Fund 4303) $411,616.34 $411,616.34

Dougherty Valley TIF (Fund 4305) 792,932.33 792,932.33

st0911 Total 1,204,548.67              0.00 1,204,548.67 100%

st1012 Dublin Boulevard - Sierra Court to Dougherty

Specific Project Mitigation Fees (41008) $93,447.13 $93,447.13

st1012 Total 93,447.13                   0.00 93,447.13 100%

st0815 Amador Plaza Road Bicycle & Pedestrian

Downtown TIF (Fund 4304) $14,329.56 $14,329.56

st0815 Total 14,329.56                 0.00 14,329.56 100%

TOTAL TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE PROJECTS $1,916,621.48 $0.00 $1,916,621.48 100%
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                                                             ATTACHMENT 2 

RESOLUTION NO. XX - 15 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE  
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

MAKING FINDINGS REGARDING UNEXPENDED  
TRAFFIC MITIGATION CONTRIBUTIONS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 

   
 

WHEREAS, the City has collected contributions for completion of off-site public traffic 
improvements needed as a result of new development, which will not be expended within five 
years after deposit.  The improvements are described in the Fiscal Year 2014-2019 Five Year 
Capital Improvement Program and include the improvements described below: 

 

 
Source of Fee 

Unexpended 
Developer Fees as 
of June 30, 2015 

1. Project Specific Mitigation: Dublin Blvd. Improvements 
– Sierra  Court to Dublin Court (CIP# st1012) 

$46,801.57 

2. Project Specific Mitigation: Scarlett Drive Extension 
Between Dublin Blvd and Dougherty Road (Future 
Project) 

$28,801.83 

3. Downtown Traffic Impact Fees: - Various Projects 
identified in the Fee Resolution. 

$23,035.63 

 

 
WHEREAS, the three fees and their associated projects described in the recital above 

are referred to as the "Three Traffic Improvements." 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of City of Dublin hereby find 
and determine that the foregoing recitals and determinations are true and correct: 

 

A. The contributions which have been collected for the Three Traffic Improvements will 
remain unexpended after Fiscal Year 2014-15. 

 

B. The contributions which have been collected for the Three Traffic Improvements will 
remain committed for construction of the improvements identified in the adopted Capital 
Improvement Program. 

 

C. The purpose for which the contributions will be used is construction of the Three Traffic 
Improvements, as described above and in the 2014-2019 Capital Improvement Program. 

 

D. The contributions were collected to make the Three Traffic Improvements, which 
improvements will mitigate traffic impacts caused by the new development projects which paid 
the fees. 

 

E. The contributions which have been collected for the Three Traffic Improvements are 
needed for construction of the Three Traffic Improvements. 
 
 
 
 
 



 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 15th day of December 2015, by the 

following vote: 
 

AYES: 
   

NOES:   
 

ABSENT:  
 

ABSTAIN:         

 
 
 
        ____________________________ 

           Mayor 
 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________ 
                 City Clerk       



 

  
  

 Page 1 of 5 ITEM NO.  4.12  

  
 

 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #450-20  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Amendments to Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 5.58 (Medical Marijuana 
Dispensaries), Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts and 
Permitted Uses of Land) PLPA-2015-00056 
Prepared by Martha Aja, Associate Planner, and Alex Mog, Meyers Nave 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  
  
Several new state laws regarding medical marijuana activities will go into effect in 2016, 
including Assembly Bill 243 (“AB 243”), which establishes a dual licensing structure for medical 
marijuana cultivation.  A person wishing to cultivate medical marijuana must receive a license 
from the California Department of Food & Agriculture (“DFA”), as well as a license, permit or 
entitlement from the local jurisdiction where the cultivation is to take place. However, AB 266 
provides that if a local jurisdiction does not have a land use regulation or an ordinance 
prohibiting or regulating medical marijuana cultivation in effect before March 1, 2016, then the 
DFA will be the sole licensing authority for the medical marijuana cultivation in that jurisdiction.  
The primary purpose of the proposed ordinance is to ensure the City retains local control over 
medical marijuana cultivation by restricting it prior to the March 1, 2016 deadline.  In addition, 
the proposed ordinance adds the City’s existing prohibition on medical marijuana dispensaries 
to the Zoning Ordinance and prohibits the delivery of medical marijuana within the City. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
No financial impact.  
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council waive the reading and INTRODUCE an Ordinance 
Amending Chapter 5.58 (Medical Marijuana Dispensaries), Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and 
Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts and Permitted Uses of Land) of the Dublin Municipal Code to 
regulate medical marijuana dispensaries, deliveries and cultivation within the City of Dublin.  
 
 
 
       
  Submitted By   Reviewed By 
 Community Development Director  Assistant City Manager 
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DESCRIPTION:  
 
California voters enacted the Compassionate Use Act in 1996 to permit the possession and 
cultivation of marijuana for limited medical treatment purposes.  In 2004, the Legislature 
adopted the Medical Marijuana Program Act to provide greater access to medical marijuana for 
qualified patients and caregivers by allowing collective, cooperative cultivation projects known 
as “dispensaries.”   
 
Neither the Compassionate Use Act nor the Medical Marijuana Program Act prevents a City 
from enacting nuisance and land use regulations regarding medical marijuana use or 
dispensaries.  A City is constitutionally authorized to make and enforce within its limits all local 
police, sanitary, and other ordinances. (Cal. Const. Art. XI, § 7.)  California courts have affirmed 
a City’s ability to prohibit medical marijuana dispensaries and medical marijuana cultivation as 
part of the traditional land use authority. (City of Riverside v. Inland Empire Patients Health and 
Wellness Center, et al. (2013) 56 Cal.4th 729; Maral et al. v. City of Live Oak, 221 Cal.App.4th 
975.) The City of Dublin has previously exercised this authority and adopted a prohibition on the 
operation of medical marijuana dispensaries anywhere in the City. The City also regulates 
agricultural uses, although the Municipal Code does not explicitly prohibit medical marijuana 
cultivation.  
 
Several bills regulating medical marijuana were passed by the State Legislature this past 
session, including Assembly Bill 243, Assembly Bill 266 and Senate Bill 643.  These bills do not 
eliminate a cities’ authority to regulate medical marijuana within their jurisdictions, and the City’s 
current ban on medical marijuana dispensaries is unaffected by the passage of these bills. 
However, Staff is recommending the adoption of the proposed Ordinance to preserve the City’s 
authority to regulate medical marijuana cultivation, in response to one of the bills. These 
regulations could then be modified in the future at the discretion of the City Council.   
 
Assembly Bill 243 (“AB 243”) adds Health and Safety Code section 11362.777, which 
establishes a dual licensing structure for the cultivation of medical marijuana.  Under section 
11362.777, a person wishing to cultivate marijuana must receive a license from the California 
DFA, as well as a license, permit or entitlement from the local jurisdiction where the cultivation is 
to take place. Section 11362.777 provides that if a local jurisdiction does not have a land use 
regulation or ordinance prohibiting or regulating cultivation of medical marijuana in effect before 
March 1, 2016, the DFA will be the sole licensing authority for the cultivation of medical 
marijuana in that jurisdiction. Accordingly, if the City does not have a prohibition or any 
regulations in effect before March 1, 2016, the City may lose its ability to control medical 
marijuana cultivation within the City. If the City has regulations or a prohibition in effect before 
March 1, the City has the power to later modify the prohibition and/or regulations.  
 
The Business and Professions Code section 19334 authorizes the licensing of dispensaries for 
the purpose of making deliveries. B&P Section 19340 authorizes a licensed dispensary to make 
a delivery in any city that does not explicitly prohibit deliveries.  Although Dublin prohibits 
dispensaries, these statutes likely mean a dispensary licensed in a different City could make 
deliveries in Dublin unless Dublin explicitly prohibits it.  If the ban on deliveries is adopted, the 
City has the authority to later modify or repeal the ban.  
 
In light of the recently adopted State legislation, Staff is proposing amendments to Chapter 5.58 
(Medical Marijuana Dispensaries), Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts 
and Permitted Uses of Land). The proposed amendments will prohibit medical marijuana 
cultivation in every zoning district within the City and will also prohibit the delivery of medical 
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marijuana within the City. The proposed amendments are intended to preserve the City’s 
authority to regulate medical marijuana cultivation within its jurisdiction.  
 
In order to have an ordinance in effect before March 1, 2016, the ordinance amending the 
Zoning Ordinance must be adopted at the City Council’s January 19, 2016 meeting, after being 
introduced at the City Council’s December 15 meeting (the Council’s first meeting in January 
has been canceled).  If the City has regulations or a prohibition in effect before March 1, 2016, 
the City will retain the flexibility to maintain, narrow, or lift the prohibition on cultivation at some 
point in the future. The proposed amendments would also add the City’s existing prohibition on 
medical marijuana dispensaries to the Zoning Ordinance, and amend Chapter 5.58 (Medical 
Marijuana Dispensaries) to ensure consistency between the Zoning Ordinance and the City’s 
existing prohibition on Medical Marijuana Dispensaries and prohibit the cultivation and delivery 
of medical marijuana within the City. The draft ordinance amending Chapters 5.58, 8.08 and 
8.12 is included as Attachment 1.   
 
The City Council is currently being requested to review the proposed ordinance amendments to 
Chapter 5.58, Chapter 8.08 and Chapter 8.12 of the Dublin Municipal Code.  
      
ANALYSIS: 
 
The proposed amendments to Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and 8.12 (Zoning Districts and 
Permitted Uses of Land) of the Zoning Ordinance prohibit the cultivation of medical marijuana in 
all zoning districts in the City. Additionally, Chapter 5.58 is being amended to prohibit the 
delivery of medical marijuana within the City. The ordinance is necessary to ensure that the City 
retains authority regarding the medical marijuana cultivation within the City, and to prevent the 
DFA from becoming the sole licensing authority for medical marijuana cultivation within the City.  
The proposed amendments to Chapter 5.58 (Medical Marijuana Dispensaries) are necessary to 
ensure consistency between the Zoning Ordinance and the City’s existing prohibition on medical 
marijuana dispensaries, and will add that existing prohibition to the City’s Zoning Ordinance.  
 
The following is a description of the proposed Ordinance Amendments.  
 
Chapter 8.08 (Definitions)  
 
The following new definitions will be listed in Chapter 8.08 and there will be a cross reference to 
Chapter 5.58: 
 

Medical Marijuana Dispensary. See Section 5.58.010(C).  
 

Medical Marijuana Cultivation. See Section 5.58.010(D). 
 

Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts and Permitted Uses of Land) 
 
Section 8.12.050 (Permitted and Conditionally Permitted Land Uses) of Title 8 of the Dublin 
Municipal Code is hereby amended to add Medical Marijuana Cultivation as an Agricultural Use 
Type to read as follows: 
 

AGRICULTURAL 
USE TYPE 

A R-1 R-2 R-M C-O C-N C-1 C-2 M-P M-1 M-2 

Medical Marijuana 
Cultivation 

- - - - - - - - - - - 
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Section 8.12.050 (Permitted and Conditionally Permitted Land Uses) of Title 8 of the Dublin 
Municipal Code is hereby amended to add Medical Marijuana Dispensary as a Commercial Use 
Type to read as follows: 
 

COMMERCIAL 
USE TYPE 

A R-1 R-2 R-M C-O C-N C-1 C-2 M-P M-1 M-2 

Medical Marijuana 
Dispensary  

- - - - - - - - - - - 

 
Chapter 8.58 (Medical Marijuana Dispensaries)  
The proposed amendments to Chapter 8.58 of the Municipal Code include revising the existing 
definition of medical marijuana dispensary and adding two new definitions.  
 
The definition of “Medical marijuana dispensary” contained in Section 8.58.010 of the Dublin 
Municipal Code is revised to read as follows:  
 

“Medical marijuana dispensary” means any facility or location, whether fixed or mobile, 
where medical marijuana is made available to, distributed by, or distributed to two (2) or 
more of the following: a qualified patient, a person with an identification card, or a primary 
caregiver qualified patients, persons with an identification card, or primary caregivers, or 
combination thereof. 

 
The following new definitions are proposed to be added to Section 5.58.010 as follows: 
 

“Medical marijuana delivery” means the transfer of medical marijuana or medical 
marijuana products from a medical marijuana dispensary to a qualified patient or primary 
caregiver, as well as the use by a dispensary of any technology platform to arrange for or 
facilitate the transfer of medical marijuana or medical marijuana products.   
 
“Medical marijuana cultivation” means any activity involving the planting, growing, 
harvesting, drying, curing, grading or trimming of medical marijuana. 

 
In addition, two new sections (as shown below) are being added to Chapter 8.58 to prohibit the 
cultivation and delivery of medical marijuana within the City of Dublin.  
 

5.58.030 Medical marijuana cultivation prohibited. 
 

No person shall engage in medical marijuana cultivation in or upon any premises or 
property in the city.  

 
5.58.040 Medical marijuana delivery prohibited. 

 
No person shall engage in medical marijuana delivery in or upon any premises or 
property in the city 

 
Planning Commission Action 
On December 8, 2015, the Planning Commission held a public hearing to review the proposed 
Zoning Ordinance amendments related to medical marijuana dispensaries and cultivation. The 
Planning Commission had a lengthy discussion regarding the proposed Ordinance. The 
Planning Commission recognized the need to adopt regulations at this time in order to ensure 
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that the City maintains local control. However, a majority of the Commissioners also expressed 
an interest in considering future amendments to relax the proposed standards to address the 
medical needs of community members. A medical marijuana advocate, who resides in Sunol, 
spoke in opposition to the proposed Ordinance. Ultimately, the Planning Commission voted 3-2 
to adopt a Resolution (Attachment 2) recommending that the City Council adopt the proposed 
Ordinance.  

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: 
 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), together with State Guidelines and City 
Environmental Regulations require that certain projects be reviewed for environmental impacts 
and that environmental documents be prepared.  Pursuant to the CEQA, Staff is recommending 
that the proposed Ordinance be found exempt from CEQA per CEQA Guidelines Section 
15061(b)(3). Section 15061(b)(3) states that CEQA applies only to those projects that have the 
potential to cause a significant effect on the environment.  The adoption of the proposed 
amendments of the Municipal Code does not, in itself, allow the construction of any building or 
structure, or authorize any activity, but rather prohibits the cultivation of marijuana within the 
City. This Ordinance of itself, therefore, has no potential for resulting in significant physical 
change in the environment, directly or ultimately. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
A Public Notice was published in the Valley Times and posted at several locations throughout 
the City and emailed to all persons who have expressed an interest in being notified of 
meetings. The Staff Report was also made available on the City’s webpage. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:   1. Ordinance amending Chapter 5.58 (Medical Marijuana 

Dispensaries), Chapter 8.08 (Definitions) and Chapter 8.12 (Zoning 
Districts and Permitted Uses of Land) of the Dublin Municipal Code 
to regulate medical marijuana dispensaries, cultivation and delivery 
within the City of Dublin 

 2. Planning Commission Resolution No. 15-15 recommending that the 
City Council adopt an Ordinance amending Chapter 8.08 
(Definitions) and Chapter 8.12 (Zoning Districts and Permitted Uses 
of Land) of the Dublin Municipal Code to regulate medical marijuana 
dispensaries and cultivation within all zoning districts the City of 
Dublin 



ORDINANCE NO. XX – 16 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN AMENDING CHAPTERS 5.58 (MEDICAL 

MARIJUANA DISPENSARIES), CHAPTER 8.08 (DEFINITIONS) AND 
CHAPTER 8.12 (ZONING DISTRICTS AND PERMITTED USES OF LAND)  OF THE DUBLIN 
MUNICIPAL CODE TO REGULATE MEDICAL MARIJUANA DISPENSARIES, DELIVERIES 

AND CULTIVATION 
WITHIN THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code section 11362.5 , the Compassionate Use Act of 1996 
(“CUA”), adopted by the voters in the State of California, authorizes a limited defense to criminal 
charges for the use, possession or cultivation of marijuana for medical purposes when a qualified 
patient has a doctor's recommendation for the use of marijuana; and 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code section 11362.7 et seq., the Medical Marijuana 
Program Act (“MMPA”), was adopted by the state legislature and offers some clarification on the 
scope of the Compassionate Use Act of 1996, and section 11362.83 specifically authorizes cities 
and other governing bodies to adopt and enforce rules and regulations related to medical 
marijuana; and 

WHEREAS, neither the CUA or the MMPA prevent a city from enacting nuisance and land 
use regulations regarding medical marijuana cultivation or dispensaries; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Legislature recently passed, and the Governor signed, several bills 
regulating the commercial activity of medical marijuana, including Assembly Bill 243, which 
assigns certain state agencies with regulatory task regarding commercial medical marijuana, 
including product labeling and environmental regulation; and 
 

WHEREAS, Section 6 of AB 243 adds Health and Safety Code section 11362.777, which 
puts the California Department of Food and Agriculture (“DFA”) in charge of licensing of both 
indoor and outdoor cultivation sites in the state; and 
 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code section 11362.777 provides that the DFA shall be the 
sole licensing authority for medical marijuana cultivation within a city if that city does not have land 
use regulations or ordinances regulating or prohibiting the cultivation of marijuana in effect on 
March 1, 2016; and 
 

WHEREAS, Chapter 5.58 of the Municipal Code currently explicitly prohibits medical 
marijuana dispensaries in the City; and 
 



WHEREAS, the Municipal Code allows certain agricultural uses within the City, but medical 
marijuana cultivation is not an existing allowed use; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to retain local control over the cultivation of medical 
marijuana, and therefore desires to adopt a land use ordinance regulating or prohibiting marijuana 
cultivation that will be in effect before March 1, 2016; and 
 

WHEREAS, the cultivation of medical marijuana in other cities has resulted in calls for 
service to the police department, including calls for robberies and thefts; and 
 

WHEREAS, medical marijuana cultivation could pose safety risks for surrounding 
neighbors, including but not limited to, risks of violent confrontation in connection with attempts to 
steal marijuana and the risk of fire from improperly wired electrical lights within structures growing 
marijuana; and 

WHEREAS, the ability to obtain marijuana for medical purposes is available in other 
jurisdictions within a short drive of the City; and 

WHEREAS, there is a threat to the public health, safety and welfare of the community if 
medical marijuana is cultivated in the City without proper regulations, and such unregulated 
cultivation which may result in harmful effects to the businesses, property owners and residents of 
the City; and 

WHEREAS, Article XI, Section 7 of the California Constitution provides a city may make 
and enforce within it limits all local police, sanitary and other ordinances and regulations not in 
conflict with general laws; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to confirm that the cultivation of marijuana is illegal 
within the city and enact an explicit prohibition on the cultivation of medical marijuana within the 
City; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has the authority to amend a prohibition in effect before March 
1, 2016, and such amendment may allow certain types of cultivation, but if no regulation or 
prohibition is in effect before March 1, 2016, the City could permanently lose the authority to 
license and regulate medical marijuana cultivation within the City; and 

WHEREAS, Staff has advised that members of the public are sometimes unaware of the 
City’s existing prohibition on medical marijuana dispensaries because it is not contained in the 
City’s Zoning Ordinance and that the existing definition of a medical marijuana dispensary causes 
occasional confusion; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to add the existing prohibition on medical marijuana 
dispensaries within the City to the Zoning Ordinance and rephrase the definition of medical 
marijuana dispensary to eliminate any confusion; and 

WHEREAS, Business and Professions Code section 19340 authorizes licensed medical 
marijuana dispensaries to make medical marijuana deliveries in any city that does not explicitly 
prohibit it; 



WHEREAS, the City Council desires to prohibit medical marijuana deliveries within the City; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on the Title 8 
Zoning Ordinance amendments on December 8, 2015, at which time all interested parties had the 
opportunity to be heard.  Following the public hearing, the Planning Commission approved 
Resolution 15-15 recommending that the City Council adopt the amendments; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing on the proposed Title 5 and 
Title 8 amendments on __________, at which time all interested parties had the opportunity to be 
heard. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Dublin does ordain as follows: 
 
SECTION 1: 
 

The above recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein. 

SECTION 2: 

Chapter 5.58 of the Dublin Municipal Code is hereby amended to read as follows (with text 
in strikeout format indicating deletion and italicized text indicating addition): 

Chapter 5.58 Medical Marijuana Dispensaries and Cultivation 

5.58.010 Definitions. 

For the purposes of this chapter, unless otherwise apparent from the context, the following 
definitions shall apply: 

A.    “Medical marijuana” is marijuana authorized in strict compliance with Health and Safety Code 
Section 11362.5 et seq. 

B.  “Medical marijuana delivery” means the transfer of medical marijuana or medical marijuana 
products from a medical marijuana dispensary to a qualified patient or primary caregiver, as well 
as the use by a dispensary of any technology platform to arrange for or facilitate the transfer of 
medical marijuana or medical marijuana products. 

CB.    “Medical marijuana dispensary” means any facility or location, whether fixed or mobile, 
where medical marijuana is made available to, distributed by, or distributed to two (2) or more of 
the following: a qualified patient, a person with an identification card, or a primary caregiver 
qualified patients, persons with an identification card, or primary caregivers, or combination 
thereof. 

A medical marijuana dispensary shall not include the following uses, so long as such uses comply 
with this code, Health and Safety Code Section 11362.5 et seq., and other applicable law: 

1.    A clinic licensed pursuant to Chapter 1 of Division 2 of the Health and Safety Code. 



2.    A health care facility licensed pursuant to Chapter 2 of Division 2 of the Health and Safety 
Code. 

3.    A residential care facility for persons with chronic life-threatening illness licensed pursuant to 
Chapter 3.01 of Division 2 of the Health and Safety Code. 

4.    A residential care facility for the elderly licensed pursuant to Chapter 3.2 of Division 2 of the 
Health and Safety Code. 

5.    A hospice or a home health agency, licensed pursuant to Chapter 8 of Division 2 of the Health 
and Safety Code. 

D.    “Medical marijuana cultivation” means any activity involving the planting, growing, harvesting, 
drying, curing, grading or trimming of medical marijuana. 

EC.    “Person with an identification card” shall have the meaning given that term by Health and 
Safety Code Section 11362.7. 

FD.    “Primary caregiver” shall have the meaning given that term by Health and Safety Code 
Section 11362.7. 

GE.    “Qualified patient” shall have the meaning given that term by Health and Safety Code 
Section 11362.7. 

 
5.58.020 Operation of medical marijuana dispensaries prohibited. 
 
No person shall operate or permit to be operated a medical marijuana dispensary in or upon any 
premises or property in the city. 
 
5.58.030 Medical marijuana cultivation prohibited. 
 
No person shall engage in medical marijuana cultivation in or upon any premises or property in the 
city. 
 
5.58.040 Medical marijuana delivery prohibited. 
 
No person shall engage in medical marijuana delivery in or upon any premises or property in the 
city 
 

 
SECTION 3: 
 
Section 8.08.020 (Definitions (A-Z)) of Title 8 of the Dublin Municipal Code is hereby amended to 
add the following definitions: 
 
Medical Marijuana Dispensary. See Section 5.58.010(C). 
 

Medical Marijuana Cultivation. See Section 5.58.010(D). 



SECTION 4: 
 
Section 8.12.050 (Permitted and Conditionally Permitted Land Uses) of Title 8 of the Dublin 
Municipal Code is hereby amended to add Medical Marijuana Cultivation as an Agricultural Use 
Type and to prohibit the use in every zoning district, to read as follows: 
 

AGRICULTURAL 
USE TYPE 

A R-1 R-2 R-M C-O C-N C-1 C-2 M-P M-1 M-2 

Medical Marijuana 
Cultivation 

- - - - - - - - - - - 

 
 
SECTION 5:   
 
Section 8.12.050 (Permitted and Conditionally Permitted Land Uses) of Title 8 of the Dublin 
Municipal Code is hereby amended to add Medical Marijuana Dispensary as a Commercial Use 
Type and to prohibit the use in every zoning district, to read as follows: 
 

COMMERCIAL 
USE TYPE 

A R-1 R-2 R-M C-O C-N C-1 C-2 M-P M-1 M-2 

Medical Marijuana 
Dispensary  

- - - - - - - - - - - 

 

SECTION 6:  Severability.   

The provisions of this Ordinance are severable and if any provision, clause, sentence, word or part 
thereof is held illegal, invalid, unconstitutional, or inapplicable to any person or circumstances, 
such illegality, invalidity, unconstitutionality, or inapplicability shall not affect or impair any of the 
remaining provisions, clauses, sentences, sections, words or parts thereof of the ordinance or their 
applicability to other persons or circumstances. 
 
 
SECTION 7:  CEQA.   

This Ordinance is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) per CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3). Section 15061(b)(3) states that CEQA applies only to those 
projects that have the potential to cause a significant effect on the environment.  The adoption  of 
the proposed Ordinance is exempt from CEQA because the adoption of the proposed 
amendments to the Municipal Code does not, in itself, allow the construction of any building or 
structure or authorize any activity, but rather prohibits the cultivation of medical marijuana within 
the City. This Ordinance , therefore, has no potential for resulting in significant physical change in 
the environment, directly or ultimately. 

 
 
 



SECTION 8: Effective Date and Posting of Ordinance 
 
This Ordinance shall take effect and be in force thirty (30) days from and after the date of its final 
adoption. The City Clerk of the City of Dublin shall cause this Ordinance to be posted in at least 
three (3) public places in the City of Dublin in accordance with Section 39633 of the Government 
Code of California.  
 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED BY the City Council of the City of Dublin on this 
  day of   , 2016, by the following votes: 
 

AYES:  
 
 NOES:  
 
 ABSENT:  
 
 ABSTAIN:  
 

_____________________________ 
Mayor   

ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
  City Clerk    
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RESOLUTION 15-15 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 

 
RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 

CHAPTERS 8.08 (DEFINITIONS) AND 8.12 (ZONING DISTRICTS AND PERMITTED USES 
OF LAND) OF THE DUBLIN MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROHIBIT MEDICAL MARIJUANA 

DISPENSARIES AND CULTIVATION IN ALL ZONING DISTRICTS WITHIN THE  
CITY OF DUBLIN 

 
 WHEREAS, the Legislature recently passed, and the Governor signed, several bills 
regulating the commercial activity of medical marijuana, including Assembly Bill 243, which 
assigns certain state agencies with regulatory task regarding commercial medical marijuana, 
including product labeling and environmental regulation; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Section 6 of AB 243 adds Health and Safety Code section 11362.777, which 
puts the California Department of Food and Agriculture (“DFA”) in charge of licensing of both 
indoor and outdoor cultivation sites in the state; and 
 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code section 11362.777 provides that the DFA shall be 
the sole licensing authority for medical marijuana cultivation within a city if that city does not 
have land use regulations or ordinances regulating or prohibiting the cultivation of marijuana in 
effect on March 1, 2016; and 

 
WHEREAS, an amendment to Zoning Ordinance Chapter 8.08 and 8.12 enacting a 

prohibition of medical marijuana cultivation will ensure that the City of Dublin retains local control 
over medical marijuana cultivation within the City; and 

 
WHEREAS, if the City has a prohibition regarding medical marijuana cultivation in effect 

before March 1, 2016, the City retains the flexibility to maintain, narrow, or lift the prohibition on 
cultivation at some point in the future; and 

 
WHEREAS, an amendment to Chapter 5.58, along with the proposed amendments to 

Chapter 8.08 and 8.12, will ensure consistency between the Zoning Ordinance and the City’s 
existing prohibition on medical marijuana dispensaries, which will remain in effect; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), together with State 
guidelines and City environmental regulations require that certain projects be reviewed for 
environmental impacts and that environmental documents be prepared; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the proposed project is exempt from CEQA per CEQA Guidelines Section 
15061 (b)(3), which states that CEQA applies only to those projects that have the potential to 
cause a significant effect on the environment. The adoption of the proposed amendments to the 
Municipal Code does not, in itself, allow the construction of any building or structure, but 
prohibits medical marijuana cultivation within the City; and  
 

WHEREAS, a Staff Report was submitted to the City of Dublin Planning Commission 
recommending approval of the proposed amendments; and  
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WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on said application on 

December 8, 2015 and 
 
WHEREAS, proper notice of said hearing was given in all respects as required by law; 

and  
 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission did hear and consider all said reports, 

recommendations and testimony herein above set forth and used its independent judgment to 
evaluate the project.  

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE Dublin Planning Commission does 

hereby recommend that the City Council adopt the following amendments to the Zoning 
Ordinance: 
 
The following new definitions will be listed in Chapter 8.08 and there will be a cross reference to 
Chapter 5.58.  
 

Medical Marijuana Dispensary. See Section 5.58.010(C).  
 

Medical Marijuana Cultivation. See Section 5.58.010(D). 
 
Amend Section 8.12.050 (Permitted and Conditionally Permitted Land Uses) of the Dublin 
Municipal Code to add Medical Marijuana as an Agricultural Use Type to read as follows: 
 
 

AGRICULTURAL 
USE TYPE 

A R-1 R-2 R-M C-O C-N C-1 C-2 M-P M-1 M-2 

Medical Marijuana 
Cultivation 

- - - - - - - - - - - 

 
Amend Section 8.12.050 (Permitted and Conditionally Permitted Land Uses) of Title 8 of the 
Dublin Municipal Code to add Medical Marijuana Dispensary as a Commercial Use Type to read 
as follows: 
 
 

COMMERCIAL 
USE TYPE 

A R-1 R-2 R-M C-O C-N C-1 C-2 M-P M-1 M-2 

Medical Marijuana 
Dispensary  

- - - - - - - - - - - 
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 8th day of December 2015 by the following vote: 
 
 AYES: Do, Mittan, Goel  
 
 NOES: Kohli, Bhuthimethee  
 
 ABSENT:  
 
 ABSTAIN:  
 

 
   
       Planning Commission Chair 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 _________ 
Assistant Community Development Director  
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #310-30  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) and Annual Audit for Fiscal 
Year Ending June 30, 2015 and Supplemental Reports Completed by the 
Auditors 
Prepared by Colleen Tribby, Administrative Services Director  

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City of Dublin has compiled and published its Comprehensive Annual Financial Report 
(CAFR), for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015.  This report includes financial statements 
prepared by City staff along with the audit prepared by Maze and Associates Accountancy 
Corporation (Maze), the independent auditors selected by the City Council.  The CAFR is a 
report which encompasses information beyond minimum financial reporting requirements.  The 
Auditors have provided a “clean opinion” based on their review.  The report has also been 
reviewed by the City Council Ad-Hoc Audit Subcommittee.  The Auditors have also completed 
the following five supplemental reports: 1) a compliance audit of Alameda County Transportation 
Measure B Funds; 2) a compliance audit of the Alameda County Transportation Commission 
Fund (ACTC-VRF) Program; 3) a compliance audit of Alameda County Transportation Measure 
BB Funds; 4) a compliance audit of the State of California Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) Program; and 5) a review of the City’s Annual Appropriations Limit Calculation.   
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
Summarized financial information is discussed in this staff report, and Attachment 1 provides a 
guide to key information found in the CAFR. The full CAFR is included as Attachment 2. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council receive and file the reports. 
 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
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DESCRIPTION:  
 
The City of Dublin has compiled and published its CAFR for the Fiscal Year ending June 30, 
2015.  The CAFR (Attachment 2) includes audited financial statements reviewed by Maze and 
Associates Accountancy Corporation (Maze), the independent auditor selected by the City 
Council, and concludes the fourth year of audit services under a five-year agreement approved 
by the City Council on April 17, 2012.   
 
Ad-Hoc Audit Committee Review 
 
The auditors met with the City Council Ad-Hoc Audit Committee, comprising Vice Mayor Gupta 
and Councilmember Wehrenberg, on December 1, 2015 to review the results of the audit.  The 
interaction of the auditors directly with representatives of the elected body is a key component to 
audit standards, and provides committee members an opportunity to discuss the report and ask 
questions of the auditors.  The Committee concurred with Staff’s recommendation that the City 
Council receive the report.   
 
Overall, based on their testing and review, the auditors granted the City a “clean opinion” (see 
Attachment 2, pages 1 - 3), meaning that the City’s financial statements present fairly, in all 
material respects, the financial position of the City.  
 
Financial Overview 
 
Attachment 1 provides a guide to key elements contained in the CAFR.  Some of the important 
financial results include: 
 
New Reporting Element – In FY 2014-15, the City implemented the Governmental Accounting 
Standards Board Statement 68 (GASB 68), which sets new accounting and financial reporting 
requirements for government employer plans administered through irrevocable trust. The result 
of the implementation was the booking of a net pension liability of $7.8 million, shown on the 
City’s Statement of Net Position (Attachment 2, page 24).  
 
Increased Total Net Assets - Net assets increased by $22.5 million, as shown in Table 1 below.  
This change is on an entity-wide basis, and includes both capital assets as well as restricted 
funds. Included in the Management Discussion and Analysis section of the CAFR is a 
discussion of the changes in Net Assets (See Attachment 2 pages 5 - 21). It is important to note 
that the amount reported as Total Net Assets includes: 
 

1) $444.9 million (71.0% of total assets) in investments in capital assets (e.g. land, 
infrastructure, buildings, and equipment).  These are not assets that are available for 
future spending. 
 

2) $74.7 million (11.9% of the total assets) are assets subject to external restrictions on 
how they can be used, such as development impact fee funds.  
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TABLE 1: SUMMARY OF NET POSITION

June 30, 2015 and 2014

June 30, 2015 June 30, 2014 $ Change % Change

Item  

Current and other assets 203,229,738    166,738,992    36,490,746    21.9%

Notes receivable (See Note5) 9,632,631        10,320,132      (687,501)       -6.7%

OPEB asset (Note 12) (4,647)            35,889            (40,536)        -112.9%

Capital assets 450,582,357    451,658,172    (1,075,815)    -0.2%

Total assets 663,440,079 628,753,185 34,686,894 5.5%

Deferred Outflows of Resources 1,067,859     -                1,067,859   N/A

Current Liabilities 21,175,782      17,954,413      3,221,369     17.9%

Noncurrent Liabilities 13,939,534      6,542,008        7,397,526     113.1%

Total Liabilities 35,115,316   24,496,421   10,618,895 43.3%

Deferred Inflows of Resources 2,645,492     -                2,645,492   N/A

Net investment in capital assets 444,832,546    445,529,366    (696,820)       -0.2%

Restricted 74,738,219      60,808,540      13,929,679    22.9%

Unrestricted 107,176,363 97,918,858      9,257,505     9.5%

(See Note 8 to Financials for 

Classification)

Total net assets 626,747,129 604,256,764 22,490,365 3.7%

Governmental Activities

 
 
 
Memorandum on Internal Control (MOIC) (Attachment 3) 
 
The professional standards adhered to by the Auditors require them to record a formal process 
of communicating directly with the City Council. As part of the FY 2014-15 CAFR process, the 
auditors met with the City Council Ad-Hoc Audit Committee at the start of their field testing as 
well as at the conclusion of the audit to review the final report.  The MOIC to the City Council is 
included as Attachment 3. 
 
The MOIC contains a description of new GASB requirements implemented by the City during 
the audit year, upcoming GASB requirements that are not yet effective, and discusses the status 
of prior-year audit recommendations. For the FY 2014-15 CAFR, the report did not contain any 
recommendations on process improvements.  
 
Designations of Fund Balances 
 
The City’s Fund Balance and Reserves Policy conforms to required standards enacted by the 
Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB).  A listing of the FY 2014-15 year-end 
reserves established in accordance with this policy is shown on CAFR page 64 (Attachment 2).  
The following table summarizes the fund balances for all City funds: 
 
 
 



 

 Page 4 of 6 

                       TABLE 2: GOVERNMENTAL FUND BALANCE CHANGES TABLE 3: GOVERNMENTAL FUND BALANCE CHANGES

June 30, 2015 and 2014

June 30, 2015 June 30, 2014 $ Change % Change

General Fund 97,706,494   79,577,762   18,128,732  22.8%

Affordable Housing Fund 13,607,857   10,064,299   3,543,558   35.2%

Capital Improvement Funds 50,385,192   41,339,587   9,045,605   21.9%

Other Governmental Funds 10,745,411   9,404,895     1,340,516   14.3%

Total Governmental Funds 172,444,954 140,386,543 32,058,411 22.8%  
 
As shown above, General Fund Reserves totaled $97.7 million as of June 30, 2015: $21.3 
million of that is available for cash flow purposes, equating to 4.0 months of budgeted operating 
expenditures in FY 2015-16. This is in accordance with the City Policy, which sets the cash flow 
goal at between two and four months of the budget. 
 
Additional Reports Prepared by Auditors 
 
In addition to the audit of the financial statements, the auditor engagement also included the 
completion of specialized reports.  The five supplemental reports include:  

1) A compliance audit of Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) Measure 
B Funds;  

2) A compliance audit of the ACTC Vehicle Registration Fee Program;  
3) A compliance audit of the ACTC Measure BB Program; 
4) A compliance audit of the State of California Transportation Development Act (TDA) 

Program; 
5) A review of the City’s Annual Appropriations Limit Calculation.   

 
The City did not meet the threshold of $500,000 in expenditures of federal funds in FY 2014-15, 
and therefore was not required to complete a Federal Grant – Single Audit Report. The following 
is a brief summary of each supplemental report. 
 
ACTC Measure B Funds Report (Attachment 4): 
   
The Alameda County Transportation Commission provides local funding via two local programs: 
1) Local Street Improvements; and 2) Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements. During FY 2014-
15, the following projects were funded by Measure B: 
 

1) Bicycle Master Plan Program Implementation and update of 2007 Bikeway and 
Pedestrian Master Plan; 

2) Amador Valley Boulevard Improvements; 
3) Street Slurry Seal Programs; and 
4) Street Overlay Program. 

 
The compliance audit found that, based on the information reviewed and presented, the 
expenditures were materially in compliance with the program requirements. 
 
As of June 30, 2015, the Local Streets fund balance of $534,805 is assigned to a Capital 
Reserve for the continued street improvement projects, and the Bike / Pedestrian fund balance 
of $132,039 is restricted to the appropriate related bike and pedestrian program improvements.  
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ACTC Vehicle Registration Fee Report (Attachment 5): 
   
The City of Dublin uses a Special Revenue Fund to account for the funds collected through the 
ACTC’s Vehicle Registration Fee. The goal of the program is to sustain the County’s 
transportation network through a distribution of the funds throughout the County on successive 
five-year cycles.  
 
As of June 30, 2015, the ACTC VRF fund had a balance of $174,188 in restricted funds. The FY 
2014-15 Budget appropriated funds from this source to support a portion of the maintenance 
costs for citywide traffic signals upgrades.   
 
ACTC Measure BB Report (Attachment 6): 
   
Alameda County Measure BB was approved by the voters in November 2014, with 70% of the 
vote. The fee is expected to generate about $30 billion over the next 30 years funded by an 
additional one-half cent sales tax to be used for transportation related expenditures. The 
program includes four categories of projects: 
 
 1)  Transit; 
 2)  Affordable Transit for Seniors and People with Disabilities; 
 3)  Local Streets and Roads; and 
 4)  Bicycle and Pedestrian Path and Safety. 
 
As of June 30, 2015, the Measure BB Fund had a restricted fund balance of $72,149 for Local 
Streets and Roads, and $24,352 restricted for Bicycle and Pedestrian improvements. There 
were no expenditures of these funds in FY 2014-15. 
 
TDA Funds Report (Attachment 7): 
   
TDA grants are granted by the State and distributed through the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC) which is the agency responsible for allocation of duns to eligible claimants 
within the greater San Francisco Bay area. The TDA grants allocated to the City of Dublin are 
for pedestrian and bicycle pathway improvement projects. 
 
During FY 2014-15, $150,043 was spent on the Accessible Pedestrian Signal Retrofit Project, 
bringing the fund balance to zero. As of June 30, 2015, the remaining grant funding is $148,311, 
which has been awarded to the City and will be received as expenditures happen.  
 
Appropriation Limit Schedule Report (Attachment 8): 
 
State law requires the adoption of an Appropriations Limit (“Limit”) which must be included in the 
Budget document.  The City Council adopts the Limit by resolution and it is adjusted annually 
based on factors establish in State Law.  The Limit applies only to appropriations that are 
funded by “proceeds of taxes.”  The Limit for the City of Dublin is substantially more than the 
amount of revenue generated from taxes.  The Auditors reviewed the calculation used to 
develop the $270,028,591 Limit as presented in the FY 2015-16 Budget.  There were no 
exceptions noted in the findings.  
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
A copy of the report was sent to Katherine Yuen, Partner Maze and Associates.  
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ATTACHMENTS: 1. Summary – Key Information Comprehensive Annual Financial 

Report for the Year Ended June 30, 2015. 
 2. City of Dublin Comprehensive Annual Financial Report – Fiscal Year 

2014-15 
 3. Memorandum on Internal Control and Required Communications for 

the Year Ended June 30 2015 
 4. Alameda County Transportation Commission Measure B Funds 

(Street and Bicycle – Pedestrian) Report  
 5. Alameda County Transportation Vehicle Registration Funds (VRF) 

Report 
 6. ACTC Measure BB Program Report 
 7. State of California Transportation Development Act (TDA) Program 

Report 
 8. Appropriation Limit Schedule Report 



SUMMARY – KEY INFORMATION  
COMPREHENSIVE ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPORT 

FOR THE YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 2015 
City Council Meeting December 15, 2015 

 

Page 1 of 1  
Attachment 1 

 
1. Includes audited financial statements reviewed by Maze and Associates Accountancy 

Corporation (Maze). 
 
2. The auditors issued a “Clean Opinion”, which means that the City’s financial 

statements fairly represent the City’s financial position. 
 
3. The CAFR format will allow the City to apply for a Certificate of Achievement from the 

Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA).  The goal is to provide financial 
information of the highest quality, in a transparent manner.   
 

4. The only change in structure in FY 2014-15 is the implementation of GASB 68, which 
sets new accounting and financial reporting requirements for government employer 
plans administered through irrevocable trust. 

 
5. ORGANIZATION OF DRAFT REPORT:  

 
a. Transmittal letter (pages v - x): provides a general overview of economic and 

budgetary factors that impact the City. 
  

b. Opinion issued by the Independent Auditor (pages 1 - 3).   
 

c. Management Discussion and Analysis (MD&A) (pages 5 – 21): provides an 
overview of the financial activities, with a focus on significant trends, as well as 
major changes associated with the City's major funds (i.e. General Fund and 
Impact Fee funds). 

 
d. Financial Statements: a significant portion of the CAFR is comprised of financial 

statements and schedules for the various funds used to account for the City’s 
revenue and expenditures. Pages 24-25 present a Government-Wide 
Statement of Net Position which is similar to financial statements presented by 
private corporations.  The effect of GASB 68 can be seen on page 24.  

 
e. Statistical Section (pages 149-179): the unaudited statistical section of the 

CAFR includes graphs of relevant historical data.   
 

6. Fund Equity - A complete listing of both fund reserves and designations for all funds is 
shown on page 64 of the report.    
 

7. Audit Recommendations / Disclosures - As part of the Audit Review the independent 
auditors can present recommendations for consideration by the City.  The process 
allows the Auditors to disclose their observations on certain practices and policies.  As 
part of the recommendations the Auditors also note the upcoming government 
accounting standard changes.  This information is presented as a separate document 
titled “Memorandum on Internal Control and Required Communications for the Fiscal 
Year ended June 30, 2015”.   
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INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT  
 
 
To the Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council of the City of Dublin 
, California 
 
Report on Financial Statements 
 
We have audited the accompanying financial statements of the governmental activities, each major fund 
and the aggregate remaining fund information of the City of  (City), California, as of and for the year 
ended June 30, 2015, and the related notes to the financial statements which collectively comprise the 
City’s basic financial statements as listed in the Table of Contents. 
 
Management’s Responsibility for the Financial Statements 
 
Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements in 
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America; this includes 
the design, implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation and fair 
presentation of the financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or 
error. 
 
Auditor’s Responsibility 
 
Our responsibility is to express opinions on these financial statements based on our audit. We conducted 
our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and 
the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the 
Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to 
obtain reasonable assurance as to whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement.   
 
An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in 
the financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor’s judgment, including the 
assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to fraud or error. 
In making those risk assessments, the auditor considers internal control relevant to the City’s preparation 
and fair presentation of these financial statements in order to design audit procedures that are appropriate 
in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s 
internal control. Accordingly, we express no such opinion. An audit also includes evaluating the 
appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant accounting estimates 
made by management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the financial statements. 
 
We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for 
our audit opinions. 
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CITY OF DUBLIN 
NOTES TO BASIC FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2015 
 

 

NOTE 8 – NET POSITION AND FUND BALANCES (Continued) 
 
Restricted describes the portion of Net Position which is restricted as to use by the terms and conditions 
of agreements with outside parties, governmental regulations, laws, or other restrictions which the City 
cannot unilaterally alter.  These principally include developer fees received for use on capital projects and 
debt service requirements. 
 
Unrestricted describes the portion of Net Position which is not restricted to use. 

 
B. Fund Balances 

 
Governmental fund balances represent the net current assets of each fund.  Net current assets generally 
represent a fund’s cash and receivables, less its liabilities.   
 
The City’s fund balances are classified based on spending constraints imposed on the use of resources.  
For programs with multiple funding sources, the City prioritizes and expends funds in the following 
order: Restricted, Committed, Assigned, and Unassigned.  Each category in the following hierarchy is 
ranked according to the degree of spending constraint:  
 
Nonspendable represents balances set aside to indicate items do not represent available, spendable 
resources even though they are a component of assets.  Fund balances required to be maintained intact, 
such as Permanent Funds, and assets not expected to be converted to cash, such as prepaids, notes 
receivable, and long-term interfund loans are included.  However, if proceeds realized from the sale or 
collection of nonspendable assets are restricted, committed or assigned, then Nonspendable amounts are 
required to be presented as a component of the applicable category.  
 
Restricted fund balances have external restrictions imposed by creditors, grantors, contributors, laws, 
regulations, or enabling legislation which requires the resources to be used only for a specific purpose. 
Nonspendable amounts subject to restrictions are included along with spendable resources. 
 
Committed fund balances have constraints imposed by resolution of the City Council which may be 
altered only by formal action (resolution) of the City Council to establish, modify, or rescind a fund 
balance commitment.  The City Council commits fund balance through the adoption of a resolution prior 
to the end of the fiscal year. Once adopted, the limitation imposed by the resolution remains in place until 
similar action is taken to remove or revise the limitation.  Only the highest level action (a resolution) can 
be considered a commitment for fund balance classification purposes.   
 
Assigned fund balances are amounts constrained by the City’s intent to be used for a specific purpose, but 
are neither restricted nor committed. Intent is expressed by the City Council or its designee and may be 
changed at the discretion of the City Council or its designee. This category includes nonspendable when it 
is the City’s intent to use proceeds or collections for a specific purpose, and residual fund balances, if any, 
of Special Revenue, Capital Projects and Debt Service Funds which have not been restricted or 
committed. Through a council resolution, the City Council has designated the City Manager to determine 
the amount of assigned Fund balance. 
 
Unassigned fund balance represents residual amounts that have not been restricted, committed, or 
assigned. This includes the residual general fund balance and residual fund deficits, if any, of other 
governmental funds.  In accordance with policies adopted by the City Council, the “Unassigned” negative 
fund balance represents $242,263 associated equivalent to the unrealized loss on investments and 
$25,927,845 based on goals to accommodate general cash flow. 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #215-20  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Request from Cricket for Cubs to Construct Cricket Batting Cages at Emerald 
Glen Park 
Prepared by Paul McCreary, Parks and Community Services Director 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City Council will consider a written request from Cricket for Cubs to construct batting cages 
for cricket at Emerald Glen Park.   
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
Cricket for Cubs would construct the improvements at no cost to the City.  It is estimated the 
batting cages could cost $15,000 to $20,000.  The City would absorb nominal costs to 
coordinate and inspect the project, and provide MCE assistance as needed.   
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends the City Council approve the request from Cricket for Cubs to construct two 
batting cages at Emerald Glen Park and direct the City Manager to develop and execute an 
Improvement and Use Agreement with Cricket for Cubs. 
 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 

Last month, the City received an inquiry from Cricket for Cubs about the feasibility of 
constructing batting cages for cricket at Emerald Glen Park.  The organization is newly 
incorporated here in Dublin and its mission is to “promote the sport, in schools and local 
communities with no child left behind who wants to learn and play cricket, thereby facilitating 
community building, sportsmanship and team spirit.”  Staff has been meeting with Cricket for 
Cubs to determine the necessary size and site requirements, as well as evaluating various 
locations in the park system for the cages.   
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As a result of those discussions, Cricket for Cubs has made a formal written request to the City 
for authorization to construct two cages in one location at Emerald Glen Park (Attachment 1).  
As proposed, the project would include installation of a concrete pad that is 78-feet long by 28-
feet wide.  A chain link structure that is 41-feet long by 28-feet wide by 10-feet high with two 
cages would be installed on the concrete pad.  Artificial turf would be installed for the pitch in 
each of the cages on top of the concrete.  Attachment 2 is a conceptual photo and drawings of 
the proposed cages. Safety screens would be installed in the cages to protect the pitcher. The 
cages would have gates that could be locked when not in use.  The group would place a shed 
adjacent to the cage for equipment storage.  Attachment 3 is a sample of the proposed shed. 
 
Attachment 4 shows the proposed location for the cages, in a turf area just to the north of 
Soccer Field #1.  The proposed location has no conflicts with underground utilities.   However, 
two olive trees would need to be transplanted to another area in the park.  There would be minor 
modifications to the irrigation heads in that area.  While the group preferred to locate the cages 
closer to the actual cricket pitch by Soccer Fields #3 and #4, the size requirements, slopes 
around those fields and utilities running through the area made it unachievable.   
 
Cricket for Cubs proposes to construct the batting cages in early 2016 to have them available 
for use by March 2016.  The group would be responsible for preparing plans and specifications 
for permit review by the Building Division and Public Works Department to ensure the cages 
meet all regulations and are designed to be durable maximize the usable life.   
 
Upon completion, the improvements would be donated to the City and become a City asset.  In 
consideration of Cricket for Cubs funding the construction of the cages, the City would grant the 
group exclusive use of the cages.  The group would need to indemnify the City and provide 
liability insurance.  The group would not be allowed to sub-lease the cages to other 
organizations.  This is the same process the City used in 2003 when Dublin Little League built 
batting cages at the Dublin Sports Grounds. If the City Council approves the request, Staff 
would develop an Improvement and Use Agreement with Cricket for Cubs for execution by the 
City Manager.   
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 

A copy of this Staff Report was sent to Cricket for Cubs. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Letter from Cricket for Cubs Requesting Batting Cages 
 2. Conceptual Photo and Drawings of Proposed Cages 
 3. Conceptual Photo of Proposed Shed 
 4. Proposed Location of Batting Cages at Emerald Glen Park  





 Cricket For Cubs – Sample Cages  
 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 



Cricket For Cubs – Storage Shed Sample: 

 

Dimension – 8 feet  X 4 feet 
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 STAFF REPORT 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #600-70  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 
 

 
Informational Report on the City’s Development Impact, In-Lieu Fees, and Other 
Fee Programs, including Community Benefits  
Prepared by John Bakker, City Attorney and Linda Smith, Assistant City Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
   
The City Council will receive an informational report on the City’s fee programs, including the 
development impact fee and in-lieu programs, as well as community benefit programs. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
  
Staff recommends that the City Council receive the report. 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
At the November 3, 2015 meeting, the City Council requested an informational overview 
regarding the City’s development impact fees, in-lieu fees and community benefit programs.   
 
In response to the Council request, Staff has prepared the following information item in a 
question and answer format. As a matter of background, the City Council received an 
informational report specifically on the City’s Public Facility Fee Program in July 2015, which is 
one of the fees that will be discussed broadly again as part of this report. The report contains 
some helpful information and has been provided as part of this overview.  (Attachment 1) 
 
What are Development Impact Fees and In-Lieu Fees? 
A development impact fee is charged to new development in connection with approval of a 
development project for the purpose of defraying all or a portion of the costs of public facilities 
related to the development project. The legal requirements for enactment of a development 
impact fee program are set forth in Government Code Sections 66000-66025 (known as the 
“Mitigation Fee Act”), the bulk of which were as AB 1600 in 1987 and thus are commonly 
referred to as “AB 1600 requirements.” A development impact fee is not a tax or special 
assessment.  By definition, a development impact fee is voluntarily as a condition of 
development approvals.  The amount of the fee must be reasonably related to the cost of the 
public improvement provided by the local agency. (See Gov. Code, §§ 66001.)  Impact fees are 
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highly regulated, requiring the City to provide documentation and make findings to justify that 
the amount of the fee does not exceed the amount reasonably required to offset the impacts to 
the public.  (See for example Gov. Code, §§ 66001, subds. (a) & (g) [required findings and 
standards], 66005 [prohibiting the fee amount from exceeding the estimated reasonable cost of 
the service or facility], 66016 [requiring disclosure of documentation of costs].) 
 
Impact fees are distinct from other fees and payments made by developers, such as processing 
fees and fees paid pursuant to development agreements.  Those fees are not subject to the 
requirements of the Mitigation Fee Act.  Processing fees, however, may not exceed the 
estimated reasonable cost of providing the service for which the fee is charged.  (See Gov. 
Code, § 66014.)   
 
An in-lieu fee is a fee pay instead of satisfying some other obligation that the City might 
otherwise impose.  The following two examples are typical.  The City’s Inclusionary Zoning 
Regulations require residential developers to produce a certain amount of affordable units but 
allows developers to pay an in-lieu fee in satisfaction of the portion of the obligation.  Similarly, 
subdividers can under certain circumstances pay a fee in lieu of dedicating park land.  
  
What Types of Fees Does by the City Collect in Conjunction with Development? 
 
The City collects a variety of fees, including impact and in-lieu fees.  The following is a table of 
fees collected from the City’s established fee programs (impact and in-lieu).  In addition to the 
collection of these fees, the City does charge processing fees in relation to work done to support 
development activity in the community, as well as other fees for services.  These charges are 
set forth in the City’s Master Fee Study and the Master Fee Schedule, which was most recently 
approved by the City Council in 2012 (Attachment 2).  Following is a more detailed summary of 
the major fee categories and what they fund. 
 
For illustrative purposes, Staff has attached examples of City-collected fees for three different 
project types:  Mixed-Use Project Downtown; Retail Project in Eastern Dublin; Office Project in 
Eastern Dublin; and a Residential Project in Eastern Dublin. (Attachment 3) 
 
Impact Fees (Attachment 4) 
 
Traffic Impact Fees  
Types: 
1. Downtown Traffic Impact Fee 
2. Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fee - Category 1 
3. Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fee - Category 2 
 
Traffic Impact Fees (TIFs) in Dublin include the City’s entire cost for the street infrastructure 
necessary to serve new development through the community’s buildout.  Projects must pay the 
fee(s) based on their location and their proportionate share of their impact.   
 
Projects west of the Iron Horse Trail are included in the Downtown TIF and projects east of that 
site are included in the Eastern Dublin TIF, (EDTIF) which includes two categories for payment. 
Category 1 fees are for roadway improvements within the geographic boundaries of the EDTIF 
and Category 2 fees are for improvements to areas outside of the boundary of the EDTIF but 
are necessary because of development within the Eastern Dublin Specific Plan area.   The TIF 
rates vary significantly between the two TIF areas with the Downtown TIF being less expensive 
due to the existence of transportation infrastructure as opposed to the east, which required 
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substantial new infrastructure including freeway interchanges.  Notably, Dublin Crossing is not 
part of either TIF, but the project has agreed to pay fees equivalent to the Eastern Dublin TIF as 
a means of mitigating its impact on the transportation system.   
 
Public Facility Fees 
Types: 
1. Neighborhood Parks - Land 
2. Community Parks - Land 
3. Community Nature Parks – Land 
4. Neighborhood Parks - Improvements 
5. Community Parks - Improvements 
6. Community Nature Parks - Imp. 
7. Aquatic Center 
8. Community Buildings 
9. Library 
10. Civic Center 
 
New development creates the need for additional community facilities such as parks, libraries, 
community buildings and administrative space.  Facilities standards are used to ensure that the 
existing level of service is maintained and that development is charged based on the impact to 
public facilities. The Parks and Recreation Master Plan is the guiding document, adopted by the 
City Council, which establishes the standards for the parks and community facilities listed 
above.  Other studies have been prepared to determine the need for library and administrative 
facilities.  For example, in the case of parkland, the City Council has established a standard of 5 
acres for every 1,000 Dublin residents.   Using the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and other 
plans as the guide, Staff engages the work of a consultant to help determine the fair share costs 
associated with acquiring and/or building the types of facilities listed above.  Those fair share 
costs are the basis of the Public Facility Fee program. 
 
Both the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and the Public Facility Fee were updated in 2015 
and were adopted by the City Council earlier this year.  Staff plans to conduct a review of these 
documents again in the next few years, unless there is a compelling reason to revisit them 
sooner.  An example of that may be decisions relating to the relocation or renovation of Police 
Services from the Civic Center to the Public Safety Complex and the possible re-use of the 
Police Wing of the Civic Center for cultural arts, which would impact the expenditures assumed 
in the current fee program.   
 
Fire Facilities Fee 
This fee was created in 1997 and establishes a mechanism to cover the cost associated with 
the construction of fire stations needed to serve new populations.  Fire Stations 17 and 18 were 
needed prior to the populations they served, so funds were borrowed from the General Fund to 
cover these expenses and the City has been collecting the fee from development to reimburse 
the General Fund.   
 
Eastern Dublin Noise Mitigation Fee 
This fee funds noise mitigation measures to mitigate the impacts of Eastern Dublin development 
on existing development in Dublin.  Those impacts arise primarily from roadway noise created 
by vehicle trips associated with new development.   
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Non-residential Affordable Housing Fee (Linkage Fee) 
This fee, established in 2005, implements the goals and objectives of the Housing Element of 
the City’s General Plan by mitigating the impacts of nonresidential development on the 
affordability of housing within the City. 
 
In-lieu Fees (Attachment 4) 
 
Inclusionary Zoning/Affordable Housing (In-Lieu) Fee 
The City adopted an ordinance in 2003 which establishes that 12.5% of all new in projects over 
20 units (15% within the Eastern Dublin Transit Center area) be considered affordable at the 
very low, low and moderate income levels. The ordinance required that 7.5% of the units must 
be built, and that development could pay an in-lieu fee for 5% of the units.  The current in-lieu 
fee is $130,276 per unit.  The ordinance also provides that development has the option/right to 
provide a fee in-lieu of constructing a portion or all of the units within the project.   
 
The inclusionary zoning/affordable housing in-lieu fee is updated annually based on a market 
assessment formula.   
 
Other Fees 
 
Eastern Dublin Freeway Interchange Fee  
The fee is established for new development projects within the Eastern Dublin Area to 
reimburse City of Pleasanton for the costs of constructing improvements to the interchanges on 
Interstate 580 that benefit developments in both Pleasanton and new development projects in 
Eastern Dublin. 
 
Tri-Valley Transportation Development Fee 
This fee is collected by the City but imposed by the counties of Alameda and Contra Costa, 
cities in the Tri-Valley as part of the Tri-Valley Transportation Commission.  The fee supports 
regional transportation improvements that are necessitated by development in the five-city Tri-
Valley region.   
 
Are there other fees charged to development by the City? 
As earlier mentioned, the City Council has an established a Master Fee Schedule based on the 
Master Fee Study updated in 2012 which establishes all types of fees, including processing fees 
associated with development and all of the services that are provided by planning, building and 
engineering services.  The Fee Schedule, updated annually, primarily adjusted by the 
Consumer Price Index, establishes the overhead rate and the billing rates charged for those 
processing and implementing development projects.  It is commonly referred to as charges on a 
“time and materials” basis.   
 
In addition, the City has established fees for permitting of certain planning, building and 
engineering services such as use permits, building permits, plan check services, just to name a 
few.    
 
Are there other fees charged for development which are not collected by the City? 
Yes.  There are impact fees charged by Dublin Unified School District, Zone 7, and the Dublin 
San Ramon Services District.  These fees are also subject to various legal requirements and 
must be adopted by those respective boards.   The attached examples detail the fee estimate by 
some recent development projects for illustrative purposes. (Attachment 5)   
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What is a community benefit payment? 
Community benefit payment is a term used by the City to reference contributions made by 
developers other than impact fees or processing fees.  Most typically, they serve as 
consideration given the City in exchange for vested rights provided development agreements.  
They are also provided to the City in exchange for development rights under the Downtown 
Dublin Development Pool.  Until just a few years ago, the City required development 
agreements in the Eastern Dublin Specific Plan area and offered a five year vesting period, and 
it was unable to demand any significant consideration in exchange. This aspect of the Specific 
Plan was amended by the City Council (Attachment 6) so development agreements are no 
longer required in Eastern Dublin.  More recent development agreements have therefore 
included some consideration in exchange for the vested rights.  Unlike impact fees, the use to 
which the City may put such community benefit is not restricted, unless the agreement places 
restrictions on it.   
 
How is the amount of a community benefit determined? 
Community benefit payments with respect to development agreements are determined on a 
case by case basis.  In the past, Staff has negotiated community benefit payments and other 
consideration for vested rights with developers and presented the negotiated agreements to the 
City Council for approval.  Ultimately, the City Council decides whether the consideration for the 
vested rights is adequate.  The negotiated amounts are highly dependent on the rights being 
sought and other factors (size of project, term of vested rights, market factors). 
 
Within the Downtown Dublin Specific Plan, there are specific rules in which a community benefit 
(not necessarily in payment form) applies.  The DDSP established the creation of a Downtown 
Development Pool, which contains new residential units and non-residential square footage 
above a certain floor area ratio.  Developers interested in sites in the Downtown would need to 
pull units or square feet out of the Pool, and in exchange for the distribution from the 
Development Pool, provide a community benefit to the City.  These “benefits” can be wide 
ranging and can include payment to the City for the benefit of the Downtown, assisting the City 
Council in meeting one of its stated Strategic Goals within the Downtown, or constructing 
infrastructure improvements in the Downtown beyond what would typically be required by the 
developer.  The determination of whether to accept a payment, achieve a goal or construct 
improvements is typically negotiated between Staff and the developer and presented to the City 
Council for approval. The DDSP indicates that “So far as possible, the City shall uniformly apply 
the community benefits requirement such that the community benefits required are 
proportionate to the amount of density obtained and the time period that it is made available to 
the project.”  (p. 122.)  
 
Currently, there are three projects that are subject to the community benefit payment rules 
established under the DDSP.  The community benefit provided by the BayWest project (313 
units and 17,000 sf) at the corner of Dublin Blvd. and Golden Gate Dr. was the sale of a 1.3 acre 
parcel to an affordable developer (nominal fee - $100) for the purposes of constructing a 
Veteran’s Housing project in the Downtown, a stated strategic goal of the City Council.  In the 
case of Avesta, a 40-unit senior housing project and skilled care facility, Staff is recommending 
the collection of a payment to put towards future Downtown needs.  This community benefit 
agreement has yet to be finalized by the City Council.  Most recently, the City Council adopted a 
community benefit agreement with Trumark Homes that provides up to $1 million contribution 
that will take the form of either installation of storm drain facilities that benefit the Downtown or a 
payment to the Downtown Fund.   Trumark would get credit for the improvement completed and 
would be required to provide the difference in cash into a Downtown Fund. 
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Because community benefit payments are not ongoing revenue, Staff recommends that they not 
be used for operational purposes.  Past community benefit payment examples include $1.8 
million from Lennar Homes, developer of the Iron Gate project, which will be used for 
enhancements to the second phase of Fallon Sports Park.  The Jordan Ranch project included 
funding to assist the Tri-Valley YMCA established its regional presence in Dublin and services to 
residents in the community.  The recent amendments to the Jordan Ranch project included an 
additional community benefit, valued at $1.6 million, which will be used for the construction of 
the Jordan Ranch Neighborhood Park by the Developer. Staff has attached a list of the 
community benefit payments made since 2008. (Attachment 7) 
 
 
What discretion does the City Council (or Staff) have to increase or decrease any of these fees? 
Theoretically, the City Council could decrease fees below the amount impact caused by 
development or choose not to collect such fees at all.  This would have the impact of imposing 
additional direct or indirect costs on the General Fund and/or the community.  In other words, 
the level of service in community services would be degraded unless the City’s General Fund 
were used to pay for upgrades to facilities. 
 
In practice, though, the City’s various environmental impact reports prepared for development 
relied upon development impact fee programs to mitigate the impacts of projects.  If those 
programs were repealed or the recovery from them substantially reduced, it would result in 
impacts not being mitigated.     
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  
 
Not applicable. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. City Council Staff Report on Public Facility Fees, dated July 2015 

 2. Master Fee Schedule 
 3. City Fee Estimates – Mixed Use Project (Downtown); Retail Project 

(Eastern Dublin); Office Project (Eastern Dublin); and Residential 
Project (Eastern Dublin) 

 4. Impact Fees 2015-2016, Updated October 15, 2015 
 5. Dublin San Ramon Services District Fee Estimate 
 6. City Council Staff Report on Development Agreements in Eastern 

Dublin Specific Plan (2012) 
 7. Community Benefit Payments Received Since 2008 
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CITY COUNCIL File #600-70

DATE:    July 21, 2015

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers

FROM:   Christopher L. Foss, City Manager

SUBJECT:     Public Facility Fee Program Overview
Prepared by Roger Bradley, Assistant to the City Manager and Paul McCreary,

Parks and Community Services Director

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The City Council will receive an informational report on the City' s Public Facility Fee program.

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

None.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council receive the report and direct Staff to prepare a policy for
reimbursement for General Fund loans to the Public Facilities Fee Program.

Reviewed By

Assistant City Manager

DESCRIPTION:

The City Council has received requests from the public to provide an informational overview of
the City's Public Facilities Fee ( PFF) Program.   In response, the City Council asked Staff to
make a presentation at a future City Council Meeting regarding the PFF.  Staff has prepared an

informational report to help answer questions about the impact fee program, such as what the
program is designed to accomplish, how fees are collected, what expenses are eligible, as well

as provide a discussion of the current fund balance and project priorities.

In addition, Staff is seeking direction from the City Council on the development of a policy to
ensure the General Fund is reimbursed for any loans made to the program.  With the anticipated

projects approved in the Capital Improvement Program ( CIP), the City Council has authorized
borrowing from the General Fund in order to construct facilities included in the PFF Program.
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What is a Public Facility Fee Program?
The Public Facility Fee is one of the City's development impact fees.  Development impact fees

are fees charged to developers for the purpose of paying all or a portion of the cost of public
facilities needed to serve future residents of the development project. Development impact fees

are subject to strict requirements.  If a development impact fee does not relate to the impact

created by development or exceeds the reasonable cost of providing the public facility, then the

fee may be declared a special tax and would then be subject to a two- thirds voter approval. In

addition, the revenues generated from a development impact fee may only be used for the

purpose for which they were collected. In the case of the Public Facilities Fee, this means that

the revenues can only be used to fund the proposed public facilities that were used to justify the
fee.

In 1996, the City of Dublin adopted a Public Facilities Impact Fee program as one means of
paying for infrastructure needs due to new development. As part of the program adoption, the

City developed a comprehensive public facilities financing plan for public improvements that are
necessary through buildout. The objective is to ensure that adequate public facilities will be

available to meet the projected needs of the City as it grows and to further ensure that the
facilities planned are consistent with the adopted General Plan. It is important to note that the

Public Facility Fee is only used for the acquisition or construction of facilities, any maintenance

or operational costs associated with such facilities must be borne by other sources of funding,
such as the General Fund.  Therefore, prior to building new facilities funded by the PFF, the City
needs to have a sufficient amount of development to generate the property taxes needed to help

fund ongoing operations and maintenance.

What Development Impact Fees Does the City Collect from New Development?
The City can collect impact fees can to fund many types of public facilities.  The State law
defines public facilities ( Government Code section 66000( d)) fairly broadly. For example, public
facilities can include public improvements such as fire stations,  libraries, sewer plants, traffic

improvements, and city administrative buildings, but does not include schools.

The City of Dublin collects various impact fees including the Public Facility Fee, Fire Impact Fee,
Eastern Dublin Traffic Impact Fee,  Downtown Traffic Impact Fee,  Tri-Valley Transportation

Development Fee, Freeway Interchange Fee, Noise Mitigation Fee, Affordable Housing In- lieu
Fee ( residential  & nonresidential) and Dublin Ranch West & East Side Storm Drain Benefit

Districts. This report focuses solely on the City's PFF Program, which collects fees from new
development to build parks, recreational, and administrative facilities within the City of Dublin.

Currently, the PFF funds five facility types: Parks, Civic Center, Library, Community Buildings,
and Aquatics.  The parks category is further broken down into four components,  with two

additional components being proposed as part of the Public Facility Fee Program Update, which

the City Council will consider under another agenda item at a separate time.  The park fee
categories are as follows:   Neighborhood Parkland Acquisition Fee,   Neighborhood Park

Improvement Fee, Community Parkland Acquisition Fee, Community Park Improvement Fee,
Natural Community Parkland Acquisition Fee ( new), and Natural Community Park Improvement
Fee ( new).

Various studies and plans provide standards for the amount or size of the facilities the City

needs to have available to provide adequate services to the population within the community.

For example, the Parks and Recreation Master Plan established a standard that for every 1, 000
residents,  the City will provide five-acres of parkland to provide sufficient recreational and
cultural opportunities.  As a result, for every new residential unit built within the City the increase

in population from that new residential unit has an impact on the City' s ability to provide
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adequate facilities. To mitigate the cumulative impact, the City is justified in charging a public
facilities fee so that the new development, both residential and commercial, bears its fair share

of the increase in service demands on its facilities. Without this fee, existing Dublin residents

would be left to bear the cost of a development' s impact otherwise the community' s facilities

would be overburdened by the expanded population if existing facilities were not expanded.

What are Eligible Expenditures?

As indicated above, different fee categories have been established to mitigate the impact of new

development on the City's public facilities. The City can use the fees to design and construct the
facilities identified in the program. This includes construction costs, as well as soft-costs such as

staff time for project management;  contract services for design,  engineering,  testing,  etc.;

furnishings,  fixtures and equipment;  as well as miscellaneous costs such as printing,  legal

noticing, etc.

What Has the Program Funded?

Since the adoption of the Public Facilities Fee Program in 1996, the City has acquired 175-acres

of parkland, improved 118- acres of parks, built the Senior Center, Library, Shannon Community
Center, and began construction on the Emerald Glen Recreation and Aquatic Complex.

Fund Balance and Project Priorities

Funds received under the Public Facility Fee program must be segregated from the General
Fund and used solely for the purposes of acquiring and developing new parks and public

facilities. When a developer remits PFF fees to the City, the fees are deposited to the Public
Facilities Fee Fund,  for which the balance is reported in the City' s Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report.  While the fees collected are held in this one fund, within the City' s accounting
system,  Staff tracks the receipts and expenditures of fees by fee category  (Library,  Civic,

Neighborhood Park, Community Park, Community Buildings, etc.).  This ensures at build- out the

City can account for how the fees were spent on the intended facilities.

Since the City receives PFF revenues as development occurs, the PFF cash flow constrains the
timeline for constructing facilities funded by the PFF.  In some cases—as is detailed below—this

has led to the City making loans from the General Fund to the PFF in order to expedite projects
that would have otherwise been deferred until adequate PFF funds were collected.

Additionally since the PFF is one fund, or pot of money, the nature of the program is such that
funds being tracked in one fee category  ( i. e.  parkland acquisition)  are available to fund

improvements in another category  ( i. e.  community buildings)  which is necessary to allow

projects to be built throughout the life of the program, rather than at the latter part when the City
has approached build- out.   If the City waited until adequate funds were collected within each
project's category before pursuing projects in that category, it would significantly delay the City' s

ability to construct many of the amenities that the Program is designed to fund.  The City has
used this process since the program' s inception in order to timely deliver PFF projects.  The

larger facilities, such as the Library and the Senior Center, have been the most reliant on this
mechanism, because, otherwise, residents would have had to wait until build- out occurs before

the City would have collected the needed facility fees in that category.

For example, in 2000, the City needed a new Library because the existing Library was too small
to serve the needs of the community.  The City had only begun collecting the PFF in 1998, and,

therefore, there was insufficient funding in the library category of the PFF to fund the entire
project.   However, the sum of all the PFF fees from the various categories in the fund was

sufficient to move forward with design and construction ( including a $ 2. 0 million gift from the Lin
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Family).  The library project expenditures were tracked in the accounting system and charged
against the library fee ( not to the other categories).  As a result, the costs of the Library have

been accurately accounted for in the PFF fund and the library category has been at a deficit
balance ever since. As of June 30, 2014, the category had a negative balance of $ 1. 8 million.

At the build- out of Dublin, there will be no deficit in that category due to the payment of future
PFF fees.

The City Council made a similar policy decision when it authorized the Emerald Glen Recreation
and Aquatics Complex ( EGRAC) and development of the remainder of Emerald Glen Park.  At

the time,  the Public Facilities Fund balance was  $ 29. 3 million.  This amount included

approximately  $ 16. 1 million within the project' s categories:  community park improvements,

community buildings, and aquatics. This amount was $ 13. 2 million less than the EGRAC project

budget.   Therefore, the City needed to use the additional PFF funds from other categories to
pursue the project, with a significant portion coming from the neighborhood parks category. This

decision was justified by the fact that, at the time, the City was exceeding its park acreage
standard in this category and the community need for the aquatics facility ( the existing Swim

Center is over 40 years old and the water space it provides is insufficient for a community of
Dublin' s size).

Why is the General Fund Making a Loan to the PFF?

Project priorities are set by the City Council and are adopted as part of the City' s Capital
Improvement Program ( CIP) on an annual basis at a noticed Public Hearing. The CIP includes

projects that Staff recommends for funding and shows the timeline for when certain portions of a
project will proceed. Staff recommends certain PFF projects based on the standards outlined

within the Parks and Recreation Master Plan ( MP) and available PFF funding. Importantly, it is a

funding program that is designed to be self-sustaining and separate from the City' s other
sources of revenue.

As reported to the City Council on February 3, 2015, Staff anticipates the total cost of all the
projects identified in the current five-year CIP will exceed the PFF fund balance and fees

collected.  A loan upward of $6. 0 million from the General Fund to the PFF will be necessary in
order to keep the projects funded in the CIP moving forward.  At the June 16, 2015 City Council

meeting, the City Council approved the $ 6. 0 million General Fund Reserve to cover that loan, if

and when it is necessary.

While the PFF program has been established to cover the costs of the impacts related to new

development at build- out,  cities can loan General Fund monies to advance the timeline to

develop facilities.   While it would not be prudent to loan large sums of money to the PFF,

moderate loans that can be re- paid by development on the near horizon are justifiable because

existing residents receive an incidental benefit from the new public improvements.

As the City has committed to provide loans to the program from the General Fund to accelerate
the development of certain projects,  Staff believes it is prudent for the City to develop a
reimbursement policy to ensure that the revenue that has been loaned to the program is

returned to the General Fund in a responsible manner. Therefore, Staff is seeking direction from
the City Council on the development of this policy and will bring back a recommended policy to

the City Council at a future meeting for consideration and possible adoption.

How is a Loan Different than a " Gift"?

It should be noted that, in addition to the anticipated loan, the City Council has committed to

allocating  $ 4. 8 million as a  " gift"  from the General Fund to two PFF projects to pay for
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enhancements to the EGRAC  ($ 3. 0 million towards the natatorium) and Fallon Sports Park

1. 8 million toward synthetic turf and field lighting for the soccer fields) that were not anticipated

in the PFF program. These contributions were characterized as " gifts" or "grants" because they
paid for enhancements to projects in the PFF and, therefore, would not be eligible for repayment

from the PFF in the future.

NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/ PUBLIC OUTREACH:

None.

ATTACHMENTS:  None.
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CITY OF DUBLIN MASTER FEE SCHEDULE, 2015-16 EXHIBIT A
Adjusted by CPI change, Dec 2013 - Dec 2014 (+2.1%)

# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

Section 1.0: General & Administrative 

120 Photocopies – (first page or 1-page document) Reproduction of documents / cost for first page $1.00* $1.00*
121 Photocopies – (each additional page ) Reproduction of documents / cost per page after first page $0.10* $0.10*

122 Mailing of photocopies Documents where a physical copy is requested to be mailed / per mailing Actual Postage Actual Postage

123 Retrieval of public documents
(Info Only  - Established  by State Law) Costs incurred for locating or 
collecting records / staff time

No Charge – Is included 
in per page cost

No Charge – Is included 
in per page cost

124 Copies of Political Reform Act 1974 Documents (Ca Govt Code 81008) (Info Only -  Established  by State Law), any related documents / per page $0.10* $0.10*

125 Political Reform Act Retrieval (Ca Govt Code 81008)
(Info Only - Established by State Law) - retrieval of documents over 5 years 
old / per request includes multiple documents requested at the same time

$5.00** $5.00**

126 Bound documents, reports including Budget; CAFR; etc.
General documents which shall not exceed the combined cost if the per 
page rate in #120 is used / per document

Not to exceed actual cost 
– As determined by City 

Manager or designee 

Not to exceed actual 
cost – As determined by 

City Manager or 
designee 

Special Copies:
·         Plans and Specifications For Construction
·         Maps
·         Aerial Photographs

128 General Overhead
Unless defined elsewhere General City Overhead to be used for developing 
equivalent fees and charges / applied to actual costs

44.0%* 44.0%*

129 Equivalent Fees and Charges 
Fees for services or costs not explicitly listed in any section in the Master Fee 
Schedule / Case by case basis, may include: staff costs; contractor / 
consultant costs; reimbursable expenses; general overhead.

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

Section 1.1: Finance / Business License 

160 First Returned Check Fee (Ca. Civil Code 1719 (a)(1)
(Info Only - Established  by State Law)  Payments received via check when 
the payment is declined is declined by the bank / per check

$25.00 
Set by State Law**

$25.00 
Set by State Law**

161 Subsequent Returned Check Fee (Ca. Civil Code 1719 (a)(1)
(Info Only - Established  by State Law) Payments received via check when 
the payment is declined is declined by the bank / per check after first

$35.00 
Set By State Law**

$35.00 
Set By State Law**

Not to exceed actual 
cost – As determined by 

City Manager or 
designee

127
Construction project plans and specifications; maps;  may include oversized 
pages / per document

Not to exceed actual cost 
– As determined by City 

Manager or designee

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

162
Annual Business Registration (License) Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 
4.04.250(A)

(Info Only - Established by City Ord/Code) Annual Business License / per 
business

$50.00** $50.00** 

163
Prorated Annual Business Registration (License) Dublin Municipal Code 
Chapter 4.04.260

(Info Only- Established by City Ord/Code) Code provides for less than a full 
calendar year, registration fee shall be prorated on a monthly basis / varies 
based on months remaining

Per Code** Per Code**

164
Itinerant Business Registration (License) Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 
4.04.250(B)

(Info Only  - Established by City Ord/Code) Daily to a maximum of 5 days  / 
per day

$10.00/ day – Max. 
$50.00 per year**

$10.00/ day – Max. 
$50.00 per year**

165
Temporary Business Registration (License) Dublin Municipal Code 
Chapter 4.04.250(C)

(Info Only - Established by City Ord/Code) Temporary places of sale / daily $10.00/ day** $10.00/ day**

166
Master Business Registration (License) Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 
4.04.250(D)

(Info Only -  Established by City Ord/Code) Master license for organizer / per 
permitted event

$50.00** $50.00**

167 Business License Transfer Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.04.280
(Info Only  - Established by City Ord/Code) Transfer is substantially similar to 
the ownership existing before the transfer / per transfer

$5.00** $5.00**

168 Duplicate Business License Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.04.290
(Info Only - Established by City Ord/Code) Replace any license previously 
issued license 

$5.00** $5.00**

169 Contract Retention Escrow Fee
Contractors may elect to have retention amounts paid to a third party 
escrow / per payment

$23.00 $24.00 

Section 1.2: Administrative Fees - Impact Fee Credit Agreement Administration 

401 Original agreement to establish a Park Land Credit
Developers who dedicate excess park land and receive a Credit against 
future fees / per agreement  

$572.00 $584.00 

402 Transfer agreement For Park Land Credits
Transfers the rights to all or a portion of the credits to a different party / per 
agreement

$233.00 $238.00 

403 Original agreement to establish a Traffic Impact Fee Credit
Developers who dedicate excess street right of way and/or construct 
improvements and receive a Credit against future fees / per agreement  

$747.00 $763.00 

404 Transfer agreement For Traffic Impact Fee Credits
Transfers the rights to all or a portion of the credits to a different party / per 
agreement

$425.00 $434.00 

405 Original Agreement to establish a Fire Impact Fee Credit
Developers who dedicate Fire Facilities and receive a Credit against future 
fees / per agreement

- $763.00 

406 Transfer agreement for Fire Impact Fee Credits
Transfers the rights to all or a portion of the credits to a different party / per 
agreement

- $434.00 

407 Original Agreement to establish Affordable Unit Credit
Developer who built Affordable Housing Units in excess of the required units 
per Inclusionary Housing Policy

- $572.51 

408 Impact Fee Annual Statement Fee Developers who receive/request annual statements for credit balance - $50.00 

Section 2.0: Police Services- General (Fingerprints / Records / Vehicles/ Development)

201 Livescan (Fingerprints) Fingerprinting / per application $45.00 $46.00 
202 Fingerprint Card Card / non-electronic prints $45.00 $46.00 

203 Police Report / Inspection Verification Authorized release of a copy of a Police Report / per report $5.00 Flat* $5.00 Flat*

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

204
Records Subpoena (Subpoena Duces Tecum) Ca. Govt Code 6254(f) (1) 
and (2)

(Info Only - Established by State Law) Response to subpoena / per supoena $15.00** $15.00**

205 Records subpoena: photos saved to CD Duplication of photo records / per CD $63.00 $64.00 

206 Visa Letter Preparation of a Visa letter requested for foreign travel / per letter $52.00 $53.00 

207 Child Safety Seat Inspection (Non-Resident)
Inspection of the installation of child safety Seat for non-residents / per 
inspection (Police Chief may waive if part of regional event)

$25.00 $26.00 

208 Fix-It Ticket Sign-Off Sign-off on ticket not issued by Dublin Police Services / per citation $10.00* $10.00*
209 Repossessed Vehicle Release Process and provide release document / per release $20.00 $20.00 

210 Towed / Stored Vehicle Release Provide release documentation for towed and/or stored vehicle / per vehicle $141.00 $144.00 

Section 2.1: Police Services- Permits

220 Alcohol Beverage Control (ABC) – One Day Permit
Issuance of documents required for an application to ABC / per application 
(Police Chief may waive for Dublin-based non-profit)

$153.00 $157.00 

221 Bingo Permit (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 5.44) Annual license issuance per the Municipal Code  / per application $163.00 $166.00 
222 Dance Permit (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 5.52) Processing of a dance permit per the municipal code / per permit $152.00 $156.00 

223 Fortune Teller Permit (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.08) Processing of a fortune teller permit per the municipal code / per permit $295.00 $301.00 

224 Gun Dealer Permit Processing of a Gun Dealer permit / per permit $270.00 $276.00 

225 Massage Establishment – Initial (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.20)
Processing of a massage establishment permit per the municipal code / per 
location

$348.00 $356.00 

226 Massage Establishment – Yearly (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.20) Annual permit after initial massage establishment permit / per permit $174.00 $178.00 

227 Massage Technician – Yearly (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.20)
Processing of a massage establishment permit per the municipal code / per 
year

$348.00 $356.00 

228 Parade Permit (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 5.12)
Processing of a parade permit per the municipal code / per event (permit 
only - service charges per 5.12.100 additional)

$153.00 $157.00 

229 Peddler Permit (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.16) Processing of a peddler permit per the municipal code / per application $242.00 $247.00 

230 Secondhand Dealer Permit (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.12)
Processing of a secondhand dealer permit per the municipal code / per 
permit

$273.00 $279.00 

231
Taxi Company (Owner) Permit - Initial (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 
6.76)

Processing of a taxi company (owner) permit per the municipal code / per 
initial permit

$273.00 $279.00 

232
Taxi Company (Owner) Permit – Renewal (Dublin Municipal Code 
Chapter 6.76)

Annual permit after initial Taxi Company (owner) permit / per permit $153.00 $157.00 

233
Taxi Driver (Operator) Annual Permit – (Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 
6.76)

Annual permit Taxi Driver (operator) permit / per permit $199.00 $203.00 

Section 2.2: Police Services- Hourly Rates

PS1 Sheriffs Technician Hourly rate for special services not otherwise defined / per hour $65.00 $65.00 
PS2 Sheriff’s Deputy Hourly rate for special services not otherwise defined / per hour $132.00 $140.00 

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

PS3 Sheriffs Sergeant Hourly rate for special services not otherwise defined / per hour $155.00 $165.00 

Section 4.1 : Fire Prevention Services  Plan Review & Inspection

PLAN REVIEW & INSPECTION
240 New Construction up to 5000 sq. ft. Per application $287.00 $293.00 
241 New Construction 5000 sq. ft. to 45,000 sq. ft. Per application $431.00 $441.00 
242 New Construction >45,000 sq. ft. Per application $1,041.00 $1,063.00 
243 Tenant Improvement up to 5000 sq. ft. Per application $287.00 $293.00 
244 Tenant Improvement 5000 sq. ft. to 45,000 sq. ft. Per application $344.00 $351.00 
245 Tenant Improvement  >45,000 sq. ft. Per application $925.00 $944.00 
246 Custom Single Family Residence Per application $344.00 $351.00 

FIRE ALARM SYSTEMS – (New or Tenant Improvements)
250 Fire Alarm System < 50 devices Per application $635.00 $648.00 
251 Fire Alarm System > 50 devices Per application $1,215.00 $1,241.00 
252 High-rise System Per building $1,506.00 $1,537.00 

FIXED FIRE PROTECTION SYSTEMS
260 Medical Gas System Per system $314.00 $321.00 
261 Hood Duct System Per system $344.00 $351.00 
262 Halon or Clean Agent Per system $402.00 $410.00 
263 Spray Booth per booth Per system $518.00 $529.00 

AUTOMATIC FIRE SPRINKLER SYSTEMS, COMMERCIAL– (New or Tenant Improvements)
270 System < 20 heads Base fee per system $287.00 $293.00 
271 System > 20 heads Base fee per system $635.00 $648.00 
272 Plus amount per head in excess of 100 heads Per head $6.00 $6.00 
273 Underground Water Supply Per system / tap $431.00 $441.00 

AUTOMATIC FIRE SPRINKLER SYSTEMS, RESIDENTIAL– (New and Alterations)
275 NFPA 13 D master plan check and inspection Per system $402.00 $410.00 
276 Additional permits for already approved master plan Per application $344.00 $351.00 
277 NFPA 13R system (per unit, per building) Per unit $287.00 $293.00 
278 NFPA 13 System Per unit $490.00 $500.00 
279 Underground Water Supply Per system / tap $431.00 $441.00 

Section 4.2 :  Fire Prevention Services Regulated Activities

300 Aerosol Per site $262.00 $268.00 
301 Aviation Facilities Per site $149.00 $152.00 
302 Amusement Buildings Per site $206.00 $210.00 
303 Open Flames and Candles Per application $79.00 $80.00 
304 Carnivals and Fairs Per event $675.00 $689.00 
305 Cellulose Nitrate Film Per site $186.00 $190.00 

The fees for all plan review and inspection, fire alarm systems, fixed fire systems, and automatic fire sprinkler systems include one inspection and one re-inspection  for each inspection type (e.g. weld, hydro, 
rough, pre-pour, functional, final, etc.).  If a permit applicant elects to split  inspections into small pieces such as by floor or by system; additional inspection fees will be due based upon the hourly rate.

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

306 Combustible Fiber Storage Per site $262.00 $268.00 
307 Compressed Gases Per site $224.00 $229.00 
308 Cryogenics Per site $224.00 $229.00 
309 Dry Cleaning Plants Per site $262.00 $268.00 
310 Combustible Dust Producing Operations Per site $262.00 $268.00 
311 Exhibits and Trade Shows Per event $206.00 $210.00 
312 Explosives Per application $264.00 $270.00 
313 Fire Hydrants and Valves Per application $110.00 $113.00 
314 Flammable or Combustible Liquids Per site $262.00 $268.00 
315 Floor Finishing Per site $116.00 $119.00 
316 Fruit and Crop Ripening Per bus $91.00 $93.00 
317 Fumigation & Thermal Insecticidal Fogging Per site $77.00 $79.00 
318 Repair Garages and Motor Fuel-Dispensing Facilities Per site $91.00 $93.00 
319 Hazardous Materials Per site $116.00 $119.00 
320 HPM Facilities (Hazardous Production Materials)  Per facility $91.00 $93.00 
321 High Piled Storage Per site $149.00 $152.00 
322 Hot Work Operations Per application $149.00 $152.00 
323 LP-GAS Per application $131.00 $134.00 
324 Liquid or Gas Fueled Equipment in assembly buildings Per application $131.00 $134.00 
325 Lumberyards and Woodworking Plants Per site $91.00 $93.00 
326 Wood products Per site $91.00 $93.00 
327 Magnesium Per facility $186.00 $190.00 
328 Miscellaneous Combustible Storage Per facility $149.00 $152.00 
329 Open Burning Per application $60.00 $61.00 
330 Open Flames and Torches Per application $79.00 $80.00 
331 Organic Coatings Per site $149.00 $152.00 
332 Industrial Ovens Per site $149.00 $152.00 
333 Places of Assembly Per site $149.00 $152.00 
334 Pyrotechnical Special Effects Material (non display) Per application $149.00 $152.00 
335 Pyroxylin Plastics Per site $206.00 $210.00 
336 Refrigeration Equipment Per site $264.00 $270.00 
337 Spraying and Dipping Operations Per site $206.00 $210.00 
338 Rooftop Heliports Per site $149.00 $152.00 
339 Temporary Membrane Structures and Tents >400 sq. ft. Per structure/tent $199.00 $203.00 
340 Waste Handling Per site $149.00 $152.00 
341 Cutting and Welding Per site $149.00 $152.00 
342 Storage of Scrap Tires and Tire Byproducts Per site $149.00 $152.00 

343 Equivalent Fees and Charges 
Fees for services or costs not explicitly listed in any section in the Master Fee 
Schedule / Case by case basis, may include: staff costs; contractor / 
consultant costs; reimbursable expenses; general overhead.

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

ANNUAL NOTICE OF INSPECTION (Self Inspection)

344
Annual notice of inspection (Waived if business is subject to Annual 
Regulated Activity Permit)

Collected as supplement to the Annual Business Registration imposed under 
Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 4.04.250 / per year 

$20.00* $20.00*

4.3 Fire Works Displays & Sales

FIRE WORKS DISPLAYS
350 Display Aerial Base Fee Per event $151.00 $155.00 
351 Additional amount per shell group 60 shells If applicable added to base fee $430.00 $439.00 
352 Additional amount per shell group 61-120 shells If applicable added to base fee $384.00 $392.00 
353 Additional amount per shell group 121-181 shells If applicable added to base fee $384.00 $392.00 
354 Additional amount per shell group 181-240 shells If applicable added to base fee $500.00 $511.00 
355 Additional amount per shell group > 241 shells If applicable added to base fee $463.00 $473.00 

FIRE WORKS SALES

356 Fireworks Stand Application Dublin Municipal Code Chapter 5.24.070(B)
(Info Only  - Established by City Ord/Code) Processing and administration of 
fireworks stands

$150.00** $150.00**

357 Fireworks Stand Inspection Cost to inspect sales locations $143.00 $146.00 

Section 4.4: Fire Prevention Services- Hourly Rates

FR1 Deputy Fire Marshall Hourly rate for special services not otherwise defined / per hour $161.00 $162.00 
FR2 Fire Code Compliance Officer Hourly rate for special services not otherwise defined / per hour $89.00 $90.00 

Section 5.1: Housing Services Program Fees

501 Below Market Ownership Units -  
Administration of the “For Sale” Inclusionary units  / per unit per change in 
ownership – Including Initial

$1,500.00* $1,500.00*

502 Below Market Rate Secondary Rentals Unit
Administration of the “Second Units” designated to meet Affordable 
Program requirements  / per unit per change in ownership – including Initial

$872.00* $872.00*

503 Below Market Rental Developments
Rental developments with Inclusionary units / per development  with 
restricted rent

$826.00* $826.00*

504 Refinance Charges
Administrative cost for document preparation and research when an 
inclusionary unit requires City approval / per request

$200.00* $200.00*

505 First time home loan program - administrative fee
Administrative charge for review and approval of first time home buyer loan 
/ per loan approved

$1,500.00* $1,500.00*

Section 6.1 :  Planning Division

USE PERMITS (TUP/CUP)
550 Minor Use Permit Per application $600.00* $600.00*

For all activities noted as Time and Materials (T&M), the cost shall be determined using composite City Staff rates and designated overhead factors.  Overhead shall also be applicable to any work contracted 
by the City.  An initial deposit shall be made by the applicant as determined by City Staff based on the scope and complexity of the project.  Additional deposits shall be collected as necessary during 
processing.  Any applicant funds remaining after completion of the project shall be refunded to the applicant.

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

551 Minor Use Permit – Minor Amendment Per application $129.00* $129.00*
552 Minor Use Permit – Major Amendment Per application $600.00* $600.00*

553
Non-Residential Conditional Use Permit (CUP) / (Approval considered by 
Planning Commission)

Per application $1,100.00* $1,100.00*

554
Non-Residential Conditional Use Permit (CUP) / (Can be approved by 
Zoning Administrator)

Per application $1,100.00* $1,100.00*

555
Residential Conditional Use Permit (CUP) / (Approval considered  by 
Planning Commission)

Per application $1,939.00* $1,939.00*

556
Residential Conditional Use Permit (CUP) / (Can be approved by Zoning 
Administrator)

Per application $1,939.00* $1,939.00*

557 Conditional Use Permit (CUP) – Daycare Center (15+ children) Per application $1,100.00* $1,100.00*
558 Conditional Use Permit (CUP) – Large Family Daycare Home Per application $650.00* $650.00*

559
Conditional Use Permit – Minor Amendment (Administrative 
Determination)

Per request $225.00* $225.00*

560 Conditional Use Permit – Time Extension (Administrative Determination) Per request $225.00* $225.00*

561
Conditional Use Permit – Time Extension (Planning Commission 
Determination)

Per request $1,125.00* $1,125.00*

562 Temporary Use Permit - Minor Per application $200.00* $200.00*
563 Temporary Use Permit – Major Per application T&M T&M

ZONING CLEARANCE
570 Accommodations for persons with disabilities Review Per application No Fee No Fee
571 Banner / Balloon Per sign / balloon $55.00* $55.00*
572 Indoor recreational Facilities Per application $250.00* $250.00*
573 Large Family Day Care Home Per application $100.00* $100.00*
574 Zoning Clearance-General Per application $50.00* $50.00*

VARIANCE
580 Non-Residential Variance Per application T&M T&M
581 Residential Variance Per application T&M T&M

SITE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW (SDR)
590 Site Development Review - General Per application T&M T&M
591 Site Development Review – Residential Additions > 500 sq. ft. Per application T&M T&M

592
Site Development Review – Single Sign (Master Sign Program is handled 
as a Site Development Review-General)

Per Sign $325.00* $325.00*

593 Site Development Review Waiver Per request $250.00* $250.00*

594
Site Development Review – Time Extension (Administrative 
Determination)

Per request $225.00* $225.00*

595
Site Development Review – Time Extension (Planning Commission 
Determination)

Per request $1,125.00* $1,125.00*

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (PD) PROCESSING
600 Planned Development Application (Stage 1 / Stage 2) Per application T&M T&M

601
Planned Development Minor Amendment –(Administrative 
Determination)

Per application $512.00* $512.00*

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

602
Planned Development Minor Amendment – (Planning Commission 
Determination)

Per application T&M T&M

603 Planned Development Major Amendment – (City Council Determination) Per application T&M T&M

Section 6.2: Other Planning Fees

OTHER CHARGES
610 Appeal of Action by Applicant Per appeal T&M T&M
611 Appeal of Action by member of public (non-applicant) Per appeal $200.00* $200.00*

612 Estoppel Certificate – Development Agreement
Per certificate prepared when requested by entity not a party to the 
Development Agreement

$250.00* $250.00*

613 Heritage Tree Removal Permit Per tree $25.00* $25.00*
614 Preparation of Mailing Address Labels (Noticing Requirements) Per set of labels $65.00* $65.00*

615 Equivalent Fees and Charges 
Fees for services or costs not explicitly listed in any section in the Master Fee 
Schedule / case by case basis, may include: staff costs; contractor / 
consultant costs; reimbursable expenses; general overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

Section 6.3: Planning Composite Hourly Rates & Overhead

PL1 Composite City Planning Staff Hourly Rate (Includes Overhead) Per Hour for T&M activities $222.00 $226.00 

PL2
Off-Site Overhead Rate – Applied to actual costs incurred for consultant 
services and expenses billed under T&M

Percentage applied to City costs 44.0%* 44.0%*

PL3
On-Site Overhead Rate – Applied to actual costs incurred for consultant 
services and expenses billed under T&M 

Percentage applied to City costs 54.0%* 54.0%*

Section 7.1 :  Building and Safety Division – Building Permits (Total Valuation)

Building Permits Based on Valuation Formula /$ Valuation
700 $0-$500 Per calculated valuation $50.00* $50.00*
701 $501-$1,000 Per calculated valuation $100.00* $100.00*
702 $1,001-$2,000 Per calculated valuation $147.00 $150.00 
703 $2,001-$3,000 Per calculated valuation $198.00 $202.00 
704 $3,001-$4,000 Per calculated valuation $228.00 $232.00 
705 $4,001-$5,000 Per calculated valuation $283.00 $289.00 
706 $5,001-$10,000 (first $5000) Per calculated valuation $283.00 $289.00 

707 $5,001-$10,000 (each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$43.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
$44.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof

Building Permits which are not established as fixed fee shall be determined using the total valuation.  In this case the fee due is based on: Occupancy and Construction Type; estimated cost of services and the 
Building, Residential, Mechanical, Plumbing, Electrical, Cal Green and Energy codes as adopted by the City Council including any amendments.
Calculation of the Building Permit fee to be collected shall be in accordance with the Table below.  The determination of the valuation and annual adjustments to the valuation shall be made by the Building 
Official as authorized in Dublin Municipal Code section 7.28.430(E).

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

708 $10,001-$50,000 (first $10,000) Per calculated valuation $505.00 $516.00 

709 $10,001-$50,000(each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$25.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
$26.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
710 $50,001-$100,000 (first $50,000) Per calculated valuation $1,552.00 $1,584.00 

711 $50,001-$100,001 (each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$22.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
$23.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
712 $100,001-$500,000 (first $100,000) Per calculated valuation $2,705.00 $2,762.00 

713 $100,001-$500,000 (each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$18.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
$18.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
714 $500,001 and up (first $500,000) Per calculated valuation $10,255.00 $10,470.00 

715 $500,001 and up (each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$11.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof
$11.00 for ea. $1,000 

or fraction thereof

716 Demolition permits and removal of underground tanks Calculate using valuation factors above
50%

of the fee calculation 
based on valutaion

50%
of the fee calculation 
based on valutaion

Section 7.2 :  Building and Safety Division – Master Plan Check / Green Building

Building Permits Based on Valuation Formula /$ Valuation
Single Family detached tract housing (when using a Master Plan Check)

720 $100,001-$500,000 (first $100,000) Per calculated valuation $1,700.00 $1,735.00 

721 $100,001-$500,001 (each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$8.00 for ea. $1,000 
or fraction thereof

$8.00 for ea. $1,000 
or fraction thereof

722 $500,001 and up (first $500,000) Per calculated valuation $5,557.00 $5,674.00 

723 $500,001 and up (each additional $1000) Per calculated valuation
$3.00 for ea. $1,000 
or fraction thereof

$3.00 for ea. $1,000 
or fraction thereof

CalGreen Building Permit Surcharge

724 Surcharge applicable to permits subject to CalGreen Standards
Percentage is applied to Building Permit Fees if the application is subject to 
the CALGreen Building Standards Code

8%* 8%*

Building Permit State Surcharges

725
California Building Standards Commission Green Building Valuation 
Surcharge

(Info Only) State fee required to be collected based on permit valuation
$1.00**

for ea. $25,000 or 
fraction thereof

$1.00**
for ea. $25,000 or 
fraction thereof

726
Residential - California Strong Motion Instrumentation Program (SMIP) 
Surcharge

(Info Only) State fee required to be collected based on permit valuation
$0.10**

per $1,000
$0.10**

per $1,000

727
Non-Residential - California Strong Motion Instrumentation Program 
(SMIP) Surcharge

(Info Only) State fee required to be collected based on permit valuation
$0.21**

per $1,000
$0.21**

per $1,000

Section 7.3 :  Building and Safety Division – Residential Flat Fees
The provisions for residential flat fees may be applied when the specific work involved is for a single dwelling unit and /or appurtenant accessory structures where there is no other work except the item listed 
herein.  “Service Explanations” follow the Table.   

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

Residential Building Permits - Flat Fees
730 Bathroom Remodel or Repair Per bathroom $366.00 $373.00 

731 Electrical Appliances
Per Appliance - Installation of electrical appliances per “Service Explanation” 
#1

$80.00* $80.00*

732 Electrical Circuits (first) First or single circuit  per “Service Explanation” #2 $75.00* $75.00*
733 Electrical Circuits (each additional) Fee for each additional circuit per “Service Explanation” #2 $30.00* $30.00*
734 Electrical Panels (first) First or single panel  per “Service Explanation” #3 $141.00 $144.00 
735 Electrical Panels (each additional) Fee for each additional panel per “Service Explanation” #3 $38.00 $39.00 
736 Fireplace Insert Per single installation / per “Service Explanation” #4 and #5 $181.00 $185.00 
737 Garbage Disposal Per single installation / per “Service Explanation” #1 $60.00* $60.00*
738 Gas Piping System Per single installation / per “Service Explanation” #6 $141.00 $144.00 
739 Hot Tub / Spa Portable Per single installation “Service Explanation” #7 $141.00 $144.00 
740 HVAC System Per system / “Service Explanation” #8 $100.00* $100.00*
741 Kitchen Remodel or Repair (w/o structural modifications) Per permit, limited to one kitchen $580.00 $592.00 
742 Lawn Sprinkler System Per system for any lawn sprinkler or irrigation system $60.00 $61.00 
743 Motors Per “Service Explanation” #9 $141.00 $144.00 
744 Plumbing Fixture Per “Service Explanation” #1 and #2 $60.00* $60.00*
745 Roofing Replacement (Residential) For re-roofing a single family dwelling $179.00 $183.00 
746 Shower / tub replacement only Per unit $139.00 $142.00 
747 Solar Panel -  Residential Rooftop Photovoltaic Per permit $250.00* $250.00*
748 Solar Pool Heating System Per system (when not included with original pool permit) $100.00* $100.00*
749 Solar Water Heaters Per application $100.00* $100.00*
750 Ventilation Fan Per “Service Explanation” #10 $60.00 $61.00 
751 Water Heater Per “Service Explanation” #8 $60.00* $60.00*
752 Water Piping System Per single installation / per “Service Explanation” #6 $141.00 $144.00 
753 Window Replacements (first 5 windows) Per application containing 1-5 windows $179.00 $183.00 

754 Window Replacements (each additional window)
Additional per window charge added to base 1-5 window charge on same 
application

$12.00 $12.00 

      SERVICE EXPLANATIONS FOR RESIDENTIAL FLAT FEES
1

2
3

4
5
6
7

8 For the installation, relocation or replacement of each heating, cooling or refrigeration appliance (includes all necessary electrical circuits, outlets, fixtures, switches, receptacles, gas piping vents, water 
piping and duct work). OR  (a) For the installation, relocation or replacement of each gas fired water heater (includes all necessary water and gas piping and vents). OR (b) For the installation relocation or 
replacement of each electrical water heater (includes all necessary water piping, electrical circuits, outlets, fixtures, receptacles, and switches).

For the installation, relocation or replacement of any spa / hot tub; includes all necessary outlets, receptacles, gas piping (only for spas supported on a slab. See Valuation Table for spas located on 
decking).

For installation, relocation, or replacement of any electrical appliance which requires plumbing installation such as garbage disposal, dishwasher, etc., (includes all necessary circuits, outlets, switches, 
receptacles, fixtures, water piping, and waste and vent piping).
For installation, alteration or replacement of an electrical circuit (includes all necessary outlets, switches, receptacles, and lighting fixtures).
For installation, relocation or replacement of temporary power poles, power pedestals, subpanels or service upgrades (includes all necessary circuits, outlets, switches, receptacles, fixtures).

For the installation, relocation or replacement of each vent or factory-built chimney.
For the installation of a solid burning fuel appliance (includes all necessary electrical circuits, outlets, fixtures, switches, receptacles factory-built chimney).
For each installation or alteration of each water piping system, gas piping system, or refrigerant piping system or portion thereof where fixtures or appliances are not installed.

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

9

10

Section 7.4 :  Building and Safety Division – Non-Residential Flat Fees

Non-Residential Building Permits - Flat Fees
760 Solar Systems (base)- Photovoltaic systems Includes one inverter and up to ten panels  $923.00 $942.00 
761 Solar Systems - each additional inverter Per each additional inverter $104.00 $106.00 
762 Each additional 100 panels For each additional 100 panels or fraction thereof $119.00 $121.00 
763 Replacement in - kind Heating and or Air conditioning units Per unit $685.00 $699.00 
764 Water heaters - standard Per water heater $141.00 $144.00 
765 Reroof Base (Initial square) Per initial square (10ft X 10ft) area $100.00 $102.00 
766 Reroof – Additional beyond base Each additional square (10ft x 10ft) area or fraction thereof $15.00 $15.00 

Section 7.5 :  Building and Safety Division – Construction Debris & Demolition 

770 Residential Per unit $119.00 $121.00 

771 Residential Second Unit (Attached to single family home) Per unit – Provided at the same time as the permit for the original unit Zero Zero

772 Commercial - bonded Per application $793.00 $809.00 
773 Commercial - non-bond Per application $317.00 $323.00 

Section 7.6: Building & Safety-  Composite Hourly Rates & Overhead

BS1 Composite City Building & Safety Staff Hourly Rate (Includes Overhead) Per hour for T&M activities $171.00 $174.00 

BS2
Overhead Rate – Applied to actual costs incurred for consultant services and 
expenses billed under T&M

Percentage applied to City costs 44.0%* 44.0%*

Section 7.6 :  Building and Safety Division – Other Fees 

780
Additional plan checking, alternate means and methods applications, or 
plan revisions

T&M T&M

781  Certified Accessibility Specialist (CASp)-  Meeting Initial meeting and review; all other work is T&M $629.00 $643.00 
782 Code compliance survey Initial 100 sq. ft. $496.00 $507.00 
783 Code compliance survey Each additional 100 sq. ft. or fraction thereof $38.00 $39.00 
784 In-plant inspections If inspection is required at a fabrication facility outside jurisdiction T&M T&M
785 Moved building inspection fee: Per building $2,404.00 $2,455.00 

786 Plan storage fee
Applies to plans required to be prepared by a professional engineer or 
architect

$10.00 $10.00 

787 Re-inspection fee. Per each re-inspection; on Multi-Family, fee is calculated per unit $156.00 $160.00 

For installation, relocation or replacement of any motor (not an integral part of an integral part of an electrical appliance, fan, heating appliance, cooling appliance), generator, heater, electrical furnace, 
welding machine, transformer, and rectified (includes all necessary circuits, outlets, fixtures, switches, controls).
For installation, relocation or replacement of ventilation fans connected to a single duct or outlets, switches, receptacles, fixtures and duct work).

For all activities noted as Time and Materials (T&M), the cost shall be determined using composite City Staff rates and designated overhead factors.  Overhead shall also be applicable to any work contracted 
by the City.  An initial deposit shall be made by the applicant as determined by City Staff based on the scope and complexity of the project.  Additional deposits shall be collected as necessary during 
processing.  Any applicant funds remaining after completion of the project shall be refunded to the applicant.

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

788
Review geologic reports required by the Alquist-Priolo Special Studies 
Zones Act

Per application request T&M T&M

789
Service requested outside of regular working hours / business days (4 
hour min)

Per hour with a four hour minimum $258.00 $263.00 

790
Special Investigations (Code compliance survey, lockout inspection or 
other special investigation.)

Per investigation; cost of investigation shall be in addition to the fees for any 
new installation made as part of the correction

T&M T&M

791 Equivalent Fees and Charges 
Fees for services or costs not explicitly listed in any section in the Master Fee 
Schedule / case by case basis, may include: staff costs; contractor / 
consultant costs; reimbursable expenses; general overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

Section 8.1 :  Engineering / Public Works – Other Fees 

800 Permit processing fee Includes cost of processing grading or encroachment permit $104.00 $106.00 
801 Plan checking Per hour  T&M  T&M 

802
Trenching / Road Cuts – Base Transfers and longitudinal tranches, road 
cuts,  1 - 100 SF

Base Permit cost up to 100 sq. ft. $216.00 $221.00 

803
Trenching / Road Cuts – Over 100 SF Transfers and longitudinal tranches, 
road cuts, >100 SF

Additional permit cost per additional square foot in excess of 100 sq. ft. $1.00 $1.00 

804 Construction concrete sidewalk, curb, and gutter 1- 50 SF Base Permit cost up to 50 sq. ft. $216.00 $221.00 

805 Construction concrete sidewalk, curb, and gutter greater than 50 SF Additional permit cost per additional linear foot in excess of 50 sq. ft. $2.00 $2.00 

806 Constructing concrete driveways: residential Per Driveway- Residential $375.00 $383.00 
807 Constructing concrete driveways: commercial Per Driveway - Commercial $563.00 $575.00 
808 Constructing drain inlets, manholes, and connections to same Connection of inlet $433.00 $443.00 

809 Encroachment Permit Resurfacing Surcharge – 50 square feet or less
Per each permit where roadway asphalt is cut impacting 50 sq. ft. or less of 
roadway

$50.00* $50.00*

810
Encroachment Permit Resurfacing Surcharge – per square foot after 50 
sq ft.

In addition to base charge for up to 50 sq. ft. – an additional per sq. ft. 
$1.00

per square foot
$1.00 per square foot

811 Transportation / Oversized Vehicle Permits: Annual
(Info Only State Limits Max. Fee Per Calif. Vehicle Code 35795 (b)(1)); per 
annual permit application

 $16.00**  $16.00**

812 Transportation / Oversized Vehicle Permits: Single trip
(Info Only State Limits Max. Fee Per Calif. Vehicle Code 35795 (b)(1)); per 
single trip application

 $90.00**  $90.00**

813 Block party / street closure Per application $79.00 $80.00 

814 Filming / Photography Within Public Right of Way - Basic fee Per application
$237.00 (Permit Only – 

Public Service Charges At 
Cost may apply)

$248.00 (Permit Only – 
Public Service Charges 

At Cost may 
815 Building division permit referral - residential Per application $219.00 $224.00 
816 Building division permit referral - non residential Per application $440.00 $449.00 
817 ADA site compliance review Per application $329.00 $336.00 

For all activities noted as Time and Materials (T&M), the cost shall be determined using composite City Staff rates and designated overhead factors.  Overhead shall also be applicable to any work contracted 
by the City.  An initial deposit shall be made by the applicant as determined by City Staff based on the scope and complexity of the project.  Additional deposits shall be collected as necessary during 
processing.  Any applicant funds remaining after completion of the project shall be refunded to the applicant.

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

818 Newsrack Permit Per application / single space in City-owned newsrack  $180.00*         $180.00*        

819
Inspection: Public improvements construction; grading; encroachment 
permits

Per hour T&M T&M

820 Subdivision and Development Plan Checking Per hour T&M T&M

821 Equivalent Fees and Charges 
Fees for services or costs not explicitly listed in any section in the Master Fee 
Schedule / case by case basis, may include: staff costs; contractor / 
consultant costs; reimbursable expenses; general overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

Section 8.2: Engineering- Cash Bond Required For Encroachment Permit (If No Surety Bond)

850
Transverse and longitudinal trenches, road cuts, and other street 
excavation work – 50 square feet of less

Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A): Conditions $500.00* $500.00*

851
Transverse and longitudinal trenches, road cuts, and other street 
excavation work – in excess of 50 square feet

Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
$500.00 + $5.00/ sq. ft. 
in excess of 50 sq. ft.*

$500.00 + $5.00/ sq. ft. 
in excess of 50 sq. ft.*

852 Concrete Sidewalk 50 square feet or less Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions $500.00* $500.00* 

853 Concrete Sidewalk more than 50 square feet Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
$500.00 + $5.00/ sq. ft. 
in excess of 50 sq. ft.*

$500.00 + $5.00/ sq. ft. 
in excess of 50 sq. ft.*

854 Concrete Curb and / or gutter of 30 linear feet or less Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions $500.00* $500.00*

855 Concrete Curb and / or gutter more than 30 linear feet Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
$500.00 + $20.00/ linear 
ft. in excess of 30 linear 

ft.*

$500.00 + $20.00/ linear 
ft. in excess of 30 linear 

ft.*

856 Residential Concrete Driveway Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
$500.00

Minimum*
$500.00

Minimum*

857 Commercial Concrete Driveway Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
$1,00.00

Minimum*
$1,00.00

Minimum*

858 Drop inlets, manholes and connections to same Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
$1.000.00 
Minimum*

$1.000.00 
Minimum*

859 Temporary street or lane closures Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions
No Deposit / Bond 

Required
No Deposit / Bond 

Required

860 Miscellaneous encroachment work Minimum Bond Amount Per Application - See Section 8.2(A):  Conditions

Amount to be 
determined by the Public 

Works Director in 
accordance with the 

nature and scope of work

Amount to be 
determined by the 

Public Works Director in 
accordance with the 
nature and scope of 

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A



# Item / Service Description / Unit
Fees through 

6/30/15
Fee Effective

7/1/2015

Section 8.2(A) : Conditions: -Cash Bond Required For Encroachment Permit 

- Conditions For Release: Bonds shall be released six months after the work has been accepted by the City, provided there are no defects in the work.

Section 8.3: Engineering-  Composite Hourly Rates & Overhead

EN1
Composite City Engineering Staff (Excludes Inspectors) Hourly Rate 
(Includes Overhead)

Per hour for T&M activities $222.00 $227.00 

EN2
Composite City Public Works / Engineering Inspectors Rate (Includes 
Overhead)

Per hour for T&M activities $158.00 $161.00 

EN3
Off-Site Overhead Rate – Applied to actual costs incurred for consultant 
services and expenses billed under T&M 

Percentage applied to City costs 37%* 37%*

EN4
On-Site Overhead Rate – Applied to actual costs incurred for consultant 
services and expenses billed under T&M

Percentage applied to City costs 41%* 41%*

Section 9.1 :  City Attorney – Development Application Processing 

CA1
Overhead Rate – Applied to City Attorney Costs associated with Planning 
and Engineering Applications

Percentage applied to City costs

12/1/12  25%*
7/1/13    31%*
7/1/14    38%*
7/1/15    44%*

12/1/12  25%*
7/1/13    31%*
7/1/14    38%*
7/1/15    44%*

CA2 Equivalent Fees and Charges 
Fees for services or costs not explicitly listed in any section in the Master Fee 
Schedule / case by case basis, may include: staff costs; contractor / 
consultant costs; reimbursable expenses; general overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

As determined by City 
Manager or designee 
based on actual costs 
and rates plus general 

overhead

For all development related activities noted as Time and Materials (T&M), the cost of the City Attorney shall be determined by applying the designated overhead factor to the Cost for City Attorney services 
incurred by the City.  An initial deposit shall be made by the applicant as determined by City Staff based on the scope and complexity of the project.  Additional deposits shall be collected as necessary during 
processing.  Any applicant funds remaining after completion of the project shall be refunded to the applicant.

            - Annual Bonds: A minimum annual cash deposit of $5,000.00 may be posted in lieu of a cash or a surety bond for each permit.  The City may require additional bonds or cash deposits                    
             when the nature of the work is such that the amounts hereinbefore provided are insufficient to cover expenses that may be incurred in restoring the right-of-way to its former condition. 

* Local Fees and Charges not subject to annual adjustment based on Consumer Price Index (CPI)
** Fees and Charges established by separate ordinance, State Law, or another agency and not subject to CPI adjustment Exhibit A













 

DATE: INVOICE NUMBER: 0

PROJECT: SHOPPING CENTER IN EASTERN DUBLIN (300,001 SF)

IMPACT FEES

Land, Community Parks 4101.0000.49163 438,901.46

Improvements, Community Parks 4103.0000.49163 312,601.04

Land, Community Nature Parks 4110.0000.49163 26,100.09

Improvements, Community Nature Parks 4111.0000.49163 72,000.24

Community Buildings 4105.0000.49163 44,400.15

Libraries 4106.0000.49163 63,600.21

Civic Center 4107.0000.49163 71,100.24

Aquatic Center 4108.0000.49163 6,300.02

Freeway Interchange Fee (Componet 1 - Base) 1001.24102 212,454.71

Freeway Interchange Fee (Componet 2 - Esc) 1001.24109 119,394.40

Traffic Impact Fees - Category 1 4301.0000.49163 7,108,223.69

Traffic Impact Fees - Category 2 4302.0000.49163 1,920,606.40

Tri-Valley Transportation Development Fee 4306.0000.49163 1,023,003.41

Fire Impact Fees 4201.0000.49163 39,300.13

Noise Mitigation Fee 2902.0000.49163 7,113.02

Nonresidential Affordable Housing Impact Fee 2901.0000.49163 306,001.02

SUB-TOTAL IMPACT FEES $11,771,100.23

IN-LIEU FEES

SUB-TOTAL IN-LIEU FEES $0.00

PROCESSING FEES

SUB-TOTAL PROCESSING FEES $0.00

FEES LEVIED BY OTHER AGENCIES 

City Must Verify Dublin Unified School District Fees are Paid Prior to Issuance of Building Permits

SUB-TOTAL FEES COLLECTED ON BEHALF OF OTHER AGENCIES $0.00

GRAND TOTAL PAYMENT REQUIRED $11,771,100.23

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

BUILDING & SAFETY DIVISION

Note:  Payment of the invoice shall be considered as authorization from the Developer for the use of City credits as 

shown.

100 CIVIC PLAZA DUBLIN CA 94568

TELEPHONE: (925) 833-6620  FAX: (925) 833-6628

December 9, 2015

Review by:                               

Date:                                         Page 1 of 1



 

CITY OF DUBLIN 
FISCAL YEAR 2015-16 IMPACT FEES 

Effective October 15, 2015 

 
 

 
PUBLIC FACILITY IMPACT FEES – (RESIDENTIAL) 

 

Citywide 

Single Family 
(6.0 Units per 
acre or less

Multi-Family 
(6.1 Units per 
acre or more 

Second 
Units 

Neighborhood Parks, Land $3,113 $3,113 $3,113
Neighborhood Parks, Improvements 1,254 1,254 1,254
Community Parks, Land 7,378 7,378 7,378
Community Parks, Improvements 5,251 5,251 5,251
Community Nature Parks, Land 438 438 438
Community Nature Parks, Improvements 1,212 1,212 1,212
Community Buildings 3,433 3,433 3,433
Aquatic Center 496 496 496
Civic Center 892 892 892
Library 977 977 977

TOTAL PUBLIC FACILITY FEE $24,444 $24,444 $24,444

PUBLIC FACILITY FEES – (NON-RESIDENTIAL) 
 

Citywide Commercial Office Industrial 
Community Parks, Land $1,463 $1,966 $729
Community Parks, Improvements 1,042 1,401 519
Community Nature Parks, Land 87 117 43
Community Nature Parks, Improvements 240 322 119
Community Buildings 148 199 74
Aquatic Center 21 28 10
Civic Center 237 319 118
Library 212 285 105

TOTAL PUBLIC FACILITY FEE(1) $3,450 $4,637 $1,717
 

(1) Fee is based on Land-Use Type per 1,000 square feet. 
 

CITY-WIDE FIRE IMPACT FEE 
 

RESIDENTIAL 

Single Family 
(6.0 Units per 
acre or less) 

Multi-Family  
(6.1 Units per 
acre or more) 

Second  
Units 

Per Dwelling Unit $870 $544 $544 

 
NON-RESIDENTIAL Commercial Office Industrial 

Land-Use Type (Per square foot) $0.131 $0.254 $0.112 
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EASTERN DUBLIN TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE (RESIDENTIAL) 
 

OUTSIDE  
TRANSIT CENTER 

Low       
(0-6 

units/acre)

Medium   
(6.1-14 

units/acre)

Medium 
High        

(14.1-25 
units/acre)

High       
(25.1+ 

units/acre) 
Second 
Units 

EDTIF Cat. 1  $7,521 $7,521 $5,265 $4,513 $4,513
Sub-Total EDTIF 1 $7,521 $7,521 $5,265 $4,513 $4,513

EDTIF Cat. 2  $1,936 $1,936 $1,356 $1,161 $1,161
EDTIF Cat. 2 (BART Garage) 790 790 553 474 474

Sub-Total EDTIF 2 $2,726 $2,726 $1,909 $1,635 $1,635

TOTAL EASTERN DUBLIN TIF $10,247 $10,247 $7,174 $6,148 $6,148
 

INSIDE  
TRANSIT CENTER 

Low       
(0-6 

units/acre)

Medium   
(6.1-14 

units/acre)

Medium 
High        

(14.1-25 
units/acre)

High       
(25.1+ 

units/acre) 
Second 
Units 

EDTIF Cat. 1 $7,521 $7,521 $5,265 $3,434 $3,434
Sub-Total EDTIF 1 $7,521 $7,521 $5,265 $3,434 $3,434

 
EDTIF Cat. 2 $1,936 $1,936 $1,356 $871 $871

Sub-Total EDTIF 2 $1,936 $1,936 $1,356 $871 $871
 

TOTAL EASTERN DUBLIN TIF $9,457 $9,457 $6,621 $4,305 $4,305
 
 

EASTERN DUBLIN TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE (NON-RESIDENTIAL) 
 

NON-RESIDENTIAL* Commercial Office Industrial 
EDTIF Cat. 1 (Per 1,000 sf) $718 $718 $718
EDTIF Cat. 2 (Per 1,000 sf) 194 194 194

TOTAL EASTERN DUBLIN TIF $912 $912 $912
     *Total fee calculation is based on traffic density of Land-Use Type 
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DOWNTOWN TRAFFIC IMPACT FEE (OUTSIDE OF EASTERN DUBLIN) 
 

RESIDENTIAL 

Low  
(0-6 

units/acre) 

Medium  
(6.1-14 

units/acre)

Medium High 
(14.1-25 

units/acre)

High  
(25.1+ 

units/acre) 
Second 
Units 

Per Unit $2,615 $2,615 $1,832 $1,568 $1,568 
 
 

NON-RESIDENTIAL Commercial Office Industrial 
Land-Use Type (Per 1,000 sf) $261 $261 $261 

 
CITY-WIDE TRI-VALLEY TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE 

 

RESIDENTIAL 

Single Family 
(Detached for 

occupation by one 
family)

Multi- Family 
(Bldgs. With multiple 
dwelling units on the 

same parcel)

Affordable 
Housing 

Units  
PER UNIT $3,059.50 $2,107.50 Exempt 

 
 

NON-RESIDENTIAL Commercial Office Industrial 

Other  
(per average 
AM/PM trip)

Land-Use Type (per sq. ft.) $3.41  $5.20  $3.03  $3,399.50 
 
    

EASTERN DUBLIN NOISE MITIGATION FEE 
 

RESIDENTIAL 

Low       
(0-6 

units/acre) 

Medium      
(6.1-14 

units/acre)

Medium High   
(14.1-25 

units/acre)

High       
(25.1+ 

units/acre) 
Second 
Units 

Per Unit $4.74 $4.74 $3.32 $2.85 $2.85 
 

 
NON-RESIDENTIAL Commercial Office Industrial 

Land-Use Type (Per 1,000 sf) $23.71 $7.11 $2.37 
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EASTERN DUBLIN FREEWAY INTERCHANGE FEE (City of Pleasanton) 
 

FEES EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 - AUGUST 31, 2016 
    

RESIDENTIAL 
Low Density 

(0-6/acre)

Medium 
Density 

(6.1-14 
units/acre)

Medium 
High 

Density 
(14.1-25 

units/acre) 

High 
Density 

(25.1 + 
units/acre)

Base Fee $214.60 $214.60 $150.22  $128.76 
Escalator 120.76 120.76 84.53  72.45 

TOTAL $335.36 $335.36 $234.75  $201.21 
    

NON-RESIDENTIAL Commercial Office Industrial   
Base Fee (Per 1,000 sf) $21.46 $21.46 $21.46    
Escalator (Per 1,000 sf) 12.06 12.06 12.06    

TOTAL $33.52 $33.52 $33.52    
*Total fee calculation is based on ITE trip rate of Land-Use Type 
    

 
 

CITY-WIDE RESIDENTIAL AFFORDABLE HOUSING IN LIEU FEE 
In-Lieu Fee for Each Required Affordable Unit Not Constructed 

 
Per Unit $130,276 

 
CITY-WIDE NON-RESIDENTIAL AFFORDABLE HOUSING FEE 

 

Industrial Office 
Research & 

Development Retail 
Services & 

Accommodations
$0.49 $1.27 $0.83 $1.02 $0.43 

*Fees per square foot of non-residential building (Buildings less than 20,000 sf are 
exempt) 
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STORM DRAIN BENEFIT ASSESSMENT DISTRICTS  
(REIMBURSEMENT FOR IMPROVEMENTS INSTALLED BY OTHERS) 

 
1. DUBLIN RANCH WEST SIDE STORM DRAIN BENEFIT ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 

 

Parcel Owner / Reference 
Balance 

(07/01/2015) 
Parcel #2 Dublin Land Co. $143,145.57 
Parcel #3 Dublin Land Co. 185,082.37 
Parcel #4 Dublin Land Co. 91,405.24 
TOTAL  $419,633.18 

 
 

2. DUBLIN RANCH EAST SIDE STORM DRAIN BENEFIT ASSESSMENT DISTRICT 
Note – Some Properties made payment which reduced the balance owed. 

 

Parcel 
Original Assessment Report 

Owner / Reference 
Balance 

(07/01/2015) 
Parcel #3 Chen $607,165.77
Parcel #4 EBJ Partners 7,093.40
Parcel #5 Anderson 2,579.43
Parcel #7 Croak 531,732.18
Parcel #8 Anderson 255,648.74
Parcel #9 Righetti 306,090.64
Parcel #10 Branaugh 245,331.07
Parcel #11 Monte Vista 59,971.41
TOTAL $2,015,612.64

 



ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT ‐ PLANNING AND PERMITTING FEES INVOICE

Invoice Ref 00934
Invoice Date 6/6/2014

Customer Patxi's Pizza

Contact Jared Taylor

Tract No Site 16APressure Zone 1Service Area San Ramon

DP or LCP No. ESTIMATE

Prepared By R Pendergraft

Address

Phone Email

Qty
Amount 

(Subtotal+Min Fee)Description Min Qty SubtotalNet Qty
Minimum Fee 
(if applicable)Unit Cost

 Thank you.   Please pay total amount ===> 

InvoiceAmount $134,456.89

Project Miscellaneous Commercial

$134,456.89

Check No
ESTIMATE‐NOT PAID

Invoice Paid Date Received by

Payment Details ‐ FOR DSRSD USE ONLY: 

TractName Patxi's Pizza and Bar

,   

NOTES
Sewer capacity estimates for a 2,500 sf (interior) and 1,500 sf (exterior patio) pizza and bar. Plan review and miscellaneous fees not 
included with this estimate and shall be determined upon actual plan submittal. Inspection fees may be determined upon actual plan 
submittal. Water capacity fees not included.
Usage for exterior patio area is based upon seasonal use.  
*CREDIT ‐ from general retail sewer allocation for the same space to be paid by Regency Centers when shell building is built.

CAPACITY RESERVE FEES ‐ LOCAL SEWER SYSTEM

1755 0 1755 $8.33 $0.00$14,619.15 $14,619.15
All others based on peak month flow, BOD, and SS

‐125.4 0 ‐125.4 $8.33 $0.00($1,044.58) ($1,044.58)
All others based on peak month flow, BOD, and SS (*Credit ‐ see notes)

Subtotal: $13,574.57

CAPACITY RESERVE FEES ‐ REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM Total DUE purchased = 7.41

1755 0 1755 $62.96 $0.00$110,494.80 $110,494.80
All others based on peak month flow, gpd

‐125.4 0 ‐125.4 $62.96 $0.00($7,895.18) ($7,895.18)
All others based on peak month flow, gpd (*Credit ‐ see notes)

10.61165 0 10.61165 $1,479.74 $0.00$15,702.48 $15,702.48
All others based on BOD, #/day

‐0.2395 0 ‐0.2395 $1,479.74 $0.00($354.40) ($354.40)
All others based on BOD, #/day (*Credit ‐ see notes)

4.02505 0 4.02505 $778.65 $0.00$3,134.11 $3,134.11
All others based on SS, #/day

‐0.2562 0 ‐0.2562 $778.65 $0.00($199.49) ($199.49)
All others based on SS, #/day

Subtotal: $120,882.32

Page 1 of 1

PLEASE NOTE:  1) Invoice valid for 30 days from invoice date.  Subject to fee increase without notice after 30 days from invoice date. 
2) For water connection, Zone 7 fees must be paid prior to meter set requests.



ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT ‐ PLANNING AND PERMITTING FEES INVOICE

Invoice Ref 00906
Invoice Date 7/7/2014

Customer Urban Plates

Contact David Kelly

Tract NoPressure Zone 1Service Area San Ramon

DP or LCP No. ESTIMATE

Prepared By R Pendergraft

Address

Phone (925) 279‐1864 Email

Qty
Amount 

(Subtotal+Min Fee)Description Min Qty SubtotalNet Qty
Minimum Fee 
(if applicable)Unit Cost

 Thank you.   Please pay total amount ===> 

InvoiceAmount $185,133.86

Project Miscellaneous Commercial

$185,133.86

Check No
NOT PAID

Invoice Paid Date Received by

Payment Details ‐ FOR DSRSD USE ONLY: 

TractName

,   

NOTES
Sewer capacity fees for a 4000 sq ft Urban Plates with 1,044 sq ft dedicated patio. This estimate does not contain any applicable plan 
review, inspection, water capacity, or Zone 7 fees. 
*Credit ‐ sewer capacity fees for a general retail space to be paid by Regency Centers when shell building is constructed.

CAPACITY RESERVE FEES ‐ LOCAL SEWER SYSTEM

2441.88 0 2441.88 $8.33 $0.00$20,340.86 $20,340.86
All others based on peak month flow, BOD, and SS

‐200.2 0 ‐200.2 $8.33 $0.00($1,667.67) ($1,667.67)
All others based on peak month flow, BOD, and SS (*Credit ‐ see notes)

Subtotal: $18,673.19

CAPACITY RESERVE FEES ‐ REGIONAL SEWER SYSTEM Total DUE purchased = 10.19

2441.88 0 2441.88 $62.96 $0.00$153,740.76 $153,740.76
All others based on peak month flow, gpd

‐200.2 0 ‐200.2 $62.96 $0.00($12,604.59) ($12,604.59)
All others based on peak month flow, gpd (*Credit ‐ see notes)

14.7648 0 14.7648 $1,479.74 $0.00$21,848.07 $21,848.07
All others based on BOD, #/day

‐0.3824 0 ‐0.3824 $1,479.74 $0.00($565.85) ($565.85)
All others based on BOD, #/day (*Credit ‐ see notes)

5.6005 0 5.6005 $778.65 $0.00$4,360.83 $4,360.83
All others based on SS, #/day

‐0.4091 0 ‐0.4091 $778.65 $0.00($318.55) ($318.55)
All others based on SS, #/day (*Credit ‐ see notes)

Subtotal: $166,460.66

Page 1 of 1

PLEASE NOTE:  1) Invoice valid for 30 days from invoice date.  Subject to fee increase without notice after 30 days from invoice date. 
2) For water connection, Zone 7 fees must be paid prior to meter set requests.



STAFFREPORT CITYCLERK
File #420-20CITYCOUNCIL

DATE: December4, 2012

TO:  HonorableMayorandCityCouncilmembers

FROM:  JoniPattillo, CityManager

SUBJECT:  EasternDublinSpecificPlanAmendmenttoEliminatetheRequirementfor
DevelopmentAgreementsandrelatedFinancingPlansandInfrastructure
SequencingPrograms
PreparedbyKitFaubion, CityAttorney'sOffice

EXECUTIVESUMMARY

TheEasternDublinSpecificPlan (EDSP) requiresthatApplicantsfordevelopmentinthe
specificplanareaenterintoamutuallyacceptabledevelopmentagreementwiththeCity.  The
EDSPalsorequiresthedevelopmentagreementstoincludedetailedfinancingplansand
infrastructuresequencingprograms.  TheCity’soriginalpurposefortheserequirements inthe
EDSPwastoensuretheadequateprovisionofinfrastructureneededbyplanneddevelopment.  
Therearenowotherimplementationmeasuresinplacethatinsuretheprovisionofinfrastructure
andpaymentoffees, sotheserequirementsarenolongernecessary.  Citystaffis
recommendingthattheEDSPbeamendedtoeliminatetheaboverequirementsbecausethey
arenolongerneededandbecausetheCitywouldthenhavetheopportunitytonegotiatefor
communitybenefitswhendevelopersdesirethecertaintyprovidedbyavoluntarydevelopment
agreement.  

FINANCIALIMPACT

None.    

RECOMMENDATION:  

StaffrecommendsthattheCityCouncil: 1) ReceiveStaffpresentation; 2) Openthepublic
hearing; 3) Taketestimonyfromthepublic; 4) Closethepublichearinganddeliberate; and5)  
AdoptaResolutionamendingtheEasternDublinSpecificPlantoeliminatetherequirement for
developmentagreementsandrelatedfinancingplansandinfrastructuresequencingprograms.  

SubmittedBy ReviewedBy
CityAttorney AssistantCityManager

ITEMNO.  6.4Page1of4



DESCRIPTION

Section11.3.1 oftheEasternDublinSpecificPlan (EDSP) requires allApplicantsfor
developmentintheSpecificPlanareatoenterintoa “mutuallyacceptabledevelopment
agreement” withtheCity.  TheEDSPalsorequiresthedevelopmentagreementstoinclude
detailedfinancingplansandinfrastructuresequencingprograms.  OnMay15, 2012, followinga
staffpresentationonthematter, theCityCouncildirectedthatstaffprepareandpresent, tothe
PlanningCommissionandCityCouncil, anamendmenttotheEasternDublinSpecificPlanthat
eliminatesthedevelopmentagreementrequirement.  Theproposedamendmentwoulddelete
thedevelopmentagreementrequirementfromtheSpecificPlan, andwouldalsodeletethe
relatedrequirementsforfinancingplansandinfrastructuresequencingprograms.  Theproposed
amendmentsareshowninstrikethroughandunderlineinAttachment1, aresolutionapproving
theamendments.    

ANALYSIS

AuthorityforDevelopmentAgreements

UnderthecommonlawofCalifornia, theapprovalofadevelopmentprojectdoesnotgivethe
developerarighttoproceedtocompletetheproject.  Rather, thelocalagencycanchangethe
rulesandregulationsatanypointupuntilthedeveloperhasbeenissuedabuildingpermitand
incurredsubstantialliabilitiesingoodfaithrelianceonthepermit.  Eventhen, thevestedright
onlygivesthedevelopertherighttocompletethedevelopmentdescribedinthebuildingpermit.    

Toproviderelieffromthisrule, theLegislaturehasdevelopedtwomeansbywhichadeveloper
mayprotectitsprojectfromsubsequentchangesinregulations.  Thefirstisavestingtentative
map, whichgivesthedevelopertherighttoproceedwithdevelopmentinsubstantialcompliance
withtherulesandregulationsineffectatthetimethemapapplicationwasdeemedcomplete.   
SeeGov. Code, § 66498.1(b).)  Thesecondisadevelopmentagreement betweenthelocal

agencyandthedeveloper.  Adevelopmentagreementveststhedeveloper’srighttoproceed
withtheapprovedprojectand, unlessotherwisespecifiedintheagreement, locksintherules
andregulationsapplicabletotheproperty.  Thelocalagencynormallyhasnoobligationtoenter
intoadevelopmentagreement, andthereforeitcannegotiateforconsideration (community
benefits) inexchangeforgivingthedevelopervestedrights.   

EasternDublinSpecificPlanRequirementforDevelopmentAgreements

Incontrasttoatypicalvoluntarydevelopmentagreement, Section11.3.1oftheEasternDublin
SpecificPlanrequiresallApplicantsfordevelopmentintheSpecificPlanareatoenterintoa
mutuallyacceptabledevelopmentagreement” withtheCity.    

AsfurtherdirectedbytheEDSP, theCityCounciladoptedastandardmasterdevelopment
agreementonOctober10, 1994andamendeditonNovember28, 1995.  Overtheyears, the
CityCouncilhasunofficiallyestablishedfiveyearsasthetimeforspecificplanrequired
developmentagreements. However, becausetheSpecificPlanrequiresadevelopment
agreement, theCitycannotbargainforconsiderationfromthedeveloperinexchangeforthe
developmentagreement.  Forthisreason, thestandardSpecificPlandevelopmentagreements
havenotbeenusedbytheCitytoexactbenefitstheCitycannototherwiseobtain.  
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PurposeofEasternDublinDevelopmentAgreements

TheSpecificPlanidentifiesthefollowingpurposesofthedevelopmentagreementrequirement:  
1) augmenttheCity'sstandarddevelopmentregulationsforspecificprojects; (2) spelloutthe

precisefinancialresponsibilitiesofthedeveloper; (3) ensurethetimelyprovisionofadequate
publicfacilities; (4) streamlinethedevelopmentapprovalprocessbycoordinatingvarious
discretionaryapprovals; (5) providethetermsforreimbursementwhenadeveloperadvances
fundingforspecificfacilitieswhichhavecommunitywideareabenefits; and (6) providefor
mutualitytotheCityandthedeveloperregardingentitlementsto thedeveloperinreturnfor
commitmentsforpublicimprovements.  (Section11.3.1.)    

AtthispointinthedevelopmentofEasternDublin, noneofthesepurposesoffersacompelling
rationaletomaintaintherequirement.  Thisisbecausesomelevelofentitlementhasbeen
approvedforvirtuallyallspecificplanpropertiesandmajorinfrastructurehasbeenconstructed
orplannedforconstructionthroughtheseapprovals.  Additionally, whenthePlanwasfirst
adopted, therewerenotadministrativeorformalproceduresinplacetoensurethesepurposes
couldbeaccomplished.  Thedevelopmentagreementtemporarilyfilledthatneedandisno
longernecessary.  

AdvantagesandDisadvantagesoftheDevelopmentAgreementRequirements

Thespecificplandevelopmentagreementrequirementhasadvantagesanddisadvantages.   
Theadvantagesofthespecificplandevelopmentagreementrequirementarethat (1) the
agreementssatisfytheSpecificPlanrequirementfor “financingplans” and “infrastructure
sequencingprograms”; (2) theagreementssecureprojectconditionsthatcannotbesatisfiedat
finalmap; and (3) theagreementscanclarifyconditionsofapproval.  Thedisadvantagesofthe
specificplandevelopmentagreementrequirementarethat (1) theCity, sinceiteffectivelygives
awayfiveyearsofvestedrights, cannotbargainforcommunitybenefitsinexchangefor
providingvestedrights; and (2) therequirement, byaddinganotherrequiredcityapproval,  
increasesthedevelopers’ coststoprocesstheirprojects.  

Theadvantagesarenotsignificant. Therequirements fora “financingplan” andan
infrastructuresequencingprogram” arefacilitatedbythedevelopmentagreement, butinlightof
theCity’scomprehensiveimpactfeeprogramandextensivebodyofdevelopmentstandards
andordinances, theserequirementsarenolongernecessary. Further, developmentagreements
wouldnotbeneededtoclarifyconditionsiftheconditionsareclearlywritten.    Finally, project
conditionsthatcannotbesatisfiedatfinalmapcanbesecuredbyaseparateagreementpriorto
finalmapapproval.    

Ontheotherhand, thedisadvantagesoftherequirementaresignificant. First, mostdevelopers
inEasternDublinapplyforvestingtentativemapsandaretherebyabletoobtainvestedrights.  
Theserightsmaybeadequateformanydevelopers.  Fordeveloperswhodesiredevelopment
agreements, eliminatingtherequirementwillgivetheCitytheabilitytobargainforconsideration
inexchangeforprovidingvestedrightstothedeveloper. Therearenorestrictionsonwhatthe
Citycanaskfororreceive, otherthanwhatthedeveloperwillagreetoprovide. Anyfuture
developmentagreementsforpropertiesinEasternDublinwouldbefreelynegotiated.  Second,  
overtheyearsmanydevelopers, particularlythosethatarereadytoimmediatelyproceedwith
development, haveexpresseddispleasureabouttheneedtoenterintoadevelopment
agreement. Thesedevelopershaveexpressedconcernbothaboutthecostsandtime
associatedwithdrafting, negotiating, andprocessingthedevelopment.  Thus, eliminatingthe
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requirementwillhaveaneconomicdevelopmentbenefitinthatitwillreducetheexpenseofand
expeditetheprocessingofdevelopmentinEasternDublin.  

PlanningCommissionRecommendation

ThePlanningCommissionheldapublichearingontheproposedEDSPamendmentson
November13, 2012.  Therewerenospeakersontheproposal.  ThePlanningCommission
adoptedResolution12-41recommendingapprovaloftheamendmentona3-0vote (2
Commissionersabsent). ThePlanningCommissionResolutionisincludedasAttachment2; the
draftminutesofthemeetingareincludedasAttachment3.    

CONSISTENCYWITHGENERALPLAN, APPLICABLESPECIFICPLANS

Thedevelopmentagreementrequirement anditsrelatedfinancingplanandinfrastructure
sequencingprogram isuniquetotheEasternDublinSpecificPlan Thereisnocomparable
provisionintheGeneralPlan, noristhereanyGeneralPlandirection thattheEDSPinclude
theserequirements.  AsamendedbytheProject, theEDSPwouldremaininternallyconsistency
becauseotherexistingCityprocessesinsureadequateinfrastructurewillsupportdevelopment,  
includingimpactfees, PD-PlannedDevelopmentzoningandotherapplicationreviewsthatapply
adopteddevelopmentstandardsandordinances.  

NOTICINGREQUIREMENTS/PUBLICOUTREACH

InaccordancewithStatelaw, aPublicNoticewaspublishedintheValleyTimesandpostedat
severallocationsthroughouttheCity.  Anoticeofthishearingwasmailedtothoserequesting
such noticetendaysbeforethehearingandtheStaffReportandattachmentsweremade
availablefor publicreviewpriortothepublichearinginaccordancewithGovernmentCode
Sections65090and65091.  AnoticeofthisPublicHearingwasalsosenttoactivedevelopers
withintheSpecificPlanarea.  

ENVIRONMENTALREVIEW:  

TheCaliforniaEnvironmentalQualityAct (CEQA), togetherwiththeStateGuidelinesandCity
EnvironmentalRegulationsrequirethatcertainprojectsbereviewedforenvironmentalimpacts
andwhenapplicable, environmentaldocumentsbeprepared.  Staffrecommendsthatthe
ProjectbefoundexemptunderthegeneralruleinCEQAGuidelinessection15061(b)(3) that
CEQAdoesnotapplywhereitcanbeseenwithcertaintythatthereisnopossibilityfora
significanteffectontheenvironment.  ThereisnosuchpossibilityfortheProject sinceall
applicabledevelopmentstandardsandordinances, includingpaymentofimpactfees, would
continuetoapplytodevelopmentprojectstoensuretheyaresupportedbyneededinfrastructure
andpublicutilities.  

ATTACHMENTS: 1. CityCouncilResolutionamendingtheEasternDublinSpecificPlan
toeliminatetherequirementfordevelopmentagreementsand
relatedfinancingplansandinfrastructuresequencingprograms.   

2.  PlanningCommissionResolution12-41recommendingthattheCity
CouncilamendtheEasternDublinSpecificPlantoeliminatethe
requirementfordevelopmentagreementsandrelatedfinancingplans
andinfrastructuresequencingprograms.  

3.  DraftminutesoftheNovember13, 2012PlanningCommission
meeting
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RESOLUTIONNO. XX-12

ARESOLUTIONOFTHECITYCOUNCIL
OFTHECITYOFDUBLIN

AMENDINGTHEEASTERNDUBLINSPECIFICPLANTOELIMINATETHEREQUIREMENTFOR
DEVELOPMENTAGREEMENTSANDRELATEDFINANCINGPLANSANDINFRASTRUCTURE

SEQUENCINGPROGRAMS

WHEREAS,  in1993, theCityadoptedtheEasternDublinSpecificPlan (EDSP) toguidefuture
developmentofapproximately3,300acresofundevelopedlandseastofCampParksovera20-30year
planningperiod.  Subsequentamendmentshaveincreasedthesizeofthespecificplanarea, andmost
ofthemostofthebasicinfrastructurehasbeenconstructedorisplannedforconstructionthrough
annexationagreements, PD-PlannedDevelopmentzoning, vestingtentativemapapprovals, and/orother
developmententitlements; and

WHEREAS,  theEDSPareawaslargelyundevelopedwhentheplanwasadopted; therefore, an
importantgoaloftheplanwastoensurethatinfrastructureimprovementsandpublicutilitieswere
providedasneededbypotentialurbandevelopment.  Amongtheimplementationtoolsforthisgoalwere
requirementsthatdevelopersinthespecificplanareapreparedetailedfinancingplansandinfrastructure
sequencingprogramstoidentifynecessarycapitalimprovements, includingpublicfacilities, streetsand
utilities andinsuretheirtimelyfinancingthroughrelateddevelopmentagreements.  TheEDSP
developmentagreementstypicallyvestdevelopmentrightsfora5-yeartermandspecify theprecise
financialresponsibilitiesofeachdeveloper; and

WHEREAS, originallyintendedtoensurethatinfrastructurewouldbeguaranteedasdevelopment
proceededinEasternDublin, therequirementfordevelopmentagreementsisnolongerneededforthat
purposeandalsoconstrainstheCity’sabilitytonegotiatevoluntaryagreementsthatprovidecertaintyto
developersinexchangeforcommunitybenefits; and

WHEREAS,  thespecificplanamendmentwill removedevelopmentagreements, andrelated
financingplansandinfrastructuresequencingprograms fromtheEDSP implementationrequirements
hereafter, “Project”).  AlldevelopmentintheEasternDublinSpecificPlanareawill continuetobe

subjecttopreviouslyadoptedEIRsandotherCEQAreviewsandmitigations, EDSPdevelopment
policiesandstandards, zoninganddevelopmentreview, andallapplicablesubdivisionanddevelopment
ordinances; and

WHEREAS,  aPlanningCommissionstaffreport, datedNovember13, 2012 andincorporated
hereinbyreference, describedandanalyzedtheProject; and

WHEREAS,  thePlanningCommissionconsideredthestaffreport andallwrittenandoral
testimonysubmittedata noticedpublichearingon November13, 2012, atwhichtimeallinterested
partieshadtheopportunitytobeheard, andadoptedResolution12-41recommendingadoptionofthe
proposedProject, whichresolutionisincorporatedhereinbyreference; and

WHEREAS,  aCityCouncilstaffreportdated December4, 2012 andincorporatedhereinby
reference, describedandanalyzedtheProject; and
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WHEREAS,  theCityCouncilconsideredthestaffreport, thePlanningCommission
recommendation, andallwrittenandoraltestimonysubmittedatanoticedpublichearingonDecember
4, 2012, atwhichtimeallinterestedpartieshadtheopportunitytobeheard.    

NOW, THEREFORE, BEITRESOLVED thattheforegoingrecitalsaretrueandcorrectand
madeapartofthisresolution.  

BEITFURTHERRESOLVED thattheCityCouncilfindstheProjectexemptunderthegeneral
ruleinCEQAGuidelinessection15061(b)(3) thatCEQAdoesnotapplywhereitcanbeseenwith
certaintythatthereisnopossibilityforasignificanteffectontheenvironment.  Thereisnosuch
possibilityfortheProjectsinceallpreviouslyadoptedEIRsandotherCEQAreviewsandmitigation
measures, EDSPdevelopmentpoliciesandstandards, zoninganddevelopmentreview, andall
applicablesubdivisionanddevelopmentordinances, includingpaymentofimpactfees, wouldcontinueto
applytodevelopmentprojectstoensuretheyaresupportedbyneededinfrastructureandpublicutilities. 

BEITFURTHERRESOLVED thattheCityCouncilapprovesthefollowingEasternDublin
SpecificPlanAmendmentbasedonfindingsthattheamendmentisconsistentwiththeDublinGeneral
PlanandthattheSpecificPlanassoamendedwillremaininternallyconsistent (editmarkingswillbe
removedfromtheadoptedamendments).   

A.  AmendtheSummary, Section3.9.2, FinancingGoalsandPolicies, toreadasfollows:  

3.9.2FINANCINGGOALSANDPOLICIES
TheSpecificPlanstatesthatnewdevelopmentshouldpaythefullcostofinfrastructure
neededtoservetheareaandshouldfundthecostsofmitigatingadverseimpactstothe
City'sexistinginfrastructureandservices.   

B.  Amend theSummary, Section3.9.3, Implementation, toreadasfollows:  

3.9.3IMPLEMENTATION
VariousactionsarespecifiedtocarryoutthefinancingpoliciesoftheSpecificPlan,  
includingadoptionofareaofbenefitordinances, creationofa
specialassessmentorMello-RoosDistrict, establishmentofalandscapingandlighting
districtandgeologichazardsabatementdistrict, evaluationofMarks-Roosbond
pooling, reviewingtheneedforabuilderimpactfeesystem, andcoordinatingefforts
withtheschooldistrictandCalTransonpublicimprovements.  

C.  AmendtheSummary, Section3.10.1, KeyImplementingActions, todeletethelastbullet “Preparation
ofFinancingPlans”, asfollows:  

3.10.1KEYIMPLEMENTINGACTIONS
EIRCertification
AdoptionofCEQAFindings
AmendmentoftheGeneralPlan
AdoptionoftheSpecificPlan
Prezoning
ConcludePropertyTaxExchangewiththeCounty
AnnexationoftheSpecificPlanareatotheCityofDublin
PreparationofaPlanforServices
AnnexationofSpecificPlanareaintoDSRSD
PreparationofSubareaPlannedDevelopmentPlans
FilingofTentativeMaps
SiteDevelopmentReview/DesignReview
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PreparationofPublicImprovementPlans
FilingofFinalMap
PreparationofParkImprovementPlan

D.  AmendtheSummary, Section3.10.2, OtherImplementingActions, todeletethefirstbullet “Entering
intoDevelopmentAgreements”, asfollows:  

3.10.2OTHERIMPLEMENTINGACTIONS
Inadditiontotheproceduralstepsgivenabove, thefollowingactionswillassistin
implementingtheSpecificPlan.  

AdoptionofAreaofBenefitOrdinance
AnalysisofFinancingTechniques
AnalysisofFeasibilityofMarks-RoosBondPooling
AnalysisofFeasibilityofCitywideBuilderImpactFeeSystem

E.  AmendtheSummary, Section3.10.3, AdministrationoftheSpecificPlan, toreadasfollows:  

3.10.3ADMINISTRATIONOFTHESPECIFICPLAN
ResponsibilityforadministeringtheSpecificPlanwillbeajointeffortoftheCityof
DublinanddevelopersinEasternDublin. TheCitywillreviewandapproveprojectsinthePlanningArea.  

F.  AmendSection4.4.1, LocationandDiversity, ActionProgram: LocationandDiversity, todelete
Program4D, asfollows, andrenumbersubsequentprogramsasappropriate:  

G.  AmendSection10.1, Introductiontoreadasfollows:  

10.1INTRODUCTION
Thetwoprimarypurposesofthisfinancingchapterare1) toshowhowthemajor
infrastructurecostsofneweasternDublindevelopmentwillbefinancedand2) toshowthatmeasures
havebeentakentoensurethatnewdevelopmentwillnotdrainexistingCityresources.  

H.  AmendSection10.4, GoalsandPolicies, todeletetheGoalstatementatthetopofp. 209, asfollows:  

I.  AmendPolicy10-6onp. 209toreadasfollows:  

Policy10-6: Requiredeveloperswhoproceedaheadofanyapplicable infrastructurephasingplansto
paythecostsofextendingthebackboneinfrastructuretotheirprojectsubjecttofuturereimbursement.  

rdJ.  Amendthe3 fullparagraphonp. 211toreadasfollows:  

Thegenerallyacceptedstandardisthattotalannualassessments (ad-valorempropertytaxesplusMello- 
Roosorotherassessments) shouldbelessthantwopercentofpropertyvalue.   Sinceonepercentis
alreadyaccountedforinthead-valorempropertytax, theassessmentsshouldnotexceedonepercent.  
NotethatinTable10.4alloftheresidentialandcommercialunitswouldhaveannualassessmentsequal
orbelowonepercent. Inshort, thisfinancingapproachwouldspreadthedebtburdenamongstthe
variouslanduseswithoutplacinganyundueburdenonanyonelanduse.  

K.  AmendtheActionProgram: Financing, onp. 211toremovethefirstbullet, asfollows:  
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L.  AmendthebulletedlistinSection11.1onp. 219todeletethelasttwobulletsasfollows:  

11.1SUMMARY: SPECIFICPLANIMPLEMENTATIONPROGRAM
Thefollowingshowstheapproximatesequenceofthekeyimplementingstepsthatshouldbefollowedby
theCitytoeffectivelyimplementthisSpecificPlan.  

CertifytheEasternDublinSpecificPlanProgramEnvironmentalImpactReport
AdoptfindingsasrequiredbytheCaliforniaEnvironmentalQualityAct (CEQA)  
AmendtheGeneralPlan
AdopttheSpecificPlan
AdoptprezoningfortheSpecificPlanarea
ConcludepropertytaxexchangeagreementwiththeCounty
AnnexcurrentlyunincorporatedSpecificPlanareasintotheCityandDSRSDservice

area
PrepareaPlanforServices
AdoptdevelopmentreviewproceduresforprojectsintheSpecificPlanarea
AdoptSubareaPlannedDevelopmentPlans
ApproveMasterGrading, UtilityandDrainagePlans
ReviewandapproveindividualTentativeSubdivisionmaps
AdoptPublicImprovementPlans

M.  AmendSection11.2.7, secondparagraph, toreadasfollows:  

PlannedDevelopmentPlans" shallbepreparedingreaterdetailthantheSpecificPlan, inkeepingwith
zoningordinancerequirements. Theplanshallshowthelocationand
arrangementofallproposeduses, specifythecirculationsystem, defineparcels, refinethedesign
standards, specifytheinfrastructurerequirements, reflecttheapplicablemitigationmeasuresoftheFinal
EIR, includemasterneighborhoodlandscapeplans, andnoteneighborhoodparklocation. Planned
Developmentplansshallalsoincludeawrittenstatementwhichdiscussesaffordablehousingandany
othersuchmaterialorinformationrequiredbytheEasternDublinSpecificPlan, theDublinGeneralPlan,  
and/orneededforthetypeofdevelopmentproposed. ActionprogramswithintheSpecificPlanprovide
specificrequirements.  

N.  Amend 11.2.10, PublicImprovementPlans, toreadasfollows:  

11.2.10PUBLICIMPROVEMENTPLANS
Theon-siteandoff-sitepublicimprovementsnecessarytoservetheeasternDublinplanningareaneed
tobespecificallyde- signed. TheapplicantsshouldprepareforCityreviewandapprovalPublic
ImprovementPlans, consistingofdetailedengineeringdesignsanddocumentsforallutilitiesnecessary
todevelopthelandusesidentifiedintheSpecificPlan.      
O.  DeleteSection11.2.13, FinancingPlans, asfollows, andrenumbersubsequentsectionsas
appropriate:  

P.  AmendTable11.2, ResponsibilitiesforKeyImplementingActions, todeletethelastlinereferencing
FinancingPlans”, asfollows:   

RESPONSIBILITIESFORKEYIMPLEMENTINGACTIONS
KeyImplementingActions ResponsibilityforDocumentPreparation Adoptionby
EIRCertification City City
CEQAFindings City City
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GeneralPlanAmendments City City
SpecificPlanAdoption City City
Prezoning City City
Annexation City/DSRSD City
SubareaPlans Developers City
TentativeMap Developers City
SiteDevelopment/DesignReview City City
PublicImprovementPlans Developers City
FinalSubdivisionMap Developers City
ParkImprovementPlans City City

Q.  DeleteSection11.3.1, DevelopmentAgreements, asfollowsandrenumbersubsequentsections, as
appropriate:  

R.  AmendTable11-3, ResponsibilitiesforOtherImplementingActions, asfollows:  

Table11-3
RESPONSIBILITIESFOROTHERIMPLEMENTINGACTIONS

Responsibility
ForDocument

OtherImplementingActions Preparation Adoptionby
IndividualDevelopmentAgreement City City
AreaofBenefitOrdinance City City
SpecialAssessmentDistrictorMello-RoosCFD Developers City
LandscapingandLightingDistrict Developers City
GeologicalHazardsAbatementDistrict Developers City
Marks-RoosBondPooling City City
CitywideBuilderImpactFeeSystem Developers City

S.  AmendSection11.4.1, ResponsibilitiesforAdministrationoftheSpecificPlan, toreadasfollows:  

11.4.1RESPONSIBILITIESFORADMINISTRATIONOFTHESPECIFICPLAN
AdministrationoftheEasternDublinSpecificPlanwillbeajointeffortoftheCityofDublinand
developersinEasternDublin .  

T.  AmendActionProgram: LocationandDiversity, onp. A5-2todeleteProgram4D, asfollows, and
renumbersubsequentprogramsasappropriate:  

U.  AmendAppendix5todeletethesecondGoalstatementonp. A5-33asfollows:  

V.  AmendPolicy10-6onp. A5-34toreadasfollows:  

Policy10-6: Requiredeveloperswhoproceedaheadofanyapplicable infrastructurephasingplansto
paythecostsofextendingthebackboneinfrastructuretotheirprojectsubjecttofuturereimbursement.  

W.  AmendActionProgram: Financing, onp. A%-34toremovethefirstbullet, asfollows:  
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X.  MakenecessaryconformingamendmentstotheEDSPforconsistencywiththeaboveamendments,  
includingrevisionstothetableofcontents, renumberingorreletteringprovisions, asappropriate.    

BEITFURTHERRESOLVED thatthisresolutionshallbecomeeffectivethirty (30) daysafterpassage.  

thPASSED, APPROVED, ANDADOPTED this4 dayofDecember, 2012bythefollowingvote:  

AYES:  

NOES:  

ABSENT:  

ABSTAIN:  

Mayor

ATTEST:   

CityClerk
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RESOLUTION12-41

ARESOLUTIONOFTHEPLANNINGCOMMISSION
OFTHECITYOFDUBLIN

RECOMMENDINGTHATTHECITYCOUNCILAMENDTHEEASTERNDUBLINSPECIFIC
PLANTOELIMINATETHEREQUIREMENTFORDEVELOPMENTAGREEMENTSAND
RELATEDFINANCINGPLANSANDINFRASTRUCTURESEQUENCINGPROGRAMS

WHEREAS,  thespecificplanamendmentwillremovedevelopmentagreements, and
relatedfinancingplansandinfrastructuresequencingprograms, fromtheEasternDublin
SpecificPlan (EDSP) implementationrequirements (hereafter, “Project”).  Alldevelopmentinthe
EasternDublinSpecificPlanareawillcontinuetobesubjecttopreviouslyadoptedEIRsand
otherCEQAreviewsandmitigation measures, EDSPdevelopmentpoliciesandstandards,  
zoninganddevelopmentreview, andallapplicablesubdivisionanddevelopmentordinances;  
and

WHEREAS, originallyintendedtoensurethatinfrastructurewouldbeguaranteedas
developmentproceededinEasternDublin, therequirementfordevelopmentagreementsisno
longerneededforthatpurposeandalsoconstrainstheCity’sabilitytonegotiatevoluntary
agreementsthatprovidecertaintytodevelopersinexchangeforcommunitybenefits; and

WHEREAS,  a PlanningCommissionStaffReport, dated November13, 2012 and
incorporatedhereinbyreference, describedandanalyzedtheProject; and

WHEREAS,  thePlanningCommissionconsideredtheStaffReportandallwrittenand
oraltestimonysubmittedatanoticedpublichearingonNovember13, 2012, atwhich timeall
interestedpartieshadtheopportunitytobeheard.   

NOW, THEREFORE, BEITRESOLVED thattheforegoingrecitalsaretrueandcorrect
andmadeapartofthisresolution.   

BEITFURTHERRESOLVEDthatthePlanningCommissionrecommendsthattheCity
CouncilfindtheProjectexemptunderthegeneralruleinCaliforniaEnvironmentalQualityAct
CEQA) Guidelinessection15061(b)(3) thatCEQAdoesnotapplywhereitcanbeseenwith

certaintythatthereisnopossibilityforasignificanteffectontheenvironment.  Thereisnosuch
possibilityfortheProjectsinceallpreviouslyadoptedEIRsandotherCEQAreviewsand
mitigationmeasures, EDSPdevelopmentpoliciesandstandards, zoninganddevelopment
review, andallapplicablesubdivisionanddevelopmentordinances, includingpaymentofimpact
fees, wouldcontinuetoapplytodevelopmentprojectstoensuretheyaresupportedbyneeded
infrastructureandpublicutilities.  

BEITFURTHERRESOLVED thatthePlanningCommissionrecommendsthattheCity
CounciladopttheresolutionattachedasExhibitAandincorporatedhereinbyreference.  
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thPASSED, APPROVEDANDADOPTEDthis13 dayofNovember, 2012bythefollowingvote: 

AYES: Wehrenberg, Schaub, Brown

NOES:    

ABSENT: O’Keefe, Bhuthimethee

ABSTAIN:   

PlanningCommissionChair
ATTEST:  

AssistantCommunityDevelopmentDirector

G:\PA#\2012\EDSPA DAPC11.13.12\pcresorecommendingedspamendmenttoeliminatedarequirement.doc
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PlanningCommissionMinutes
Tuesday, November13, 2012

CALLTOORDER/ROLLCALL

Tuesday, NovemberAregularmeetingoftheCityofDublinPlanningCommissionwasheldon
13, 2012 intheCityCouncilChamberslocatedat100CivicPlaza.  ChairWehrenberg called
themeetingtoorderat7:00:24PM

Present: ChairWehrenberg; CommissionersSchauband Brown; JeffBaker, Assistant
CommunityDevelopmentDirector; KitFaubion, AssistantCityAttorney; KristiBascom, Principal
Planner; LindaSmith, EconomicDevelopmentDirector; andDebraLeClair, Recording
Secretary.  

Absent:  ViceChairO’KeefeandCm. Bhuthimethee

ADDITIONSORREVISIONSTOTHEAGENDANONE

MINUTESOFPREVIOUSMEETINGS –  ViceChairO’Keefeand Cm. Bhuthimethee were
absentfromthemeetingandCm. SchaubwasabsentfromtheOctober9, 2012meeting,  
therefore, theminutesoftheOctober9, 2012meeting werenotapprovedastherewasno
quorum.    

OnamotionbyCm. BrownandsecondedChairWehrenbergtheminutesfromtheOctober30,  
2012StudySessionwereapprovedaswritten.  

ORALCOMMUNICATIONS NONE

CONSENTCALENDAR NONE

WRITTENCOMMUNICATIONSNONE

PUBLICHEARINGS –  

8.1 PLPA2011-00003 – MollerRanch Braddock & LoganServices, Inc.) GeneralPlanand
EasternDublinSpecificPlanAmendments, PlannedDevelopmentrezonewithrelatedStage1
andStage2DevelopmentPlan, VestingTentativeTract8102, aDevelopmentAgreementanda
SupplementalEnvironmentalImpactReport.  

JeffBaker, AssistantCommunityDevelopmentDirector, brieflydiscussedtheprojectand
recommendedthatthePlanningCommissioncontinuetheitemtoadateuncertaininorderto
finishtheresponsetocommentsontheSupplementalEIR.  

ChairWehrenbergopenedthepublichearingandhavingnospeakers, closedthepublic
hearing.  

Onavoteof3-0-2, withViceChairO’KeefeandCm. Bhuthimetheebeingabsent, thePlanning
Commissionvotedtocontinuetheitemtoadateuncertain.  
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8.2PLPA-2012-00060CommunityBenefitAgreementandDevelopmentAgreementfor
theKingsmillGroup Mixed-UseRetail/ResidentialprojectattheformerCrownChevroletsitein
DowntownDublin.  

LindaSmith, EconomicDevelopmentDirector, presentedtheprojectasoutlinedintheStaff
Report.  

Cm. Brownaskedaboutincomequalificationsoftheapplicantsfor theaffordablehousing
portionoftheproject.  

Ms. Smithansweredthatshedidnothaveincomelevelinformationbutstatedtheprojectwould
primarilyservespecialneedsveterans, aswellasthoseveteranseligibleforhousingvouchers
throughtheAlamedaCountyHousingAuthority.  

Cm. Brownaskedifthe76affordablehousingunitswillcontinueto beaffordablehousing
restrictedtoveterans.  

Ms. Smithrespondedthatthereisatypical55yeardeedrestrictionontheaffordableunits.  She
addedthattheprojectwillbeprimarilymarketedtospecialneedsveterans andveterans and
their families.  Shestatedthattheywillalsoensuretherewillbeasupplyofmulti-bedroom
apartmentsforveteranswithfamilies, notonlythoseveteransintransition.  

Cm. SchaubaskedhowmanyunitsareplannedfortheDublinBlvdsideoftheproject.  

Ms. Smithanswered, thereare314unitsplanned.  

Cm. Schaubasked, withthistypeofdevelopmentagreement, wouldafuturePlanning
Commissionbeabletoreducethenumberofunitsintheprojectiftheyfeltitwastoodensefor
DublinBlvdorwouldtheybeboundbythenumberofunitsmentionedintheagreement.  He
wasconcernedwiththenumberofunitsinanearbyprojectandaskedwhattheunitcountwas
forthatproject.   

Ms. SmithansweredtheEssexprojecthas309unitson3.8acres.  

Cm. SchaubwasconcernedwithbuildingunitsclosetoDublinBlvdandaskedifafuture
PlanningCommissioncouldreducethenumberofunitsintheprojectorwouldthedevelopment
agreementlockinthenumberofunits.  

Mr. Bakeransweredthattheunitcountwouldbeallocatedtothedeveloperbutthedesignofthe
buildingwouldnot.  HecomparedthisprojecttotheEssexprojectwhichis3.8acreswith309
units; thisprojectis314unitson5acres, whichisalargersite.  

Cm. Schaubfeltthedesigncouldbesteppedbacktokeeptheunitsbackfromthestreet.  

Mr. BakerreferredtoCm. Brown’squestionregardingincomerequirementsfortheaffordable
units; Section6.2.2oftheagreementstates “…restrictstheuseofParcelBtotheprovisionof
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affordablehousingforlow-incomehouseholdswhoseincomesdonotexceedeightypercent
80%) oftheareamedianincomeasadjustedforactualhouseholdsize…”   

Cm. Schaubfeltthatitmaybehardertorenttoveteransinthefuture, buttheunitscouldbe
offeredtootherlow-incomeresidentswhoarenotveterans.  

Ms. Smithagreedandstatedthatwhiletheprojectwillbemarketedtoveterans, thegoalwould
betoensurethattheunitsareoccupiedwithlow-incomeresidents.    

ChairWehrenbergopenedthepublichearing.  

WoodieCarp, SeniorProjectDeveloper, EdenHousing, spokeinfavoroftheproject.  Hestated
thatEdenhousingwasaskedtoparticipateintheprojectandwashappyto.  Hestatedthatthe
projectwillprimarilyserveveteransandthefamiliesofveteransasarentalproject.  Theproject
willberestrictedtoresidentswithincomeatorbelow80% AreaMedianIncome (AMI) butstated
thatEDENHousingtargetspopulationswithincomeswhicharemuchlowerandcouldbebelow
50% AMI, withsomeunitsaslowas30% ofAMI.  Hestatedthatthespecificfundingprogram
beingrequestedwouldbetoserveaspecialneedspopulation, whichinthissituationwouldbe
disabledveterans.  Thespecificprogramrequiresthatatleast50% ofthetotalunitsberentedto
thespecialneedspopulation.  Theunitsmayberentedtoveteransandtheirfamiliesbutwill
alsobeofferedtolow-incomehouseholds.  

ChairWehrenbergaskediftheywouldbeofferinganyotherservicestotheveteransotherthan
housing.   

Mr. Carpansweredno; EdenhasexecutedaMemorandumofUnderstanding (MOU) with
SentinelsofFreedom, anorganizationthatworkswithdisabledveteransforon-siteservices.    

ChairWehrenbergaskediftheprojectwouldbestrictlyhousingwith nogrouproomsfor
meetingsorfortheresident’suse.  

Mr. Carprespondedthatalltheirprojectsaredesignedtoincludeaservicesofficeaswellasa
counselingofficethatwouldbeavailablefortheSentinelsofFreedomorotherserviceproviders
toutilize.  Hestatedthereisalsoacommunityroomfortheresidentstouseforotherprograms
aswellasprogramsprovidedbyEden.  Hestatedthatthroughthetaxcreditprogram, Edenis
requiredtoprovideservicesfortheresidents.  

Ms. SmithaddedthattheprojectislocatedacrossfromtheChabot/LasPositasCollegesitethat
hasdoneworkwithreturningveterans.  ShestatedStaffhas startedinitialdiscussionswith
Chabot/LasPositasCollegeregardinghowthecollegecansupporttheproject.  

Cm. Brownaskedhowmobility/accessibilityissueswillbedealtwithintheproject.     

Mr. Carpansweredthattheconceptwillbea4-storystructurewithanelevatorandanadjacent
4-storygaragestructurethatwillbeaccessiblefromeverylevel.  Everyunitwillbebuiltsothatit
canbeconvertedtoafullyaccessibleunitandtherewillbefullyequipped, ADAaccessibleunits
perthecode.  HestatedEdenwilldeterminehowmanyadditionalaccessibleunitswillbebuilt
inordertomeettheneedsofthepopulation.  
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Cm. Schaubfelttheproject waslocatedinanidealareawhichisclosetoamenitiesand
transportation.  Heaskedifactiveservicemembersandtheirfamilieswouldalsobeeligiblefor
thisprojectandgivenpriority.    

Mr. Carpansweredyes; itisbeingevaluatedandEdenwillworkcloselywiththeFairHousing
Attorneytoensurecompliance withallfairhousingrulesandregulations.  Ifpossible, Eden
wouldconsiderapriorityforfamiliesofveteransandfamiliesofactiveservicemembers, but
statedthataminimumof50% oftheunitswouldhavetobereserved forthespecialneeds
population.  

ChairWehrenbergclosedthepublichearing.  

ChairWehrenbergagreedthattheprojectisinaperfectlocation, andstatedsheisinsupportof
theproject.  

Cm. BrownfeltthiswasthefirstCommunityBenefitAgreementintheDowntownDublinSpecific
Plan (DDSP).    

Ms. SmithstatedthisprojectisthefirstagreementundertheadoptedDDSP.  

Cm. Brownfeltthisisagoodmodelandisinsupportoftheproject.  

OnamotionbyCm. SchaubandsecondedbyCm. Brown, onavoteof3-0-2, withViceChair
O’KeefeandCm. Bhuthimetheeabsent, thePlanningCommissionadopted:  

RESOLUTIONNO. 12-39

ARESOLUTIONOFTHEPLANNINGCOMMISSION
OFTHECITYOFDUBLIN

RECOMMENDINGTHATTHECITYCOUNCILADOPT
ANORDINANCEAPPROVINGACOMMUNITYBENEFIT/DEVELOPMENTAGREEMENT

BETWEENTHECITYOFDUBLINANDDIAMONDHEIGHTSINVESTMENTSIV, LLC. FORA
MIXED-USERETAIL/RESIDENTIALPROJECT

8.3PLPA-2012-00061CommercialCorridorDesignGuidelines. Creationofdesign
guidelinesforcommercialandindustrialproperties, amendmentstotheZoningOrdinance
Chapter8.33andChapter8.104), andanamendmenttotheZoningMapforthepurposesof

projectimplementation.  

KristiBascom, PrincipalPlanner, presentedtheprojectasoutlinedintheStaffReport.  

ChairWehrenbergopenedthepublichearingandhavingnospeakers, closedthepublic
hearing.  

ThePlanningCommissionwasinsupportoftheprojectandtherevisionsmadeatthePlanning
CommissionStudySessiononOctober30, 2012.  
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OnamotionbyCm. BrownandsecondedbyCm. Schaub, onavoteof3-0-2withViceChair
O’KeefeandCm. Bhuthimetheeabsent, thePlanningCommissionadopted:  

RESOLUTIONNO. 12 - 40

ARESOLUTIONOFTHEPLANNINGCOMMISSION
OFTHECITYOFDUBLIN

RECOMMENDINGCITYCOUNCILAPPROVALOFTHECOMMERCIALCORRIDOR
DESIGNGUIDELINESANDRECOMMENDINGTHATTHECITYCOUNCILADOPTAN
ORDINANCEADDINGCHAPTER8.33TOTHEDUBLINMUNICIPALCODE (ZONING
ORDINANCE) ESTABLISHINGTHECOMMERCIALCORRIDOROVERLAYZONING
DISTRICTANDAMENDINGSECTION8.104.040RELATINGTOTHECOMMERCIAL

CORRIDOROVERLAYZONINGDISTRCTSITEDEVELOPMENTREVIEWANDAMENDING
THEZONINGMAPTOADDANOVERLAYZONINGDISTRICTDESIGNATIONTOTHE

COMMERCIALCORRIDORAREA

8.4EasternDublinSpecificPlanAmendment toEliminatetheRequirementfor
DevelopmentAgreementsandrelatedFinancingPlansandInfrastructureSequencing
Programs.  

KitFaubion, AssistantCityAttorney, presentedtheprojectasoutlinedintheStaffReport.  

ThePlanningCommissionwasinsupportoftheproject.  

ChairWehrenbergopenedthepublichearingandhavingnospeakers, closedthepublic
hearing.  

OnamotionbyCm. SchaubandsecondedbyCm. Brown, onavoteof3-0-2, withViceChair
O’KeefeandCm. Bhuthimetheeabsent, thePlanningCommissionadopted:  

RESOLUTION12 - 41

ARESOLUTIONOFTHEPLANNINGCOMMISSION
OFTHECITYOFDUBLIN

RECOMMENDINGTHATTHECITYCOUNCILAMENDTHEEASTERNDUBLINSPECIFIC
PLANTOELIMINATETHEREQUIREMENTFORDEVELOPMENTAGREEMENTSAND
RELATEDFINANCINGPLANSANDINFRASTRUCTURESEQUENCINGPROGRAMS

NEWORUNFINISHEDBUSINESS – NONE

OTHERBUSINESS - NONE
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BriefINFORMATIONONLY10.1 reportsfromthePlanningCommissionand/orStaff,  
includingCommitteeReportsandReportsbythePlanningCommissionrelatedto
meetingsattendedatCityExpense (AB1234).  

10.2 Mr. BakermentionedtherewillbeaStudySessionregardingtheEconomicDevelopment
ElementoftheGeneralPlanscheduledforTuesday, December11, 2012at6:00pm.    

10.3 Mr. BakerdiscussedtheupcomingagendasforfuturePlanningCommissionmeetings.  
10.4 ChairWehrenbergmentionedthattheDowntownRegionalSignAppealwillbeheardat

ththeNovember20 CityCouncilmeeting.  Mr. Bakeragreed.  

ADJOURNMENT Themeetingwasadjournedat7:34:05PM

Respectfullysubmitted,  

DoreenWehrenberg
PlanningCommissionChair

ATTEST:  

JeffBaker
AssistantCommunityDevelopmentDirector

G:\MINUTES\2012\PLANNINGCOMMISSION\11.13.12DRAFTPCMINUTES.docx
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COMMUNITY BENEFIT PAYMENTS SUMMARY

BY DEVELOPERS:

Received From For FY 08-09 FY 09-10 FY 10-11 FY 11-12 FY 12-13 FY 13-14 FY 14-15 FY 15-16 Grand Total
ACSPA DA Extension 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 700,000
BJP ROF - JORDAN RANCH Jordan Ranch 2,280,000 280,000 2,180,000 1,180,000 80,000 6,000,000
BRADDOCK AND LOGAN Positano 117,450 265,100 107,382 355,704 151,007 996,643
DR HORTON BAY Positano 110,738 191,275 114,094 268,456 332,214 33,557 1,050,334
DR WALLIS LLC DA Extension 1,000,000 1,000,000
GTIS HOV Positano 57,047 114,094 171,141
K HOVNANIAN HOMES Positano 60,403 93,960 161,074 137,584 3,356 456,375
KB HOMES Positano 127,517 43,624 359,060 197,986 728,187
LENNAR HOMES Brannigan 50,000 50,000

Fallon Sports Park 1,800,000 1,800,000
REGENT LAND DA Extension 100,000 100,000
SCHAEFER RANCH Endowment for maint 

& operation of Dublin 
Heritage Park

500,000 500,000

Historic Park 750,000 750,000
TOLL BROTHER Historic Park 750,000 750,000
WESTERN PACIFIC HOUSING Positano 33,557 33,557
PULTE HOMES Heritage Park 324,000 324,000

Grand Total 1,217,450 736,912 2,796,107 1,107,851 4,154,160 2,108,858 2,964,899 324,000 15,410,237

BY PROJECT:

For FY 08-09 FY 09-10 FY 10-11 FY 11-12 FY 12-13 FY 13-14 FY 14-15 FY 15-16 Grand Total Applied 
Units

Brannigan 50,000 50,000
DA Extension 1,100,000 200,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000 1,800,000
Endowment for maint 
& operation of Dublin 
Heritage Park

500,000 500,000

Fallon Sports Park 1,800,000 1,800,000
Historic Park 750,000 750,000 1,500,000
Jordan Ranch 2,280,000 280,000 2,180,000 1,180,000 80,000 6,000,000
Positano 117,450 536,912 416,107 677,851 624,160 828,858 234,899 3,436,237 1,024      
Heritage Park 324,000 324,000 54           
Grand Total 1,217,450 736,912 2,796,107 1,107,851 4,154,160 2,108,858 2,964,899 324,000 15,410,237
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 
File #400-20/410-30/420-30/450-30  

 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Schaefer Ranch General Plan Amendment, Planned Development Rezone with 
related Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development Plan, Site Development Review, 
Vesting Tentative Map 8136 to Create 19 Single-Family Lots, and a CEQA 
Addendum (PLPA 2012-00013) 
Prepared by Mike Porto, Consulting Planner 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 

The City Council will consider an application by Schaefer Ranch Holdings LLC (Discovery 
Builders) for a General Plan Amendment and Planned Development Zoning with a Stage 1 
and Stage 2 Development Plan to change the land use designation and zoning of 17.30 acres 
designated as Estate Residential and originally approved for six residential estate lots and 
common areas, to 7.04 acres designated as Single-Family Residential for 19 single-family 
detached homes and 10.26 acres designated as Open Space. This proposal results in a 
net increase of 13 homes to a total of 419 homes, which is below the 474 homes originally 
anticipated within the Schaefer Ranch project. The application also includes a Site 
Development Review Permit and Vesting Tentative Map for the proposed homes on the 19 
lots. A CEQA Addendum was prepared for this project described above and for a 1.14 acre 
area at the end of Ridgeline Place contemplated for a future General Plan Amendment. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
All costs associated with this project will be borne by the Applicant. The developer will 
donate $250,000 towards the operation and maintenance of the Dublin Heritage Park and 
Museums upon the City Council’s approval of this project as previously agreed to when the 
Schaefer Ranch Park Improvement agreement was amended. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council conduct the public hearing, deliberate, and adopt the 
Resolution Adopting a CEQA Addendum and a Statement of Overriding Considerations for 
the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 and a portion of Unit 1 Project; adopt the Resolution Approving a 
General Plan Amendment for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project; waive the reading and 
INTRODUCE an Ordinance Rezoning the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project site to PD-Planned 
Development and approving a related Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development Plan; and adopt 
the Resolution Approving a Site Development Review Permit and Vesting Tentative 
Subdivision Tract Map 8136 for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project. 
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  Submitted By   Reviewed By 
 Community Development Director  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 
The Project Site is located within Schaefer Ranch which is an area of approximately 500 
acres located generally at the westerly city limits north of the Interstate 580 freeway (1-580) 
and south of an unincorporated area of Alameda County, near the intersection of Schaefer 
Ranch Road and the westerly extension of Dublin Boulevard. 
 
The Schaefer Ranch project area was annexed to the City and approved for development 
in 1996. The original approvals anticipated 474 single-family homes in four neighborhoods. 
The Schaefer Ranch project currently includes 406 lots. Significant portions of the Schaefer 
Ranch development have since been constructed and much of the surrounding hillside open 
space areas have been dedicated to the East Bay Regional Parks District or placed in 
permanent conservation easements. The remaining undeveloped areas of Schaefer Ranch 
include Unit 2, the 140 lot subdivision located south of Dublin Boulevard, of which 91 are 
completed and 49 are yet to be completed, and the six existing undeveloped large estate 
lots that comprise Unit 3 that are located at the western terminus of Dublin Boulevard. This 
Staff Report addresses a development proposal for Unit 3 along with the environmental 
analysis to add one additional lot in Unit 1 at the end of Ridgeline Court. However, no 
development entitlements are proposed for the additional lot on Ridgeline Court at this time. 
 

 

 
 

VICINITY MAP 
 
 
 

The applicant is currently requesting approval of the following entitlements. Please refer 
to Attachment 1 for a complete discussion of the proposed project and refer to 
Attachment 2 for the Applicant's submittal package. 



 

 Page 3 of 5 

• General Plan Amendment- To change 17.30 acres from Estate Residential 
(0.01-0.8 units per acre) to 7.04 acres of Single-Family Residential (0.9 to 6 units 
per acre) and10.26 acres of Open Space. 

 
 

• Planned Development Rezone- Planned Development Rezone with related Stage 1 
and Stage 2 Development Plan. 

 
• Site Development Review- To construct a 19 single-family detached residential 

homes. 
 
 

• Vesting Tentative Map - To allow the subdivision of 19 residential lots with the 
remainder as private access and Open Space. 

 
•  CEQA Addendum- To evaluate the environmental effects of the proposed Land 

Use change from Estate Residential to Single Family Residential and Open Space 
for 17.30 acres on Schaefer Way and for a 1.14 acre area at the end of Ridgeline 
Place contemplated for a future General Plan Amendment. 

 
Discovery Builders has provided a number of community benefits associated with the Schaefer 
Ranch project. Discovery Builders built the School of Imagination ($1,550,000), the East Bay 
Regional Park Staging Area and trail system ($400,000), Schaefer Ranch Community Park 
($3,100,000), and contributed funds toward the construction of the Dublin Heritage Park and 
Museums ($1,500,000).  
 
Discovery Builders entered into a Park Improvement Agreement which obligated them to 
construct Schaefer Ranch Park within a specified schedule. In 2011, the Developer requested 
an amendment to the agreement giving them additional time to complete the improvements. In 
exchange for this time extension, the Developer agreed to make a $750,000 donation, in two 
payments, to partially fund the operation and maintenance of the Heritage Park and Museums. 
A $500,000 donation was received by the City in September 2012. The remaining $250,000 
donation will be made subsequent to approval by the City Council of the requested entitlements 
for the 19 lot subdivision in Unit 3 of Schaefer Ranch (Attachment 3). 
 
Discovery Builders has satisfied their inclusionary housing requirements for their existing 
entitled project, including the six existing estate residential lots in Unit 3, by way of in-lieu fee 
payments and the construction of affordable units. The proposed re-subdivision of the six 
lots will result in 13 additional lots. Section 8.68.030 of the City of Dublin Zoning Ordinance 
requires all new residential development projects of 20 units or more to construct affordable 
units. Therefore, the proposed project is exempt from the Inclusionary Zoning 
Requirements. 
 
Tonight, the City Council will consider the proposed General Plan Amendment, Planned 
Development Zoning, Site Development Review Permit, and Vesting Tentative Map for the 
proposed 19 unit project located within Unit 3, and environmental clearance for one 
additional lot within Unit 1 of Schaefer Ranch. The Resolutions and Ordinance related to 
the proposed project entitlements are included as Attachments 4-7 of this Staff Report. 
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PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION: 
 
The Planning Commission considered the proposed project at its meeting on October 27, 
2015. Written public comments received after the Planning Commission Agenda was 
published are included as Attachment 8. The Planning Commission recommended, by a 3-0-
2 vote (2 Planning Commissioners were absent), that the City Council not approve the project. 
The Planning Commission Resolution and draft meeting minutes are included (Attachments 9 
and 10). 
 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: 
 
An Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the provisions of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), CEQA Guidelines, and City of Dublin Environmental 
Guidelines. The Initial Study assesses the potential environmental impacts of implementing 
the proposed project beyond the impacts identified in the 1996 Schaefer Ranch EIR. 

 
The proposed project is a modification of a project already approved by the City for the 
Schaefer Ranch project. The impacts of the Schaefer Ranch project were analyzed in an 
Environmental Impact Report that was certified by the City in 1996 (Schaefer Ranch 
Project/General Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse No. 
95033070 (the "Schaefer Ranch EIR" or "1996 EIR"). The EIR assumed 474 dwelling units, 
including the six-lot Estate Residential development area. The Initial Study identified no 
additional impacts from the proposed project, primarily because the project is within the 
previous assumed density and also within the assumed development area. On the basis of 
the Initial Study, the City prepared a CEQA addendum in accordance with CEQA Guidelines 
section 15162/3 and 15164. 
 
In 2008, the City approved an Addendum to the 1996 EIR for properties in Unit 2 of the 
Schaefer Ranch project that included a General Plan Amendment, Planned Development 
Rezone with related Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan, a Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, 
and a Development Agreement to eliminate a 5.69-acre retail commercial site on the 
southwest corner of Dublin Boulevard and Schaefer Ranch Road, 12 estate lots, and 24 
single-family lots on the south side of Dublin Boulevard and generally west of the retail 
commercial site. These uses were replaced with up to 140 single-family detached lots. The 
2008 Addendum was approved by Dublin City Council Resolution No. 203-08 on November 4, 
2008. The 2008 Addendum did not affect land uses on the current project site. 

 
A Resolution recommending that the City Council adopt a CEQA Addendum is included as 
Attachment 7 with the Initial Study and Addendum attached as included as Exhibits A and B, 
respectively. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 
In accordance with State law, a public notice was mailed to all property owners and 
occupants within 300 feet of the proposed project as well as the entirety of Schaefer Ranch 
and California Highlands to advertise the project and the upcoming public hearing. A public 
notice also was published in the T r i - Valley Times and posted at several locations 
throughout the City. A copy of this Staff Report has been provided to the Applicant. 
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ATTACHMENTS: 1. Planning  Commission Staff  Report (without   attachments) 
October 13, 2015 

 2. Applicant's submittal package dated September 25, 2015 
 3. Letter from Discovery Builders dated December 2, 2015 
 4. Resolution approving a General Plan Amendment for the 

Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project 
 5. Ordinance rezoning the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project site to PD- 

Planned Development and approving a related Stage 1 and 
Stage 2 Development Plan 

 6. Resolution approving a Site Development Review Permit and 
Vesting Tentative Map 8136 for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project 

 7. Resolution adopting a CEQA Addendum and a Related Statement 
of Overriding Considerations for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 and a 
portion of Unit 1 Project with the Initial Study and Addendum 
attached as included as Exhibits A and B, respectively 

 8. Written comments to the Planning Commission 
 9. Planning Commission Resolution 15-13 
 10. Draft Planning Commission meeting minutes dated October 27, 

2015 
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SCHAEFER RANCH  

Appli a t’s su ittal pa kage dated Septe er 5, 5 

http://citydocs.ci.dublin.ca.us/WebLink8/DocView.aspx?id=564155&dbid=0 
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RESOLUTION NO.     XX - 15 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

* * * * * * * * * 
APPROVING A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT FOR THE 

SCHAEFER RANCH UNIT 3 PROJECT 
PLPA-2012-00013 

 
WHEREAS, the Applicant, Schaefer Ranch Holdings LLC (Discovery Builders), proposes  

a General Plan and Amendment to change the land use designation on the 17.30 acre site from 
Estate Residential (0.01 to 0.8 units) to 7.04 acres of Single-Family Residential (0.9-6.0 
units/acre) and 10.26 acres of Open Space; and 

 
WHEREAS, the application also includes consistent PD-Planned Development rezoning 

with Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development Plan, Site Development Review, and Vesting Tentative 
Map 8136 to allow development of 19 single-family detached homes. The proposed 
development applications are collectively known as the “Project”; and   

 
WHEREAS, the Project site is located in the Western Extended Planning Area at the 

westerly terminus of Dublin Boulevard, north of Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch 
Road; and 

 
WHEREAS, consistent with California Government Code Section 65352.3, the City 

obtained a contact list of local Native American tribes from the Native American Heritage 
Commission and notified the tribes on the contact list of the opportunity to consult with the City 
on the proposed General Plan and Specific Plan amendments.  None of the contacted tribes 
requested a consultation within the 90-day statutory consultation period and no further action is 
required under section 65352.3; and 
 

WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), together with the State 
guidelines and City environmental regulations, require that certain projects be reviewed for 
environmental impacts and that environmental documents be prepared.  To comply with CEQA, 
the City prepared an Addendum to the environmental impact report that was certified by the City 
in 1996 (Schaefer Ranch Project/General Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Report, State 
Clearinghouse No. 95033070 (the “Schaefer Ranch EIR” or “1996 EIR”); and 

 
WHEREAS, on October 27, 2015, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution 15-13 

(incorporated herein by reference) recommending that the City Council not approve the General 
Plan Amendment for the Project; and 

 
WHEREAS, on _________, 2015 the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing 

on the Project, including the proposed General Plan amendment, at which time all interested 
parties had the opportunity to be heard; and 

 
WHEREAS, a Staff Report dated _______, 2015 and incorporated herein by reference  

described and analyzed the project and related CEQA Addendum for the City Council and 
recommended approval of the General Plan amendment for the Project; and 
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WHEREAS, following the public hearing, the City Council approved Resolution XX-15 
approving the proposed CEQA Addendum, which resolution is incorporated herein by reference; 
and  
 

WHEREAS, the City Council did hear and use their independent judgment and 
considered the CEQA Addendum and prior CEQA documents, and all said reports, 
recommendations, and testimony hereinabove set forth prior to taking any action on the project. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the foregoing recitals are true and correct 
and made a part of this resolution. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby approves the following 
amendment to the General Plan based on findings that the amendments are in the public 
interest and that the General Plan as so amended will remain internally consistent, (strikeout 
and bold text will not be shown in the General Plan). 
 
A. Amend the Land Use Map (Figure 1-1) of the General Plan as shown below for Schaefer 
Ranch:  
 

 
 

 
B.  Amend the second paragraph of Section 2.4 to read as follows: 

Approximately 485 acres lie east of the Urban Limit Line of which 375 acres are Open 

Space. The remainder of the Western Extended Planning Area is comprised of the 

Schaefer Ranch residential development which has been approved for up to 419 

residential units with an estimated population of 1,131 persons.  Table 2.3 sets forth the 

development potential of the Western Extended Planning Area. 
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C. Amend Table 2.3 as shown below.  
 

Table 2.3 - Land Use Development Potential:  Western Extended Planning Area 

CLASSIFICATION ACRES INTENSITY UNITS1
 FACTOR YIELD1

 

RESIDENTIAL Acres Dwelling 
Units/Acre 

Dwelling Units Persons/ 
Dwelling Unit 

Population 

Rural Residential/ 
Agriculture 

2,647 .0 1 unit/100 acres 26 2 .7 70 

Estate Residential 20.2 0 .01-0 .8 0-16 2 .7 0-43 

Single-Family 
Residential 

73.64 0 .9-6 .0 66-442 2 .7 178-1,193 

TOTAL: 2,740.84  92-458  248-1,236 
 

PARKS AND 
PUBLIC 
RECREATION 

Acres  Number   

Neighborhood Park 10 .4  1   

Open Space 375.56     

TOTAL: 385.96  1 park   

 

PUBLIC/SEMI- 
PUBLIC 

Acres Floor Area 
Ratio (Gross) 

Square Feet 

(millions) 

Square Feet/ 
Employee 

Jobs 

Public/Semi-Public 5 .4  .60 max  .14 590 239 

TOTAL: 5.4  .14   

 

 ACRES DWELLING 
UNITS 

POPULATION SQUARE FEET 
(MILLIONS) 

JOBS 

GRAND TOTAL: 3,132.2 92-458 248-1,236 .14 239 

1 For dwelling  units, population  and jobs, a decimal fraction of .5 or less is disregarded; a decimal fraction of greater 

than .5 is rounded up to the nearest whole number . 

 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Resolution shall take effect thirty days after the 

date of adoption.    
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this _______ day of ______ 2015 by the 

following votes: 
 
AYES:   

NOES:  

ABSENT:  

ABSTAIN:            
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  ________________________________________ 

          Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________________ 
City Clerk 
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ORDINANCE NO. XX – 15 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL  
OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
REZONING THE SCHAEFER RANCH UNIT 3 PROJECT SITE TO A PLANNED 

DEVELOPMENT ZONING DISTRICT AND APPROVING A RELATED STAGE 1 AND 2 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN  

PLPA 2012-00013  
 
The Dublin City Council does ordain as follows: 
 
SECTION 1.  RECITALS 
 
A.  The Applicant, Schaefer Ranch Holdings LLC (Discovery Builders), proposes to develop 19 
single-family detached homes within a 17.30-acre area.  The applications include a General 
Plan Amendment to change the land use designations from Estate Residential to a combination 
of Single Family Residential (7.04 acres) and Open Space (10.26 acres).  The applications also 
include Planned Development rezone with a related Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development Plan, 
Site Development Review, and Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map 8136.  The proposed 
development and applications are collectively known as the “Project”. 
 
B.  The Project Site is located in the Western Extended Planning Area at the westerly portion of 
the Schaefer Ranch planned community at the westerly terminus of Dublin Boulevard, north of 
Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch Road. 
 
C.  The City prepared an Addendum to the certified 1996 Schaefer Ranch EIR for the Project.  
 
D.  Following a duly noticed public hearing, on October 27, 2015, the Planning Commission 
adopted Resolution 15-13 recommending that the City Council not approve the CEQA 
addendum, the General Plan amendment, the Planned Development rezoning with related 
Stage 1 and 2 Development Plans, and the requested Site Development Review and Vesting 
Tentative Tract Map 8136.  The above resolution are incorporated herein by reference and are 
available for review at City Hall during normal business hours; and 
 
E.  A Staff Report for the City Council, dated ____, 2015 and incorporated herein by reference, 
described and analyzed the Project, including the Planned Development rezoning and related 
Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan. 
 
F.  On ____, 2015, the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing on the Project, 
including the proposed Planned Development rezoning and related Stage 1 and 2  Development 
Plan, at which time all interested parties had the opportunity to be heard. 
 
G.  On ____, 2015, the City Council adopted Resolution XX-15 approving the CEQA Addendum 
for the Project and adopted Resolution XX-15 approving a General Plan amendment for the 
Project, which resolutions are incorporated herein by reference and available for review at City 
Hall during normal business hours. 
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H.  The City Council considered the CEQA Addendum and related prior CEQA documents and 
all above-referenced reports, recommendations, and testimony prior to taking action on the 
Project. 
 
SECTION 2:  FINDINGS      
 
A.  Pursuant to Section 8.32.070 of the Dublin Municipal Code, the City Council finds as follows. 
 

1.  The Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project Planned Development zoning meets the purpose 
and intent of Chapter 8.32 in that it provides a comprehensive development plan that 
creates a desirable use of land that is sensitive to surrounding land uses by virtue of the 
layout and design of the site plan. 

 
2.  Development of the Project under the Planned Development zoning and the related 
Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan will be harmonious and compatible with existing and 
future development in the surrounding area in that the site will provide residential 
development consistent with the surrounding development by providing unique floor plan 
designs and the incorporation of open space components while also being sensitive to 
the surrounding hillsides and conservation areas. 

 
B.  Pursuant to Sections 8.120.050.A and B of the Dublin Municipal Code, the City Council finds 
as follows. 
 

1. The Planned Development zoning for the Project and the related Stage 1 and 2 
Development Plan will be harmonious and compatible with existing and potential 
development in the surrounding area in that the proposed site plan has taken into 
account sensitive adjacencies. 

 
2.  The project site is physically suitable for the type and intensity of the zoning district 
being proposed in that the Project maintains the general character and density of 
adjacent development.  The project site conditions are documented in the adopted CEQA 
Addendum; the environmental impacts that have been identified will be mitigated, and the 
project will implement all adopted mitigation measures.  There are no site conditions that 
were identified in the Schaefer Ranch EIR and Project CEQA Addendum that will present 
an impediment to development of the site for the intended purposes.  There are no major 
physical or topographic constraints and thus the site is physically suitable for the type and 
intensity of the proposed residential uses approved through the Planned Development 
zoning.    

 
3.  The Planned Development zoning will not adversely affect the health or safety of 
persons residing or working in the vicinity, or be detrimental to the public health, safety 
and welfare in that the project will comply with all applicable development regulations and 
standards and will implement all adopted mitigation measures.  The Project uses are 
compatible with surrounding uses. 

 
4.  The Planned Development zoning is consistent with the Dublin General Plan, as 
amended, in that the proposed residential uses and site plan are consistent with the 
Single Family Residential and Open Space land use designations for the site. 
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C.  Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, the City Council approved a CEQA 
Addendum on _____, 2015, as set forth in Resolution XX-15, which resolution is incorporated 
herein by reference and available for review at City Hall during normal business hours.   
 
SECTION 3:   ZONING MAP AMENDMENT 
 
Pursuant to Chapter 8.32, Title 8 of the City of Dublin Municipal Code the City of Dublin Zoning 
Map is amended to rezone the property described below to a Planned Development Zoning 
District: 

 
17.30 acres located in the Western Extended Planning Area at the westerly portion of the 
Schaefer Ranch planned community at the westerly terminus of Dublin Boulevard, north 
of Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch Road (“Project site”, or “Property”). 

 
A map of the rezoning area is shown below: 
 

Stage 1 Development Plan 

 
 
 
SECTION 4.  APPROVAL OF STAGE 1 AND 2 DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
The regulations for the use, development, improvement, and maintenance of the Project site are 
set forth in the following Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan for the Project area, which is hereby 
approved.  Any amendments to the Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan shall be in accordance 
with section 8.32.080 of the Dublin Municipal Code or its successors. 
 
Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 Project 
 
This is a Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan pursuant to Chapter 8.32 of the Dublin Zoning 
Ordinance.  This Development Plan meets all the requirements for both a Stage 1 and Stage 2 
Development Plan set forth in Chapter 8.32 of the Zoning Ordinance and is adopted as part of 
the Planned Development rezoning for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 project, PLPA-2012-00013. 
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Aerial Photo 

 
 
2.  Stage 1 and 2 Site Plan. 
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5.  Phasing Plan.   The project be constructed under one phase. 
 
6.  Preliminary/Master Neighborhood Landscape Plan.   
 

          
Plan 1 
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Plan 2 

 
 
7.   Architectural Standards.   
 

The following five (3) architectural styles are shown in the Stage 2 Development Plan.  The 
variety of architectural styles will provide visual interest and identity for each neighborhood 
street.  The architectural elements will be articulated and themed to represent a variety of 
styles through color, texture, and massing details.  The architectural styles, along with 
design elements, are identified below: 
 

Monterey:  The Monterey style is characterized by low-pitched gable roof and cantilevered 
second story balconies covered by the principal roof of flat or “S” concrete tile.  Wall 
materials typically are different for first and second floors generally consisting of extensive 
use of brick on the lower levels with stucco, wood siding, or board and batten above.  
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Architectural elements include simple wooden posts and railings, shutters, window frames, 
and gable end accents.  Colors are California mission blends with varied color accents. 
 

Early Californian: Early Californian is distinguished by simple massing and the principal 
roof material of concrete barrel tiles representing terracotta in color and form on a hip or 
gable roof above shorter overhangs.  Stucco finished exteriors are accented by arched 
doorways, shutters, wrought iron detailing, and gable end accents.  Colors are California 
mission and brown blends with varied tone accents.  
 

English Country: Formal characteristics of the English County style are identified by 
steeper pitched roof elements with gable forms, stucco accent walls, use of brick accents, 
and half-timbered details.  Stone features, bricked archways, decorative corbels, and multi-
paned windows give this style its country image along with the hip and gable roof 
elements.  Colors and materials are lighter charcoal and brown blends with earthy green 
tone accents. 

 
8.   Inclusionary Zoning Regulations.  In accordance with Section 8.68.030 A. of the City of 
Dublin Zoning Ordinance, projects with 20 or more lots are subject to the Inclusionary Housing 
requirements. This project will comprise a total of 19 lots if approved and, therefore is not 
subject to this requirement.   
 
9. Applicable Requirements of Dublin Zoning Ordinance.  Except as specifically provided in 
this Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan, the use, development, improvement and maintenance of 
the property shall be governed by the provisions of the closest comparable Zoning District as 
determined by the Community Development Director and of the Dublin Zoning Ordinance 
pursuant to Section 8.32.060.C except as provided in the Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development 
Plan. No development shall occur on this property until a Site Development Review permit has 
been approved for the property. 
 
10.  Compliance with adopted Mitigation Measures.  The Applicant/Developer shall comply 
with all adopted mitigation measures of the Schaefer Ranch EIR and subsequent environmental 
documents, as applicable. 
 
SECTION 5.  PRIOR PD ZONING SUPERSEDED Ordinance No. 37-08 (Schaefer Ranch 
South) establishing the existing PD zoning is superseded as to the Project site. 
 
SECTION 6.  POSTING OF ORDINANCE 
 
The City Clerk of the City of Dublin shall cause this Ordinance to be posted in at least three (3) 
public places in the City of Dublin in accordance with Section 36933 of the Government Code of 
the State of California. 
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SECTION 7.  EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
This Ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days following its adoption. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY the City Council of the City of Dublin, on this _________ 
day of _____________ 2015, by the following votes:  
 

AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
ABSTAIN: 

 _____________________________ 
 Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. XX-15 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 
* * * * * * * * * * * 

APPROVING A SITE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW PERMIT AND 
VESTING TENTATIVE MAP 8136 FOR THE SCHAEFER RANCH UNIT 3 PROJECT 

(PLPA-2012-00013) 
 

WHEREAS, the Applicant, Schaefer Ranch Holdings LLC (Discovery Builders), proposes a 
development of 19 single-family detached homes and open space, on approximately 17.30 acres 
known as Schaefer Ranch Unit 3, in the planned community known as Schaefer Ranch.  The 
proposed development and applications are collectively known as the “Project”; and 

 
WHEREAS, the application includes Site Development Review for 19 single family detached 

residential units and open space, and Vesting Tentative Map 8136 which subdivides 7.04 acres of the 
17.30-acre area for 19 residential lots; and 

 
WHEREAS, the application also includes a General Plan Amendment to change the land use 

designation on the 17.30 acre site from Estate Residential to 7.04 acres of Single-Family Residential 
and 10.26 acres of Open Space and consistent PD-Planned Development rezoning with Stage 1 and 
Stage 2 Development Plan; and   

 
WHEREAS, the Project site is located in the Western Extended Planning Area at the westerly 

portion of the Schaefer Ranch planned community at the westerly terminus of Dublin Boulevard, north 
of Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch Road; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Project Site currently is subdivided as Lots 297 thru 302, Parcel R, and a 

portion of Parcel “Q” of Tract 6765; and 
 
WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), together with the State 

guidelines and City environmental regulations, require that certain projects be reviewed for 
environmental impacts and that environmental documents be prepared.  The City prepared an Initial 
Study and an Addendum to the environmental impact report that was certified by the City in 1996 
(Schaefer Ranch Project/General Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Report, State 
Clearinghouse No. 95033070 (the “Schaefer Ranch EIR” or “1996 EIR”); and 

 
WHEREAS, a Staff Report dated October 27, 2015 was submitted to the City of Dublin 

Planning Commission recommending City Council approval of the Project, including the Site 
Development Review request and Vesting Tentative Tract Map 8136; and 

 
WHEREAS, on October 27, 2015, the Planning Commission held a properly notice public 

hearing and adopted Resolution 15-13 recommending that the City Council not approve the CEQA 
addendum, the General Plan amendment, the Planned Development rezoning with related Stage 1 
and 2 Development Plans, and the requested Site Development Review and Vesting Tentative Tract 
Map 8136.  The above resolution are incorporated herein by reference and are available for review at 
City Hall during normal business hours; and 
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WHEREAS, on _____, 2015, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing on the Project 
at which time all interested parties had the opportunity to be heard.  Following the public hearing, the 
City Council approved Resolution XX-15 approving the proposed CEQA addendum, Resolution XX-15 
approving an amendment to the General Plan, and adopted Ordinance XX-15 approving a Planned 
Development Rezone with a related Stage 1 and 2 Development Plan for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 
Project.  The above resolutions and ordinance are incorporated herein by reference and are available 
for review at City Hall during normal business hours; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council did hear and use its independent judgment and considered the 

addendum and prior EIR, all said reports, recommendations, and testimony hereinabove set forth 
before approving the Project. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the above recitals are true and correct and made 

a part of this resolution. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin hereby makes the 

following findings and determinations regarding the proposed Site Development Review for a 
development of 19 single-family detached homes on 7.04 acres and 10.26 acres of Open Space 
within a 17.30 acre site known as Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 located in in the Western Extended 
Planning Area at westerly portion of the Schaefer Ranch planned community at the westerly terminus 
of Dublin Boulevard, north of Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch Road: 

 
Site Development Review: 
 

A. The proposal is consistent with the purposes of Chapter 8.104 of the Zoning Ordinance, 
with the General Plan and any applicable Specific Plans and design guidelines because:  1) 
the project will be consistent with the architectural character and scale of development in 
the area; 2) the project will provide a needed and attractive housing opportunity; 3) the 
project is consistent with the General Plan land use designations of Single Family 
Residential and Open Space; and 4) the project complies with the development standards 
established in the Planned Development ordinance for the Project. 

 
B. The proposal is consistent with the provisions of Title 8, Zoning Ordinance because: 1) the 

project contributes to orderly, attractive, and harmonious site and structural development 
compatible with the intended use, proposed subdivision, and the surrounding properties; 
and 2) the project complies with the development regulations set forth in the Zoning 
Ordinance where applicable and as adopted for PD PLPA 2012-00013. 

 
C. The design of the project is appropriate to the City, the vicinity, surrounding properties, and 

the lot in which the project is proposed because: 1) the size and mass of the proposed 
houses is consistent with other existing and approved residential development in the 
surrounding area; 2) the project will contribute to housing opportunities  as a complement to 
the surrounding neighborhoods; 3) the project will serve the current buyer profile and 
market segment anticipated for this area; and 4) the project contributes to the preservation 
of Open Space.   

 
D. The subject site is suitable for the type and intensity of the approved development because:  

1) the Project development envelope is tailored to protect the hillsides which are 
designated for open space and provide proper drainage; 2) the Project will implement all 
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applicable prior adopted mitigation measures; and 3) the project site is or will be fully 
served by public services and existing roadways. 

 
E. Impacts to existing slopes and topographic features are addressed because: 1) the Project 

is required to comply with all previously adopted mitigation measures designed to ensure 
slope stability; 2) grading on the site will ensure that the site drains away from any 
structures and complies with the Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements; 3) 
most of the steeper areas of the site are in designated open space; and 4) retaining walls 
will be constructed as required to support grade differentials between building envelopes 
and setback or right-of-way areas. 

 
F. Architectural considerations including the character, scale and quality of the design, site 

layout, the architectural relationship with the site and other buildings, screening of unsightly 
uses, lighting, building materials and colors and similar elements result in a project that is 
harmonious with its surroundings and compatible with other developments in the vicinity 
because: 1) the Project provides a high degree of design and landscaping to complement 
existing uses in the area; 2) the structures reflect the architectural styles and development 
standards for residential buildings currently under construction by Toll Brothers in another 
portion of Neighborhood A; 3) the materials proposed will be consistent with the City’s 
expectations for a quality level of development; and 4) the color and materials proposed will 
be coordinated among the structures on site. 

 
G. Landscape considerations, including the location, type, size, color, texture and coverage of 

plant materials, and similar elements have been incorporated into the project to ensure 
visual relief, adequate screening and an attractive environment for the public because: 1) 
topography has been taken into consideration for design of the landscape plan; 2) 
generous and appropriate landscaping is proposed along the street; 3) landscaping in 
common areas is coordinated with adjacent areas; and 4) the project will conform to the 
requirements of the Stage 2 Development Plan and the Water Efficient Landscape 
Ordinance. 

 
H. The site has been adequately designed to ensure the proper circulation for bicyclist, 

pedestrians, and automobiles because: 1) the project site provides opportunities for 
pedestrian and bicycle circulation; 2) the project will connect to the regional trail system 
through adjacent neighborhoods and access points. 
 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin hereby makes the 

following findings and determinations regarding Vesting Tentative Tract Map 8136: 
 
Vesting Tentative Tract Map 8136 

 
A. The proposed Vesting Tentative tract Map 8136 is consistent with the intent of applicable 

subdivision regulations and related ordinances. 
 
B. The proposed subdivision together with its design and improvements of the proposed Vesting 

Tentative Tract Map 8136 are consistent with the General Plan, as amended, as they relate to 
the subject property in that it is a subdivision for residential and open space uses consistent 
with the approved land use designations and density. 
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C. The proposed Vesting Tentative Tract Map 8136 is consistent with the Planned Development 
zoning approved for Project and therefore consistent with the City of Dublin Zoning Ordinance. 

 
D. The properties created by the proposed Vesting Tentative Tract Map 8136 will have adequate 

access to major constructed or planned improvements. 
 
E. Project design, architecture, and concept have been integrated with topography of the project 

site created by the Vesting Tentative Tract Map 8136 to incorporate water quality measures 
and minimize overgrading and extensive use of retaining walls.  Therefore, the proposed 
subdivision is physically suitable for the type and intensity of development proposed.  

 
F. The Mitigation Measures adopted with the Schaefer Ranch EIR would be applicable as 

appropriate for addressing or mitigating any potential environmental impacts of the Project, as 
documented in the adopted Addendum. 

 
G. The proposed Vesting Tentative Map 8136 and the type of improvements will not result in 

environmental damage or substantially injure fish or wildlife or their habitat or cause public 
health concerns with compliance to applicable adopted Mitigation Measures and Conditions of 
Approval. 

 
H. The design of the subdivision will not conflict with easements, acquired by the public at large, 

or access through or use of property within the proposed subdivision.  The City Engineer has 
reviewed the map and title report and has not found any conflicting easements of this nature. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Dublin City Council hereby approves the Site 

Development Review Permit for a development of 19 single-family detached homes on 7.23 acres 
and 10.05 acres of Open space within a 17.28 acre site known as Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 located in in 
the Western Extended Planning Area at westerly portion of the Schaefer Ranch planned community 
at the westerly terminus of Dublin Boulevard, north of Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch 
Road, as shown on plans prepared by Discovery Design Group, MD Fotheringham & Associates, and 
Isakson & Associates dated received September 25, 2015 and subject to the conditions included 
below. 

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Dublin City Council hereby approves Vesting Tentative 

Map 8136 prepared by Discovery Design Group, MD Fotheringham & Associates, and Isakson & 
Associates dated received September 25, 2015 and subject to the conditions included below. 
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 

Unless stated otherwise, all Conditions of Approval shall be complied with prior to the issuance 
of building permits or establishment of use, and shall be subject to Planning Department review 
and approval.  The following codes represent those departments/agencies responsible for 
monitoring compliance of the conditions of approval.  [PL.]  Planning, [B] Building, [PO] Police, 
[PW] Public Works [P&CS] Parks & Community Services, [ADM] Administration/City Attorney, 
[FIN] Finance, [F] Alameda County Fire Department, [DSR] Dublin San Ramon Services District, 
[CO] Alameda County Department of Environmental Health, [Z7] Zone 7. 

 
 
 
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
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NO. CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL Agency Prior to: Source 

PLANNING GENERAL CONDITIONS 

1.  Approval.  This Site Development Review approval 
is for the Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 (PLPA 2012-00013). 
This approval shall be as generally depicted and 
indicated on the project plans prepared by Discovery 
Design Group, MD Fotheringham & Associates, and 
Isakson & Associates dated received September 25, 
2015, on file in the Community Development 
Department, and other plans, text, and diagrams 
relating to this Site Development Review, and as 
specified as the following Conditions of Approval for 
this project.  This approval is subject to adopting the 
CEQA addendum, and companion General Plan and 
Specific Plan Amendments and related Planned 
Development Zoning. 

PL Ongoing Planning 

2.  Permit Expiration.  Construction or use shall 
commence within one (1) year of Site Development 
Review Permit approval or the Permit shall lapse and 
become null and void. If there is a dispute as to 
whether the Permit has expired, the City may hold a 
noticed public hearing to determine the matter.  Such 
a determination may be processed concurrently with 
revocation proceedings in appropriate circumstances.  
If a Permit expires, a new application must be made 
and processed according to the requirements of this 
Ordinance.   

PL One Year 
After Effective 

Date 

DMC 
8.96.020.

D 

3.  Time Extension.  The original approving decision-
maker may, upon the Applicant’s written request for 
an extension of approval prior to expiration, upon the 
determination that all Conditions of Approval remain 
adequate and all applicable findings of approval will 
continue to be met, grant an extension of the 
approval for a period not to exceed six (6) months.  
All time extension requests shall be noticed and a 
public hearing shall be held before the original 
hearing body.   

PL Prior to 
Expiration 

Date 

DMC 
8.96.020.

E 

4.  Compliance. The Applicant/Property Owner shall 
operate this use in compliance with the Conditions of 
Approval of this Site Development Review Permit, the 
approved plans and the regulations established in the 
Zoning Ordinance. Any violation of the terms or 
conditions specified may be subject to enforcement 
action. 

PL Ongoing 
 

DMC 
8.96.020.

F 

5.  Revocation of Permit.  The Site Development 
Review approval shall be revocable for cause in 
accordance with Section 8.96.020.I of the Dublin 
Zoning Ordinance.  Any violation of the terms or 

PL Ongoing DMC 
8.96.020.I 
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conditions of this permit shall be subject to citation. 

6.  Requirements and Standard Conditions.  The 
Applicant/Developer shall comply with applicable City 
of Dublin Fire Prevention Bureau, Dublin Public 
Works Department, Dublin Building Department, 
Dublin Police Services, Alameda County Flood 
Control District Zone 7, Livermore Amador Valley 
Transit Authority, Alameda County Public and 
Environmental Health, Dublin San Ramon Services 
District and the California Department of Health 
Services requirements and standard conditions. Prior 
to issuance of building permits or the installation of 
any improvements related to this project, the 
Applicant/Developer shall supply written statements 
from each such agency or department to the 
Planning Department, indicating that all applicable 
conditions required have been or will be met. 

Various Building 
Permit 

Issuance 

Standard 

7.  Required Permits.  Applicant/Developer shall obtain 
all permits required by other agencies including, but 
not limited to Alameda County Flood Control and 
Water Conservation District Zone 7, California 
Department of Fish and Game, Army Corps of 
Engineers, Regional Water Quality Control Board, 
Caltrans and provide copies of the permits to the 
Public Works Department. 

PW Building 
Permit 

Issuance 

Standard 

8.  Fees.  Applicant/Developer shall pay all applicable 
fees in effect at the time of building permit issuance, 
including, but not limited to, Planning fees, Building 
fees, Traffic Impact Fees, TVTC fees, Dublin San 
Ramon Services District fees, Public Facilities fees, 
Dublin Unified School District School Impact fees, 
Fire Facilities Impact fees, Alameda County Flood 
and Water Conservation District (Zone 7) Drainage 
and Water Connection fees; or any other fee that 
may be adopted and applicable. 

Various Building 
Permit 

Issuance 

Various 

9.  Indemnification. Applicant/Developer shall defend, 
indemnify, and hold harmless the City of Dublin and 
its agents, officers, and employees from any claim, 
action, or proceeding against the City of Dublin or its 
agents, officers, or employees to attack, set aside, 
void, or annul an approval of the City of Dublin or its 
advisory agency, appeal board, Planning 
Commission, City Council, Community Development 
Director, Zoning Administrator, or any other 
department, committee, or agency of the City to the 
extent such actions are brought within the time period 

ADM Ongoing Administr
ation/City 
Attorney 
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required by Government Code Section 66499.37 or 
other applicable law; provided, however, that the 
Applicant/Developer's duty to so defend, indemnify, 
and hold harmless shall be subject to the City's 
promptly notifying the Applicant/ Developer of any 
said claim, action, or proceeding and the City's full 
cooperation in the defense of such actions or 
proceedings.  

10.  Clarification of Conditions. In the event that there 
needs to be clarification to the Conditions of 
Approval, the Director of Community Development 
and the City Engineer have the authority to clarify the 
intent of these Conditions of Approval to the 
Applicant/Developer without going to a public 
hearing. The Director of Community Development 
and the City Engineer also have the authority to 
make minor modifications to these conditions without 
going to a public hearing in order for the 
Applicant/Developer to fulfill needed improvements or 
mitigations resulting from impacts to this project. 

PW Ongoing Public 
Works 

11.  Clean-up. The Applicant/Developer shall be 
responsible for clean-up & disposal of project related 
trash to maintain a safe, clean and litter-free site. 

PL Ongoing Planning 

12.  Modifications.  Modifications or changes to this Site 
Development Review approval may be considered by 
the Community Development Director if the 
modifications or changes proposed comply with 
Section 8.104.100 of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 

PL Ongoing DMC 
8.104.100 

13.  Lighting.  Lighting is required over exterior 
entrances/doors. Exterior lighting used after daylight 
hours shall be adequate to provide for security 
needs. 

PL, PW Building 
Permit 

Issuance 

Municipal 
Code 

PLANNING – PROJECT SPECIFIC 

14.  Satellite Dishes.  The Developer’s Architect shall 
prepare a plan for review and approval by the 
Director of Community Development and the Building 
Official that provides a consistent and unobtrusive 
location for the placement of individual satellite 
dishes.  Individual conduit will be run on the interior 
of the unit to the satellite location on the exterior of 
the home to limit the amount of exposed cable 
required to activate any satellite dish.  It is preferred 
that where chimneys exist, the mounting of the dish 
be incorporated into the chimney.  In instances where 
chimneys do not exist, then the plan shall show a 
common and consistent location for satellite dish 
placement to eliminate the over proliferation, 
haphazard and irregular placement. 

PL  Project 
Specific 
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15.  Street Lights. Street lights selected for this 
subdivision shall have the ability to accept cut-off 
shielding to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. 

 
 

PL In conjunction 
with approval 

of 
improvement 

plans 

Project 
Specific 

LANDSCAPING 

16.  Final Landscape Construction Documents.  The 
final planting and irrigation design shall: 

a. Utilize plant material that will be capable of 
healthy growth within the given range of soil 
and climate. 

b. Provide landscape screening that is of a height 
and density so that it provides a positive visual 
impact within three years from the time of 
planting. 

c. Provide that 75% of the proposed trees on the 
site are a minimum of 15 gallons in size, and at 
least 50% of the proposed shrubs on the site 
are a minimum of 5 gallons in size. 

d. Provide concrete curbing at the edges of all 
planters and paving surfaces where applicable. 

 

Final landscape construction documents shall: 
a. Provide specific landscape and irrigation plans 

for non-typical and corner lots.  This 
requirement includes any lot that varies more 
than five feet in width from the typical plan. 

b. Specify that all cut and fill slopes graded and 
not constructed by September 1, of any given 
year, are hydroseeded with perennial or native 
grasses and flowers, and that stockpiles of 
loose soil existing on that date are 
hydroseeded in a similar manner. 

c. Specify that the area under the drip line of all 
existing oaks, walnuts, etc., which are to be 
saved are fenced during construction and 
grading operations and no activity is permitted 
under them   that   will   cause soil compaction 
or damage to the tree, if applicable. 

d. Include a warranty from the owners and/or 
contractors to warrant all trees, shrubs and 
ground cover and the irrigation system for one 
year from the date of project acceptance by the 
City. 

PL Issuance of 
building 
permits 

Standard 

17.  Maintenance Agreement.  A permanent 
maintenance agreement on all common area 
landscaping will be required from the owner insuring 
regular irrigation, fertilization and weed abatement. 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 
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18.  Tree Preservation.  Tree preservation   techniques, 
and   guarantees, if applicable, shall be reviewed and 
approved by the Dublin Planning Division prior to the 
issuance of the building permit. 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

19.  Street Trees and Accent Trees.  Street trees shall 
be spaced between 30 and 50 feet on center or 
approximately one per typical lot.  Corner lots shall 
provide a minimum of two trees and a maximum of 
three street trees per lot.  Generally, each lot will 
provide one accent tree, space permitting. 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

20.  Water Efficient Landscaping Regulations.  The 
Applicant shall meet all requirements of the City of 
Dublin's Water-Efficient Landscaping Regulations, 
Section 8.88 of the Dublin Municipal Code. 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

21.  Bio-Retention Areas.  The designed bio-retention 
areas shall be enhanced to create an open space 
landscape that is landscape attractive, conserves 
water, and requires minimal maintenance. 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

22.  Plant Clearances.   All trees planted shall meet the 
following clearances: 
a. 6' from the face of building walls or roof eaves 
b. 7’ from fire hydrants, storm drains, sanitary 

sewers and/or gas lines 
c. 5' from top of wing of driveways, mailboxes, 

water, telephone and/or electrical mains 
d. 15' from stop signs, street or curb sign returns 
e. 20' from either side of a streetlight 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

23.  Irrigation System Warranty. The Applicant shall 
warranty the irrigation system and planting for a 
period of one year from the date of installation.  The 
Applicant   shall submit for the Dublin Community 
Development Department approval, a landscape 
maintenance plan for the Common Area landscape 
including a reasonable estimate of expenses for the 
first five years. 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

24.  Walls, Fences and Mailboxes.    Applicant shall work 
with staff to prepare a final wall, fencing and mailbox 
plan that is consistent with Dublin Municipal Code and 
the design character of the architecture.  The design 
of the mailbox station shall be upgraded to provide an 
enclosure or housing for the gang mailboxes so that 
they are integrated into the structure. Mailbox 
locations shall be integrated within the landscape and 
shall comply with USPS requirements.   

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 

25.  Sustainable Landscape Practices.  The landscape 
design shall demonstrate compliance with sustainable 
landscape practices as detailed in the Bay-Friendly 

PL Issuance of 
the building 

permit 

Standard 
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Landscape Guidelines by earning a minimum of 60 
points or more on the Bay-Friendly scorecard, 
meeting 9 of the 9 required practices and specifying 
that 75% of the non-turf planting only requires 
occasional, little or no shearing or summer water once 
established.  Final selection and placement of trees, 
shrubs and ground cover plants shall ensure 
compliance with this requirement.  Herbaceous plants 
shall be used along walks to reduce maintenance and 
the visibility of the sheared branches of woody ground 
cover plants.  Planters for medium sized trees shall be 
a minimum of six feet wide.  Small trees or shrubs 
shall be selected for planting areas less than six feet 
wide. 

26.  Copies of Approved Plans.  The Applicant shall 
provide the City with one full size copy, one reduced 
(1/2 sized) copy and one electronic copy of the 
approved landscape plans prior to construction. 

PL Construction Standard 

CIVIL CONDITIONS 

27.  Plans Coordination.      Civil   Improvement   Plans, 
Joint Trench Plans, Street Lighting Plans and 
Landscape Improvement Plans shall be submitted on 
the same size sheet and plotted at the same drawing 
scale for consistency, improved legibility and 
interdisciplinary coordination. 

PL Preparation of 
final grading, 
planting and 
utility plans 

Standard 

28.  Utility Placement and Coordination:  Utilities   shall   
be coordinated with proposed tree locations to eliminate 
conflicts between trees and utilities.  Submit typical utility 
plans for each house type to serve as a guide during the 
preparation of final grading, planting and utility plans.  
Utilities may have to be relocated   in order to provide 
the required separation between the trees and utilities.  
The applicant shall submit a final tree/utility coordination 
plan as part of the construction document review 
process to demonstrate that this condition has been 
satisfied. 
 

PL Preparation of 
final grading, 
planting and 
utility plans 

Standard 

32.  Building Codes and Ordinances.  All project 
construction shall conform to all building codes and 
ordinances in effect at the time of building permit.  

B Through 
Completion 

Standard 

33.  Retaining Walls.  All retaining walls over 30 inches in 
height and in a walkway shall be provided with 
guardrails.  All retaining walls over 24 inches with a 
surcharge or 36 inches without a surcharge shall obtain 
permits and inspections from the Building & Safety 
Division. 

B Through 
Completion 

Standard 

34.  Phased Occupancy Plan.   If occupancy is requested to 
occur in phases, then all physical improvements within 
each phase shall be required to be completed prior to 

B Occupancy of 
any affected 

building 

Standard 
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occupancy of any buildings within that phase except for 
items specifically excluded in an approved Phased 
Occupancy Plan, or minor handwork items, approved by 
the Department of Community Development.  The 
Phased Occupancy Plan shall be submitted to the 
Directors of Community Development and Public Works 
for review and approval a minimum of 45 days prior to 
the request for occupancy of any building covered by 
said Phased Occupancy Plan.  Any phasing shall 
provide for adequate vehicular access to all parcels in 
each phase, and shall substantially conform to the intent 
and purpose of the subdivision approval.  No individual 
building shall be occupied until the adjoining area is 
finished, safe, accessible, and provided with all 
reasonable expected services and amenities, and 
separated from remaining additional construction activity.  
Subject to approval of the Director of Community 
Development, the completion of landscaping may be 
deferred due to inclement weather with the posting of a 
bond for the value of the deferred landscaping and 
associated improvements.   

35.  Building Permits.  To apply for building permits, 
Applicant/Developer shall submit five (5) sets of 
construction plans to the Building & Safety Division for 
plan check.  Each set of plans shall have attached an 
annotated copy of these Conditions of Approval.  The 
notations shall clearly indicate how all Conditions of 
Approval will or have been complied with.  Construction 
plans will not be accepted without the annotated 
resolutions attached to each set of plans.  
Applicant/Developer will be responsible for obtaining the 
approvals of all participation non-City agencies prior to 
the issuance of building permits.   

B Issuance of 
Building 
Permits 

Standard 

36.  Construction Drawings.  Construction plans shall be 
fully dimensioned (including building elevations) 
accurately drawn (depicting all existing and proposed 
conditions on site), and prepared and signed by a 
California licensed Architect or Engineer.  All structural 
calculations shall be prepared and signed by a California 
licensed Architect or Engineer.  The site plan, landscape 
plan and details shall be consistent with each other. 

B Issuance of 
building 
permits 

Standard 

37.  Air Conditioning Units.  Air conditioning units and 
ventilation ducts shall be screened from public view with 
materials compatible to the main building and shall not 
be roof mounted.  Units shall be permanently installed 
on concrete pads or other non-movable materials 
approved by the Chief Building Official and Director of 
Community Development.  Air conditioning units shall be 
located such that each dwelling unit has one side yard 

B, PL Occupancy of 
Unit 

Standard 
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with an unobstructed width of not less than 36 inches.  
Air conditioning units shall be located in accordance with 
the PD text.  Air conditioning units shall comply with 
Section 8.36.060,C,3 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

38.  Temporary Fencing.  Temporary Construction fencing 
shall be installed along the perimeter of all work under 
construction. 

B Through 
Completion 

Standard 

39.  Addressing 
a) Provide a site plan with the City of Dublin’s 

address grid overlaid on the plans (1 to 30 scale).  
Highlight all exterior door openings on plans 
(front, rear, garage, etc.).  The site plan shall 
include a single large format page showing the 
entire project and individual sheets for each 
neighborhood.  3 copies on full size sheets and 5 
copies reduced sheets. 

b) Provide plan for display of addresses.  The 
Building Official shall approve plan prior to 
issuance of the first building permit.  (Prior to 
permitting) 

c) Addresses will be required on the front of the 
dwellings.  Addresses are also required near the 
garage door opening if the opening is not on the 
same side of the dwelling as the front door.   

d) Address signage shall be provided as per the 
Dublin Residential Security Code.     

e) Exterior address numbers shall be backlight and 
be posted in such a way that they may be seen 
from the street.   

f) Driveways servicing more than one (1) individual 
dwelling unit shall have a minimum of 4 inch high 
identification numbers, noting the range of unit 
numbers placed at the entrance to each driveway 
at a height between 36 and 42 inches above 
grade.  The light source shall be provided with an 
uninterruptible AC power source or controlled 
only by photoelectric device. 

B  
 

Prior to 
release of 
addresses 

 
 
 
Prior to 
permitting 
 
 
Prior to 
permitting 
 
Occupancy of 
any Unit 
 
Occupancy of 
any Unit 

 
Prior to permit 
issuance, and 

through 
completion 

 

Standard 

40.  Engineer Observation.  The Engineer of record shall 
be retained to provide observation services for all 
components of the lateral and vertical design of the 
building, including nailing, hold-downs, straps, shear, 
roof diaphragm and structural frame of building.  A 
written report shall be submitted to the City Inspector 
prior to scheduling the final frame inspection.  
 

B Scheduling 
the final 
frame 

inspection 

Standard 

41.  Foundation.  Geotechnical Engineer for the soils 
report shall review and approve the foundation 

B Permit 
issuance 

Standard 
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design.  A letter shall be submitted to the Building 
Division on the approval.  

 

42.  
Green Building 
Green Building measures as detailed in the SDR 
package may be adjusted prior to master plan check 
application submittal with prior approval from the 
City’s Green Building Official provided that the design 
of the project complies with the City of Dublin’s Green 
Building Ordinance and State Law as applicable.  In 
addition, all changes shall be reflected in the Master 
Plans.  (Through Completion) 
 
The Green Building checklist shall be included in the 
master plans.  The checklist shall detail what Green 
Points are being obtained and where the information 
is found within the master plans.  (Prior to first permit). 
 
Prior to each unit final, the project shall submit a 
completed checklist with appropriate verification that 
all Green Points required by 7.94 of the Dublin 
Municipal Code have been incorporated.  (Through 
Completion) 
 
Homeowner Manual – if Applicant takes advantage of 
this point the Manual shall be submitted to the Green 
Building Official for review or a third party reviewer 
with the results submitted to the City.  (Project) 
 
Landscape plans shall be submitted to the Green 
Building Official for review.  (Prior to approval of the 
landscape plans by the City of Dublin) 
 
Applicant/Developer may choose self-certification or 
certification by a third party as permitted by the Dublin 
Municipal Code.  Applicant shall inform the Green 
Building Official of method of certification prior to 
release of the first permit in each subdivision / 
neighborhood. 

B  
Through 

Completion 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prior to first 
permit 

 
 
 
 

Through 
Completion 

 
 
 
 

Project 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prior to 
approval of 

the landscape 
plans by the 
City of Dublin 

 
 
 

Standard 

43.  Electronic File: The Applicant/Developer shall submit 
all building drawings and specifications for this project 
in an electronic format to the satisfaction of the 
Building Official prior to the issuance of building 
permits.  Additionally, all revisions made to the 
building plans during the project shall be incorporated 
into an “As Built” electronic file and submitted prior to 
the issuance of the final occupancy. 

B Issuance of 
the final 

occupancy 

Standard 

44.  Construction trailer: Due to size and nature of the B TUP required Standard 
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development, the Applicant/Developer, shall provide a 
construction trailer with all hook ups for use by City 
Inspection personnel during the time of construction 
as determined necessary by the Building Official.  A 
Temporary Use Permit is required prior to placement 
of the construction trailer.  In the event that the City 
has their own construction trailer, the 
applicant/developer shall provide a site with 
appropriate hook ups in close proximity to the project 
site to accommodate this trailer.  The 
applicant/developer shall cause the trailer to be 
moved from its current location at the time necessary 
as determined by the Building Official at the 
Applicant/Developer’s expense. 

prior to 
placement of 

trailer 

45.  Copies of Approved Plans.  Applicant shall provide 
City with 2 reduced (1/2 size) copies of the City of 
Dublin stamped approved plan. 

B 30 days after 
permit and 

each revision 
issuance 

Standard 

46.  Solar Zone – CA Energy Code 
Show the location of the Solar Zone on the site plan.  
Detail the orientation of the Solar Zone.  This 
information shall be shown in the master plan check 
on the overall site plan, the individual roof plans and 
the plot plans.  This condition of approval will be 
waived if the project meets the exceptions provided in 
the CA Energy Code. 

B In conjunction 
with Master 
Plan check, 

prior to 
issuance of 

Building 
Permits 

Standard 

47.  Wildfire Management. Provide in the master 
drawing set, a sheet detailing which lots are adjacent 
to open space and subject to the Wildfire 
Management provisions of the code. 

B Prior to 
issuance of 

Building 
Permits 

Standard 

48.  Household Waste Materials.  Removal of existing 
household waste materials on the site shall be 
monitored by a qualified professional and that normal 
and customary testing be performed for lead based 
paint and asbestos building materials prior to 
demolition of existing on-site buildings. Compliance 
with this condition shall be demonstrated to the 
Building Official prior to obtaining a demolition permit. 

B Prior to 
issuance of 

Grading 
Permits and 
issuance of 
demolition 

permit 

Project 
Specific 

FIRE 

49.  New Fire Residential Sprinkler System 
Requirements.  In accordance with The Dublin Fire 
Code, fire sprinklers shall be installed in all buildings. 
The system shall be in accordance with the NFPA 
13D, the CA Fire Code and CA Building / Residential 
Code. 

F Prior to 
issuance of 

Building 
Permits 

CA 
Building / 
Residenti
al Code 

50.  Fire apparatus. Roadways shall have a minimum 
unobstructed width of 20 feet and an unobstructed 
vertical clearance of not less than 13 feet 6 inches.  
Roadways under 36 feet wide shall be posted with 

F In conjunction 
with Site 

Improvement 
Drawings 

CA 
Building / 
Residenti
al Code 
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signs on one side; roadways under 28 feet wide shall 
be posted with signs both sides of the street as 
follows: “NO STOPPING FIRE LANE - CVC 22500.1”. 
 

1. Fire apparatus roadways must extend to within 
150 ft. of the most remote first floor exterior 
wall of any building. 

2. The maximum grade for a fire apparatus 
roadway is 12%. 

3. Fire apparatus roadways in excess of 150 feet 
in length must make provisions for approved 
apparatus turnarounds. 

51.  Gate Approvals.  Fencing and gates that cross 
pedestrian access and exit paths, as well as vehicle 
entrance and exit roads and Emergency Vehicle 
Access ways, need to be approved for fire department 
access and egress as well as exiting provisions where 
such is applicable. Plans need to be submitted that 
clearly show the fencing and gates and details of 
such.  This should be clearly incorporated as part of 
the site plan with details provided as necessary. 

F Prior to 
issuance of 

Building 
Permits 

CA 
Building / 
Residenti
al Code 

52.  Hydrants & Fire Flows.  Show the location of any on-
site fire hydrants and any fire hydrants that are along 
the property frontage as well as the closest hydrants 
to each side of the property that are located along the 
access roads that serves this property.  Provide a 
letter from the water company indicating what the 
available fire flow is to this property. 

F Prior to 
issuance of 

Building 
Permits 

CA 
Building / 
Residenti
al Code 

DSRSD 

53.  Complete improvement plans shall be submitted to 
DSRSD that conform to the requirements of the 
Dublin San Ramon Services District Code, the 
DSRSD “Standard Procedures, Specifications and 
Drawings for Design and Installation of Water and 
Wastewater Facilities”, all applicable DSRSD Master 
Plans and all DSRSD policies. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

54.  All mains shall be sized to provide sufficient capacity 
to accommodate future flow demands in addition to 
each development project’s demand.  Layout and 
sizing of mains shall be in conformance with DSRSD 
utility master planning. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

55.  Sewers  shall  be  designed  to  operate  by  gravity  
flow  to  DSRSD’s  existing sanitary sewer system.  
Pumping of sewage is discouraged and may only be 
allowed under extreme circumstances following a 
case by case review with DSRSD staff.  Any pumping 
station will require specific review and approval by 
DSRSD of preliminary design reports, design criteria, 
and final plans and specifications.   The DSRSD 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 
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reserves the right to require payment of present worth 
20 year maintenance costs as well as other conditions 
within a separate agreement with the applicant for any 
project that requires a pumping station. 

56.  Domestic and fire protection waterline systems for 
Tracts or Commercial Developments shall be 
designed to be looped or interconnected to avoid 
dead end sections in accordance with requirements of 
the DSRSD Standard Specifications and sound 
engineering practice. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

57.  DSRSD policy requires public water and sewer lines 
to be located in public streets  rather  than  in  off-
street  locations  to  the  fullest  extent  possible.  If 
unavoidable, then public sewer or water easements 
must be established over the alignment of each public 
sewer or water line in an off-street or private street 
location to provide access for future maintenance 
and/or replacement. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

58.  Prior to approval by the City of a grading permit or a 
site development permit, the locations and widths of 
all proposed easement dedications for water and 
sewer lines shall be submitted to and approved by 
DSRSD. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

59.  All easement dedications for DSRSD facilities shall be 
by separate instrument irrevocably offered to DSRSD 
or by offer of dedication on the Final Map. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

60.  Prior to approval by the City for Recordation, the Final 
Map shall be submitted to and approved by DSRSD 
for easement locations, widths, and restrictions. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

61.  Prior to issuance by the City of any Building Permit or 
Construction Permit by the Dublin San Ramon 
Services District, whichever comes first, all utility 
connection fees including DSRSD and Zone 7, plan 
checking fees, inspection fees, connection fees, and 
fees associated with a wastewater discharge permit 
shall be paid to DSRSD in accordance with the rates 
and schedules established in the DSRSD Code. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

62.  Prior to issuance by the City of any Building Permit or 
Construction Permit by the Dublin San Ramon 
Services District, whichever comes first, all 
improvement plans  for  DSRSD  facilities  shall  be  
signed  by  the  District  Engineer.    Each drawing of 
improvement plans shall contain a signature block for 
the District Engineer indicating approval of the 
sanitary sewer or water facilities shown. Prior to 
approval by the District Engineer, the applicant shall 
pay all required DSRSD fees, and provide an 
engineer's estimate of construction costs for the 
sewer and water systems, a performance bond, a 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 
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one-year maintenance bond, and a comprehensive 
general liability insurance policy in the amounts and 
forms that are acceptable to DSRSD.  The applicant 
shall allow at least 15 working days for final 
improvement drawing review by DSRSD before 
signature by the District Engineer. 

63.  No sewer line or waterline construction shall be 
permitted unless the proper utility construction permit 
has been issued by DSRSD.   A construction permit 
will only be issued after all of the items in Condition 
No. 9 have been satisfied. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 

permit 

Standard 

64.  The  Applicant  shall  hold  DSRSD,  its  Board  of  
Directors,  commissions, employees, and agents of 
DSRSD harmless and indemnify and defend the same 
from any litigation, claims, or fines resulting from the 
construction and completion of the project. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 
permit 

Standard 

65.  Improvement plans shall include recycled water 
improvements as required by DSRSD.  Services for 
landscape irrigation shall connect to recycled water 
mains. Applicant must obtain a copy of the DSRSD 
Recycled Water Use Guidelines and conform to the 
requirements therein. 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 
permit 

Standard 

66.  DSRSD has no objections to this proposed alternate 
site plan should such a site plan be permissible under 
Dublin Zoning regulations. 
 

DSRSD Issuance of 
any building 
permit 

Project 
Specific 

PUBLIC WORKS – PROJECT SPECIFIC CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

67.  Ownership and Maintenance of Improvements. 
Prior to approval of the Final Map, the Developer 
shall submit an “Ownership and Maintenance” exhibit 
indicating ownership and maintenance responsibilities 
for the project street, common area parcels and open 
space improvements. The “Ownership and 
Maintenance” exhibit shall be subject to review and 
approval by the City Engineer.  

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

68.  Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions 
(CC&Rs): If the project subdivision is not included in 
the existing Schaefer Ranch Homeowners 
Association, a new Homeowners Association shall 
be formed by recordation of a declaration of 
Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions to govern 
use and maintenance of Schaefer Way, all common 
area improvements and all stormwater treatment 
measures. The said declaration shall set forth the 
Association name, bylaws, rules and regulations. 
The CC&Rs shall also contain a provision that 
prohibits the amendment of those provisions of the 
CC&Rs requested by its members without the City’s 
approval. The CC&R shall ensure that there is 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 
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adequate provision for the maintenance, in good 
repair and on a regular basis, of Schaefer Way: 
landscaping and irrigation, fences, walls, drainage 
and stormwater treatment features, lighting, signs, 
and other related improvements. The CC&Rs shall 
also contain all other items required by these 
conditions. The Developer shall submit a copy of the 
CC&R document to the City for review and approval. 

69.  Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs): 
If the project subdivision is included in the existing 
Schaefer Ranch Homeowners Association, the 
CC&Rs shall be amended as needed to govern use 
and maintenance of Schaefer Way and all other 
common area improvements specific to the 
subdivision. 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

70.  Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions (CC&Rs): 
A disclosure shall be provided in the CC&Rs clearly 
alerting residents that the driveway design may cause 
the bottom of their cars to scrape or otherwise come 
in contact with the surface of the driveway, which may 
cause damage to their vehicle(s).  The disclosure 
shall further state that the Buyer should test the 
driveway before entering into an agreement to 
purchase the lot. 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

71.  Private street and common area subdivision 
improvements. Common area improvements, private 
streets, private drives and all other subdivision 
improvements owned or maintained by the HOA are 
subject to review and approval by the City Engineer 
prior to Final Map approval and shall be included in 
the Tract Improvement Agreement. Such 
improvements include, but are not limited to: curb & 
gutter, pavement areas, sidewalks, access ramps & 
driveways, enhanced street paving, parking spaces, 
street lights (wired underground) and appurtenances, 
drainage facilities, utilities, landscape and irrigation 
facilities, open space landscaping, stormwater 
treatment facilities, striping and signage, and fire 
hydrants. 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

72.  Schaefer Way: Schaefer Way shall be a Private 
Street, owned and maintained by the Homeowners’ 
Association. The Developer shall install complete 
roadway and utility improvements along Schaefer 
Way as shown on the Tentative Map. Required 
roadway and utility improvements on Schaefer Way 
shall include, but are not limited to the installation of 
curb, gutter, sidewalk, curb ramps, driveways, 
drainage structures, utilities, street lights, and fire 
hydrants.   

PW Final Map Public 

Works 
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a. Existing roadway pavement shall be 
evaluated and overlaid with a minimum 2” AC 
overlay (grind and overlay), or replaced as 
necessary. 

73.  Schaefer Way: The sidewalk shown along the south 
side of Schaefer Way shall extend to the driveway on 
Lot 302 

PW Occupancy of 

Units or 

Acceptance of 

Improvements 

Public 

Works 

74.  Schaefer Way Driveway Design: Driveways shall be 
constructed such that a minimum 4-foot wide 
accessible path is provided across the driveways, 
similar to the design used for Schaefer Ranch Units 1 
and 2.   

PW Approval of 

Improvement 

Plans or Final 

Map 

Public 

Works 

75.  Schaefer Way:  Developer shall design and construct 
a paved roadway from the end of Schaefer Way to 
the City limit line.  Improvements shall also include an 
appropriately designed gate and cattle guard at the 
western terminus. The paved roadway shall consist of 
minimum 20’ wide pavement and structural section 
comparable to the existing street section for Schaefer 
Way.  Curb and gutter shall be installed on both sides 
of the street, and the existing catch basins shall be 
relocated to the new curb and gutter to intercept the 
storm water run-off and prevent concentrated flows 
from being released on the adjacent property.  All 
costs of design and construction of these 
improvements shall be borne by the Developer. 

PW Occupancy of 

Units or 

Acceptance of 

Improvements 

Public 

Works 

76.  Schaefer Way Parking and Restrictions: 29 parallel 
parking stalls shall be provided along the south side 
of Schaefer Way as shown on the Tentative Map.  
The Developer shall install “No Parking” signs along 
the north side of Schaefer Way.  Final sign location 
shall be coordinated with and approved by the City 
Traffic Engineer. 

PW Final Map  Public 

Works 

77.  Monuments: The Final Map shall include private 
street monuments to be set along Schaefer Way as 
determined by the City Engineer. 

PW  Final Map  Public 

Works 

78.  DSRSD Gate: The Developer shall remove the 
existing cable across DSRSD’s reservoir access road 
off of the Dublin Boulevard cul-de-sac and install a 
new access gate per DSRSD standard details.  The 
gate shall be subject to review and approval by 
DSRSD and be set back from the back-of-sidewalk 
such that a standard truck may completely pull off the 
cul-de-sac while opening the gate. 

PW Acceptance of 

Tract 

Improvements 

Public 

Works 

79.  Dublin Blvd.: Special care shall be taken to protect 
existing sidewalks, driveways, roadways, 
landscaping, or other improvements near the 
entrance to Schaefer Way that may be damaged as a 

PW Final Map  Public 

Works 
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result of operation of construction equipment or 
construction activities.  The Developer shall be solely 
responsible to repair or replace any damaged 
improvements as directed by the City Engineer or his 
representative.  

80.  Existing Davilla Easement: The Developer shall 
coordinate and complete the recordation of a 
Quitclaim Deed from Davilla Easement Holders. 

a) Developer shall prepare legal descriptions, plats 
and Quitclaim Deed for execution by the Davilla 
Easement Holders. 

b) The Developer shall offer an access easement to 
the heirs and successors of the Davilla Easement 
that aligns with the existing Schaefer Way from 
the terminus at Dublin Blvd to the city limit. 

PW Prior to 

Issuance of 1
st
 

Building Permit 

on Lot 

Encumbered by 

the Existing 

Easement 

Public 

Works 

81.  Offsite Landscape Improvements: The Developer 
shall plant clinging vine material at the base of the 
entire section of soundwall installed with the Schaefer 
Ranch Unit 1 Dublin Boulevard extension, along the 
south side of Dublin Boulevard near Roys Hill Lane. 
 Vines shall be planted on both sides of the 
soundwall.  Developer shall also be responsible for 
providing a water source and irrigation system to the 
vines. 

PW Final Map  Public 

Works 

82.  Public Service Easements: Public utility vaults, 
boxes, appurtenances or similar items shall be 
located within the Public Service Easement behind 
the back-of-sidewalk. Private improvements such as 
fences, gates or trellises shall not be located within 
the public service easements. 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

83.  Private Easements:  Reciprocal Ingress/Egress 
Easements shall be required on those lots where 
driveways cross parcel lines.  Easements shall be 
shown/reserved on Final Map for dedication by 
separate instrument. Copies of recorded easement(s) 
shall be provided to City prior to issuance of Building 
Permit for any residence whose driveway crosses the 
adjacent lot(s) 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

84.  GHAD Dedication: The Developer shall reserve for 
dedication to the Schaefer Ranch Geologic Hazard 
Abatement District (GHAD) by separate instrument 
for private open space Parcel AA and Parcel BB and 
any other dedications deemed reasonably necessary 
by the GHAD Manager.  GHAD acceptance of 
Parcels AA and BB shall be contingent upon 
completion of all tract and GHAD improvements and 
formal acceptance of said improvements by the City. 

PW Final Map Public 

Works 

85.  GHAD Fence: The Developer shall install a fence 
along all boundary lines between the private lots and 

PW Acceptance of 

Improvements 

Public 

Works 
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GHAD parcels.  Fence type shall be as approved by 
Planning Director and GHAD Manager.  Gates to be 
installed at both GHAD maintenance access points or 
as directed by GHAD Manager, and locks shall be 
placed on all access gates. Driveway cuts shall be 
provided at both access points. 

Associated with 

GHAD Parcels 

86.  Conformance to GHAD Plan of Control: The 
Developer shall have the Geotechnical Engineering 
firm that prepared the Plan of Control (POC) for the 
Schaefer Ranch Geologic Hazard Abatement District 
(GHAD) review all final grading and improvement 
plans and verify that the plans conform to the 
Schaefer Ranch GHAD POC prior to City approval 
and issuance of Grading or Sitework Permits. 

PW Approval of 

Improvement 

Plans 

Public 

Works 

87.  Stormwater Management: The Developer shall 
submit a Stormwater Management Plan to ensure 
that the existing drainage system, including the 
existing water quality basin(s), is adequate to treat 
the additional runoff generated by this development. 
The Final Stormwater Management Plan is subject to 
City Engineer approval prior to approval of the Tract 
Improvement Plans. Approval is subject to the 
Developer providing the necessary plans, details, and 
calculations that demonstrate that the plan complies 
with the standards issued by the San Francisco Bay 
Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

PW Final Map and 

On-going 

Public 

Works 

88.  Stormwater Source Control: “No Dumping Drains to 
Bay” storm drain medallions per City Standard Detail 
CD-704 shall be placed on all public and private 
storm drain inlets. 

PW Final Map and 

On-going 

Public 

Works 

89.  Trash Capture: The project Stormwater 
Management Plan shall incorporate trash capture 
measures such as inlet filters or hydrodynamic 
separator units to address the requirements of 
Provision C.10 of the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (RWQCB), and the Municipal Regional Permit 
(MRP) to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. 

PW Final Map and 

On-going 

Public 

Works 

90.  Landscape Plans: At the latest, the Developer shall 
submit design development Landscape Plans with the 
second plan check for the street improvement plans 
and final map. The Landscape Plans shall show 
details, sections and supplemental information as 
necessary for design coordination of the various civil 
design features and elements including utility location 
to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. Complete 
Landscape Plans shall be concurrently approved with 
the Tract Improvement Agreement and Final Map. 

PW Final Map and 

On-going 

Public 

Works 

91.  Street Light and Joint Trench Plans. Street Light 
Plans and Joint Trench Plans shall be submitted with 

PW Final Map and 

On-going 

Public 

Works 
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the first plan check for the street improvement plans 
and final map. At the latest, design development 
Street Light Plans and Joint Trench Plans shall be 
submitted with the second plan check for the street 
improvement plans and final map. The final streetlight 
plan and joint trench plan shall be completed prior to 
Final Map approval for each respective subdivision. 

92.  Geotechnical/Soils Report: The Developer shall 
submit a design level geotechnical/soils investigation 
report prepared by a qualified engineer, registered 
with the State of California. The report shall include 
recommendations regarding pavement sections, soil 
retention systems, etc.  The report shall also include 
specific recommendations for the proposed 
permeable pavers or permeable pavement 
driveways. Grading operations shall be in 
accordance with recommendations contained in the 
required soils report and grading shall be supervised 
by an engineer registered in the State of California to 
do such work.  

PW Issuance of 

Grading Permit 

or Final Map 

Public 

Works 

93.  Geotechnical Engineer Review and Approval: The 
Project Geotechnical Engineer shall be retained to 
review all final grading plans and specifications. The 
Project Geotechnical Engineer shall approve all 
grading plans prior to City approval and issuance of 
grading permits. 

PW Issuance of 

Grading Permit 

or Final Map 

Public 

Works 

94.  Grading: The disposal site and haul truck route for 
any off-haul dirt materials shall be subject to the 
review and approval by the City Engineer prior to the 
approval of the improvement plans or issuance of a 
Grading Permit. 

PW Issuance of 

Grading 

Permit(s) or 

Final Map 

Public 

Works 

95.  Dust Control/Street Sweeping: The Developer shall 
provide adequate dust control measures at all times 
during the grading and hauling operations. All trucks 
hauling export and import of materials shall be 
provided with tarp cover at all times. Spillage of haul 
materials and mud-tracking on the haul routes shall 
be prevented at all times. Developer shall be 
responsible for sweeping of streets within, 
surrounding and adjacent to the project. If it is 
determined that the tracking or accumulation of 
material on the streets is due to its condition 
activities. 

PW Issuance of 

Grading 

Permit(s) or 

Final Map 

Public 

Works 

96.  Underground Obstructions: Prior to excavation and 
grading on any portion of the project site, all 
underground obstructions (i.e. debris, septic tanks, 
fuel tanks, barrels, chemical waste, etc.) shall be 
identified and remove pursuant to Federal, State and 
local regulations and subject to the review and 

PW Issuance of 

Grading 

Permit(s) or 

Final Map 

Public 

Works 
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approval by the City. Excavations shall be properly 
backfilled using structural fill, subject to the review 
and approval of the City Engineer. 

97.  Resource Agency Permits: Prior to the start of any 
grading of the site as necessary, permits shall be 
obtained from US Army Corps of Engineers, the San 
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Board, the 
State of California Department of Fish and Games, 
and the US Fish and Wildlife Service for the grading 
or alteration of wetland areas within the site, if 
applicable. The project shall be modified as needed 
to response to the conditions of the permits. 

PW Issuance of 

Grading 

Permit(s) or 

Final Map 

Public 

Works 

PUBLIC WORKS – STANDARD CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

98.  Developer shall comply with the City of Dublin Public 
Works Standard Conditions of Approval contained 
below (“Standard Condition”) unless specifically 
modified by Project Specific Conditions of Approval 
above. 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

99.  General.  The Developer shall comply with the 
Subdivision Map Act, the City of Dublin Subdivision, 
and Grading Ordinances, the City of Dublin Public 
Works Standards and Policies, the most current 
requirements of the State Code Title 24 and the 
Americans with Disabilities Act with regard to 
accessibility, and all building and fire codes and 
ordinances in effect at the time of building permit.  All 
public improvements constructed by Developer and to 
be dedicated to the City are hereby identified as 
“public works” under Labor Code section 1771.  
Accordingly, Developer, in constructing such 
improvements, shall comply with the Prevailing Wage 
Law (Labor Code. Sects. 1720 and following). 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

100.  Hold Harmless/Indemnification.  The Developer shall 
defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City of 
Dublin and its agents, officers,  and employees from 
any claim, action, or proceeding against the City of 
Dublin or its agents, officers, or employees to attack, 
set aside, void, or annul an approval of the City of 
Dublin or its advisory agency, appeal board, Planning 
Commission, City Council, Community Development 
Director, Zoning Administrator, or any other 
department, committee,    or agency of the City 
related to this project (Tract Map 8136) to the extent 
such actions are brought within the time period 
required by Government Code Section 66499.37 or 
other applicable law; provided, however, that The 
Developer's duty to so defend, indemnify, and hold 
harmless shall be subject to the City's promptly 
notifying The Developer of any said claim, action, or 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 
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proceeding and the City's full cooperation in the 
defense of such actions or proceedings. 

101.  Clarifications and Changes to the Conditions.  In the 
event that there needs to be clarification to these 
Conditions of Approval, the Director of Community 
Development and the City Engineer have the 
authority to clarify the intent of these Conditions of 
Approval to the Developer without going to a public 
hearing. The Director of Community Development 
and the City Engineer also have the authority to make 
minor modifications to these conditions without going 
to a public hearing in order for the Developer to fulfill 
needed improvements or mitigations resulting from 
impacts of this project. 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

102.  If there are conflicts between the Tentative Map 
approval and the SDR approval pertaining to mapping 
or public improvements, the Tentative Map shall take 
precedence. 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

AGREEMENTS AND BONDS 

103.  The Developer shall enter into a Tract Improvement 
Agreement with the City for all public improvements 
including any required offsite storm drainage or 
roadway improvements that are needed to serve the 
Tract that have not been bonded with another Tract 
Improvement Agreement. 

PW First Final 
Map and 

Successive 
Maps 

Standard 
Condition 

104.  The Developer shall provide performance (100%), 
and labor & material (100%) securities to guarantee 
the tract improvements, approved by the City 
Engineer, prior to execution of the Tract Improvement 
Agreement and approval of the Final Map. (Note: 
Upon acceptance of the improvements, the 
performance security may be replaced with a 
maintenance bond that is 25% of the value of the 
performance security.) 

PW First Final 
Map and 

Successive 
Maps 

Standard 
Condition 

FEES 

105.  The Developer shall pay all applicable fees in effect 
at the time of building permit issuance including, but 
not limited to, Planning fees, Building fees, Dublin 
San Ramon Services District fees, Public Facilities 
fees, Dublin Unified School District School Impact 
fees, Public Works Traffic Impact fees, Alameda 
County Fire Services fees, Noise Mitigation fees, 
Inclusionary Housing In-Lieu fees, Alameda County 
Flood and Water Conservation District (Zone 7) 
Drainage and Water Connection fees and any other 
fees as noted in the Development Agreement. 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

PERMITS 

106.  Developer shall obtain an Encroachment Permit from 
the Public Works Department for all construction 

PW Prior to    
Start of 

Standard 
Condition 
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activity within the public right-of-way of any street 
where the City has accepted the improvements. The 
encroachment permit may require surety for slurry 
seal and restriping.  At the discretion of the City 
Engineer an encroachment for work specifically 
included in an Improvement Agreement may not be 
required. 

Work 

107.  Developer shall obtain a Grading / Sitework Permit 
from the Public Works Department for all grading and 
private site improvements that serves more than one 
lot or residential condominium unit. 

PW Prior to         
Start of Work 

Standard 
Condition 

108.  Developer shall obtain all permits required by other 
agencies including, but not limited to Alameda 
County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District Zone 7, California Department of Fish and 
Game, Army Corps of Engineers, Regional Water 
Quality Control Board, Caltrans and provide copies 
of the permits to the Public Works Department. 

PW Prior to         
Start of Work 

Standard 
Condition 

SUBMITTALS 

109.  All submittals of plans and Final Maps shall comply 
with the requirements of the “City of Dublin Public 
Works Department Improvement Plan Submittal 
Requirements”, and the “City of Dublin Improvement 
Plan Review Check List”. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or Final 

Map 

Standard 
Condition 

110.  The Developer will be responsible for submittals and 
reviews to obtain the approvals of all participating 
non-City agencies. The Alameda County Fire 
Department and the Dublin San Ramon Services 
District shall approve and sign the Improvement 
Plans. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or Final 

Map 

Standard 
Condition 

111.  Conditions of Approval. A copy of the Conditions of 
Approval which has been annotated how each 
condition is satisfied shall be included with the 
submittals to the Public Works Department for the 
review of the Final Map and improvements plans. The 
notations shall clearly indicate how all Conditions of 
Approval will be satisfied and where they are located 
on the plans.  Submittals will not be accepted without 
the annotated conditions. 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

112.  Geotechnical Report. Developer shall submit a 
Geotechnical Report, which includes street pavement 
sections and grading recommendations.   

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans, 

Grading 
Plans, or Final 

Map 

Standard 
Condition 

113.  Electronic File.  Developer shall provide the Public 
Works Department a digital vectorized file of the 
“master” files for the project when the Final Map has 

PW Prior to 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 
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been approved.  Digital raster copies are not 
acceptable. The digital vectorized files shall be in 
AutoCAD 14 or higher drawing format. Drawing units 
shall be decimal with the precision of the Final Map. 
All objects and entities in layers shall be colored by 
layer and named in English. All submitted drawings 
shall use the Global Coordinate System of USA, 
California; NAD 83 California State Plane, Zone III, 
and U.S. foot. 

and Release 
of Bonds 

FINAL MAP 

114.  The Final Map shall be substantially in accordance 
with the Tentative Map approved with this application, 
unless otherwise modified by these conditions. 
Multiple final maps may be filed in phases, provided 
that each phase is consistent with the tentative map, 
that phasing progresses in an orderly and logical 
manner and adequate infrastructure is installed with 
each phase to serve that phase as a stand-alone 
project that is not dependent upon future phasing for 
infrastructure. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 
Final Map 

Standard 
Condition 

115.  All rights-of-way and easement dedications required 
by the Tentative Map shall be shown on the Final 
Map. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 
Final Map 

Standard 
Condition 

116.  Any phasing of the final mapping or improvements of 
a Tentative Map is subject to the approval and 
conditions of the City Engineer. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 
Final Map 

Standard 
Condition 

117.  Street names shall be assigned to each public/private 
street pursuant to Municipal Code Chapter 7.08. The 
approved street names shall be indicated on the Final 
Map. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 
Final Map 

Standard 
Condition 

118.  The Final Map shall include the street monuments to 
be set in all public streets. 

PW Monuments to 
be Shown on 
Final Map and 
Installed Prior 
to Acceptance 

of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

EASEMENTS 

119.  The Developer shall obtain abandonment from all 
applicable public agencies and/or private owners of 
existing easements and right-of-ways within the 
development that will no longer be used. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or 

Appropriate 
Final Map 

Standard 
Condition 

120.  The Developer shall acquire easements, and/or 
obtain rights-of-entry from the adjacent property 
owners for any improvements on their property. The 
easements and/or rights-of-entry shall be in writing 
and copies furnished to the City Engineer. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or 

Appropriate 

Standard 
Condition 
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Final Map 

GRADING 

121.  The Grading Plan shall be in conformance with the 
recommendations of the Geotechnical Report, the 
approved Tentative Map and/or Site Development 
Review, and the City design standards & ordinances. 
In case of conflict between the soil engineer’s 
recommendations and City ordinances, the City 
Engineer shall determine which shall apply. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Grading Plans 
or Issuance of 

Grading 
Permits, and 

Ongoing 

Standard 
Condition 

122.  A detailed Erosion Control Plan shall be included with 
the Grading Plan approval. The plan shall include 
detailed design, location, and maintenance criteria of 
all erosion and sedimentation control measures. 
 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Grading Plans 
or Issuance of 

Grading 
Permits, and 

Ongoing 

Standard 
Condition 

IMPROVEMENTS 

123.  The public improvements shall be constructed 
generally as shown on the Tentative Map and/or Site 
Development Review.  However, the approval of the 
Tentative Map and/or Site Development Review is not 
an approval of the specific design of the drainage, 
sanitary sewer, water, and street improvements. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or Start 

of 
Construction, 
and Ongoing 

Standard 
Condition 

124.  All public improvements shall conform to the City of 
Dublin Standard Plans and design requirements and 
as approved by the City Engineer. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or Start 

of 
Construction, 
and Ongoing 

Standard 
Condition 

125.  Public streets shall be at a minimum 1% slope with 
minimum gutter flow of 0.7% around bump-outs. 
Private streets and alleys shall be at minimum 0.5% 
slope. 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or Start 

of 
Construction, 
and Ongoing 

Standard 
Condition 

126.  Any decorative pavers/paving installed within City 
right-of-way shall be done to the satisfaction of the 
City Engineer. Where decorative paving is installed at 
signalized intersections, pre-formed traffic signal 
loops shall be put under the decorative pavement. 
Decorative pavements shall not interfere with the 
placement of traffic control devices, including 
pavement markings. All turn lane stripes, stop bars 
and crosswalks shall be delineated with concrete 
bands or color pavers to the satisfaction of the City 
Engineer. Maintenance costs of decorative paving 

PW Prior to 
Approval of 

Improvement 
Plans or Start 

of 
Construction, 
and Ongoing 

Standard 
Condition 
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shall be the responsibility of the Homeowners 
Association 

127.  The Developer shall install all traffic signs and 
pavement marking as required by the City Engineer. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

128.  Street light standards and luminaries shall be 
designed and installed per approval of the City 
Engineer.  The maximum voltage drop for streetlights 
is 5%. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

129.  Developer shall construct all potable and recycled 
water and sanitary sewer facilities required to serve 
the project in accordance with DSRSD master plans, 
standards, specifications and requirements. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

130.  Fire hydrant locations shall be approved by the 
Alameda County Fire Department. A raised reflector 
blue traffic marker shall be installed in the street 
opposite each hydrant. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

131.  The Developer shall furnish and install street name 
signs for the project to the satisfaction of the City 
Engineer. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

132.  Developer shall construct gas, electric, cable TV and 
communication improvements within the fronting 
streets and as necessary to serve the project and the 
future adjacent parcels as approved by the City 
Engineer and the various Public Utility agencies. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

133.  All electrical, gas, telephone, and Cable TV utilities, 
shall be underground in accordance with the City 
policies and ordinances.  All utilities shall be located 
and provided within public utility easements and sized 
to meet utility company standards. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

134.  All utility vaults, boxes and structures, unless 
specifically approved otherwise by the City Engineer, 
shall be underground and placed in landscape areas 
and screened from public view. Prior to Joint Trench 
Plan approval, landscape drawings shall be submitted 
to the City showing the location of all utility vaults, 
boxes and structures and adjacent landscape 
features and plantings. The Joint Trench Plans shall 
be signed by the City Engineer prior to construction of 
the joint trench improvements. 

PW Prior to 
Occupancy of 

Units or 
Acceptance of 
Improvements 

Standard 
Condition 

CONSTRUCTION 

135.  The Erosion Control Plan shall be implemented PW Ongoing as Standard 
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between October 15th and April 15th unless 
otherwise allowed in writing by the City Engineer. The 
Developer will be responsible for maintaining erosion 
and sediment control measures for one year following 
the City’s acceptance of the subdivision 
improvements. 

Needed  Condition 

136.  If archaeological materials are encountered during 
construction, construction within 100 feet of these 
materials shall be halted until a professional 
Archaeologist who is certified by the Society of 
California Archaeology (SCA) or the Society of 
Professional Archaeology (SOPA) has had an 
opportunity to evaluate the significance of the find 
and suggest appropriate mitigation measures. 

PW Ongoing as 
Needed  

Standard 
Condition 

137.  Construction activities, including the maintenance and 
warming of equipment, shall be limited to Monday 
through Friday, and non-City holidays, between the 
hours of 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 p.m. except as otherwise 
approved by the City Engineer. Extended hours or 
Saturday work will be considered by the City 
Engineer on a case-by-case basis. 

PW Ongoing as 
Needed 

Standard 
Condition 

138.  Developer shall prepare a Construction Noise 
Management Plan that identifies measures to be 
taken to minimize construction noise on surrounding 
developed properties. The plan shall include hours of 
construction operation, use of mufflers on 
construction equipment, speed limit for construction 
traffic, haul routes and identify a noise monitor. 
Specific noise management measures shall be 
provided prior to project construction. 

PW Prior to Start 
of 

Construction 
Implementatio
n Ongoing as 

Needed 

Standard 
Condition 

139.  Developer shall prepare a plan for construction traffic 
interface with public traffic on any existing public 
street.  Construction traffic and parking may be 
subject to specific requirements by the City Engineer. 

PW Prior to Start 
of 

Construction; 
Implementatio
n Ongoing as 

Needed 

Standard 
Condition 

140.  The Developer shall be responsible for controlling any 
rodent, mosquito, or other pest problem due to 
construction activities. 

PW Ongoing Standard 
Condition 

141.  The Developer shall be responsible for watering or 
other dust-palliative measures to control dust as 
conditions warrant or as directed by the City 
Engineer. 

PW Prior to Start 
of 

Construction; 
Ongoing as 

Needed 

Standard 
Condition 

142.  The Developer shall provide the Public Works 
Department with a letter from a registered civil 
engineer or surveyor stating that the building pads 
have been graded to within 0.1 feet of the grades 
shown on the approved Grading Plans, and that the 

PW Prior to 
Issuance of 

Building 
Permits or 

Acceptance of 

Standard 
Condition 
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top & toe of banks and retaining walls are at the 
locations shown on the approved Grading Plans. 

Improvements 

NPDES 

143.  Prior to any clearing or grading, the Developer shall 
provide the City evidence that a Notice of Intent (NOI) 
has been sent to the California State Water 
Resources Control Board per the requirements of the 
NPDES.  A copy of the Storm Water Pollution 
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be provided to the 
Public Works Department and be kept at the 
construction site. 

PW Prior to Start 
of Any 

Construction 
Activities 

Standard 
Condition 

144.  The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 
shall identify the Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
appropriate to the project construction activities. The 
SWPPP shall include the erosion control measures in 
accordance with the regulations outlined in the most 
current version of the ABAG Erosion and Sediment 
Control Handbook or State Construction Best 
Management Practices Handbook. The Developer is 
responsible for ensuring that all contractors 
implement all storm water pollution prevention 
measures in the SWPPP. 

PW SWPPP to be 
Prepared Prior 
to Approval of 
Improvement 

Plans; 
Implementatio
n Prior to Start 

of 
Construction 
and Ongoing 
as Needed 

Standard 
Condition 
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RESOLUTION NO. XX - 15 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

OF THE CITY OF DUBLIN 

 

 

ADOPTING A CEQA ADDENDUM AND A RELATED STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING 

CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE SCHAEFER RANCH UNIT 3 AND A PORTION OF UNIT 1 

PROJECT 

PLPA-2012-00013 

 

WHEREAS, the Applicant, Schaefer Ranch Holdings LLC (Discovery Builders), proposes 
to develop 19 develop single family homes and open space on approximately 17.30 acres 
known as Schaefer Ranch Unit 3 in the planned community known as Schaefer Ranch.  The 
proposed development and applications are collectively known as the “Project”; and 

 

WHEREAS, the application includes a General Plan and Amendment to change the land 
use designation on the 17.30 acre site from Estate Residential to 7.04 acres of Single Family 
Residential (SFR) and 10.26 acres of Open Space (OS); and 

 

WHEREAS, the application also includes consistent PD-Planned Development rezoning 
with Stage 1 and Stage 2 Development Plan, Site Development Review, and Vesting Tentative 
Map 8136; and   

 

WHEREAS, the Project site is located in the Western Extended Planning Area at 
westerly portion of the Schaefer Ranch planned community at the westerly terminus of Dublin 
Boulevard, north of Interstate 580 and west of Schaefer Ranch Road; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Project Site currently is subdivided as Lots 297 thru 302, Parcel R, and a 
portion of Parcel “Q” of Tract 6765; and 

 

WHEREAS, a portion of Unit 1 located at the end of Ridgeline Place was also included in 
the Addendum and is currently designated as Open Space; and 

 

WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), together with the State 
guidelines and City environmental regulations, require that certain projects be reviewed for 
environmental impacts and that environmental documents be prepared; and 

 

WHEREAS, development of the Project site was addressed in a 1996 EIR (Schaefer 
Ranch Project/General Plan Amendment Environmental Impact Report, State Clearinghouse 
No. 95033070, the “Schaefer Ranch EIR” or “1996 EIR”).  The 1996 EIR identified significant 
unavoidable impacts that could apply to the Project; therefore, any Project approval must 
include a Statement of Overriding Considerations. The prior EIR is further described in the draft 
City Council resolution attached as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference; and 

 

WHEREAS, based on the proposed Single Family Residential and Open Space land use 
designations the proposed Project remains less than the number of units initially analyzed in the 
Schaefer Ranch EIR: and 
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WHEREAS, the City prepared an Initial Study to determine if additional review of the 
proposed Project was required pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15162.  Based on the 
Initial Study, the City prepared an Addendum dated October 2015 describing the project and 
finding that the impacts of the proposed Project have been adequately addressed in the prior 
EIR.  The Addendum and its supporting Initial Study is attached as Exhibit A; and 

 

WHEREAS, on October 27, 2015, the Planning Commission adopted Resolution 15-13 
(incorporated herein by reference) recommending that the City Council not adopt the CEQA 
Addendum for the Project; and 

 

WHEREAS, a Staff Report, dated _______, 2015 and incorporated herein by reference, 
described and analyzed the Project and related Addendum for the City Council and 
recommended adoption of the CEQA Addendum and approval of the Project; and 

 

WHEREAS, on _________, 2015 the City Council held a properly noticed public hearing 
on the Project, at which time all interested parties had the opportunity to be heard; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the Addendum, as well as the prior EIR and all 
above-referenced reports, recommendations, and testimony before taking any action on the 
Project.   

 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the foregoing recitals are true and correct 
and made a part of this resolution. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council makes the following findings to 
support the determination that no further environmental review is required under CEQA for the 
proposed project.  These findings are based on information contained in the CEQA Addendum, 
the prior EIR, the City Council staff report, and all other information contained in the record 
before the City Council.  These findings constitute a summary of the information contained in 
the entire record.  The detailed facts to support the findings are set forth in the CEQA 
Addendum and related Initial Study, the prior EIR, and elsewhere in the record.  Other facts and 
information in the record that support each finding that are not included below are incorporated 
herein by reference: 

  
1.  The proposed Project does not constitute substantial changes to the previous projects 

affecting the Project site as addressed in the prior EIR, that will require major revisions to the 
prior documents due to new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in 
severity of previously identified significant effects.  Based on the Initial Study, all potentially 
significant effects of the proposed Project are the same or less than the impacts for project 
which were previously addressed.  The proposed Project will not result in substantially more 
severe significant impacts than those identified in the prior CEQA documents.  All previously 
adopted mitigation measures from the Schaefer Ranch EIR continue to apply to the proposed 
Project and project site as applicable.   

 
2.  The Addendum and its related Initial Study did not identify any new significant impacts 

of the proposed Project that were not analyzed in the prior EIR. 
 

3.  The City is not aware of any new information of substantial importance or substantial 
changes in circumstances that would result in new or substantially more severe impacts or meet 
any other standards in CEQA Section 21166 and related CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162/3. 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin finds the 
following: 

  
  1.  No further environmental review under CEQA is required for the proposed Project 

because there is no substantial evidence in the record as a whole that any of the standards 
under Sections 21166 or 15162/3 are met.   

 
  2.  The City has properly prepared an Addendum and related Initial Study under 

CEQA Guidelines section 15164 to explain its decision not to prepare a subsequent or 
Supplemental EIR or conduct further environmental review for the proposed Project. 

 
  3.  The City Council considered the information in the Addendum and prior EIR before 

approving the land use applications for the proposed Project.  
   

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin adopts the 
CEQA Addendum and related Initial Study, attached as Exhibit A (and incorporated herein by 
reference), pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 and 15164 for the Schaefer ranch 
Unit 3 project. 
   

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Dublin adopts the 
Statement of Overriding Considerations attached as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by 
reference. 

 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this _______ day of _____________, 2015 by the 
following vote: 
 

AYES:   
 

NOES: 

 

ABSENT:  

 

ABSTAIN: 

 

              

       Mayor 
 

ATTEST: 

 
       
City Clerk 

 
 



CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

DECEMBER 15, 2015 

 

SCHAEFER RANCH  

LINK TO EXHIBIT A TO ATTACHMENT 7 

http://www.dublin.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/12547 

 

http://www.dublin.ca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/12547
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EXHIBIT B 
 

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 
 
 
1. General.   Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15093, the City Council of the City 
of Dublin adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for those impacts identified 
in the Schaefer Ranch EIR as significant and unavoidable (Resolution No. 76-96, July 9, 
1996).  The City Council carefully considered each impact in its decision to approve 
urbanization of the Schaefer Ranch through approval of a General Plan Amendment 
and the Schaefer Ranch Planned Development Zoning and Land Use and Development 
Plan. The City Council is currently considering a General Plan Amendment, a PD 
rezoning amendment and related development applications for Unit 3 of the Schaefer 
Ranch.  
 
More specifically, the project involves a resubdivision of a portion of Unit 3 at the 
terminus of Dublin Boulevard, known as Schaefer Way. The resubdivision would create 
19 residential lots in lieu of six existing lots on the site. The project also involves a 
modification of Mitigation Measure 4.G.1 contained in the 1996 EIR that required the 
project developer to pay a fair share of the cost to signalize the Dublin Canyon 
Road/Schaefer Ranch Road intersection. The proposed action would delete this portion 
of Mitigation Measure 4.G.1 since it has been documented by Alameda County Public 
Works Department that signal warrants are not met.  

The area described above is in Schaefer Ranch and was addressed in the certified 
Schaefer Ranch EIR. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15162, the City prepared 
an Addendum to the 1996 Schaefer Ranch EIR for the current project described above.  
The Addendum is based on a completed Initial Study that identified no additional 
significant unavoidable impacts for the current project; however, the Schaefer Ranch 
EIR identified three significant unavoidable impacts, for which statements of overriding 
considerations were adopted for the related 1996 project approvals.  Pursuant to a 2002 
court decision, the City Council must again adopt overriding considerations for the 
previously identified unavoidable impacts that apply to the current Project.1   
 
The City Council believes that many of the unavoidable environmental effects identified 
in the Schaefer Ranch EIR will be substantially lessened by mitigation measures 
adopted with the previous approvals and by the environmental protection measures 
included in the current project design or adopted through the project approvals, to be 
implemented with the development of the project on the sites described above.  Even 
with mitigation, the City Council recognizes that the implementation of the current 
project on the above described sites carries with it unavoidable adverse environmental 
effects as identified in the Schaefer Ranch EIR.  The City Council specifically finds that 
to the extent that the identified adverse or potentially adverse impacts for the project 
have not been mitigated to acceptable levels, there are specific economic, social, 

                                                           
1
 “public officials must still go on the record and explain specifically why they are approving the later project 

despite its significant unavoidable impacts.” (emphasis original.)  Communities for a Better Environment v. 
California Resources Agency 103 Cal. App. 4

th
 98. ____ (2002) 
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environmental, land use, or other considerations that support approval of the current 
project. 
 
2. Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts from the Schaefer Ranch EIR.  The 
following unavoidable significant environmental impacts identified in the Schaefer 
Ranch EIR for future development of Schaefer Ranch apply to the current project. 
 
Vegetation and Wildlife, Impact 6E. Secondary effects on native plants and wildlife. 
 
Air Quality Impact 12D.  Regional pollutant emissions. 
 
Cumulative Impact 18.4D. Cumulative vegetation and wildlife impacts. 
 
3. Overriding Considerations.  The City Council previously balanced the benefits of 
the Schaefer Ranch project approvals against the significant and potentially significant 
adverse impacts identified in the Schaefer Ranch EIR.  The City Council now balances 
those unavoidable impacts that apply to future development on the current project site 
against its benefits, and hereby determines that such unavoidable impacts are 
outweighed by the benefits of the current project as further set forth below.  The City 
declares that each one of the benefits included below, independent of any other 
benefits, would be sufficient to justify approval of the current project and override the 
current project’s significant and unavoidable impacts. The substantial evidence 
demonstrating the benefits of the current project are found in these findings, and in the 
record as a whole for the current project. 
 
The current project will further the urbanization of the Schaefer Ranch area as planned 
through the comprehensive framework established in the original Schaefer Ranch Land 
Use and Development Plan. The current project provides for approximately 10.26 acres 
of permanent open space on the west side of Schaefer Ranch that does not currently 
exist. Future lots that will be allowed by the Project would be of a size and configuration 
more consistent with other nearby residential lots in Schaefer Ranch. By adding new 
dwelling units, the Project will assist the City in providing unique lotting opportunities 
and housing options as set forth in the adopted Housing Element of the General Plan. 
The project will create new revenue for the City, County, and State through the transfer 
and reassessment of property due to the improvement of the property and the 
corresponding increase in value.  The project will contribute funds to construct schools, 
parks, and other community facilities that are a benefit Citywide. Development of the 
project site will provide construction employment opportunities for Dublin residents. 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #610-50  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Volunteer Recognition Event Invitation and Awards 
Prepared by Taryn Gavagan Bozzo, Executive Aide 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City Council will consider recommendations from the Volunteer Recognition Event Ad-Hoc 
Committee to extend invitations to leadership of Dublin-based non-profit organizations, and 
reposition the Mayor’s Award as the Mayor’s Legacy Award. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends the City Council agree to distribute invitations to the leadership of Dublin-
based non-profit organizations, and approve repositioning the Mayor’s Award. 
 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 
In February of each year, the City of Dublin recognizes its volunteers who have served the City 
and its functions throughout the previous year. Additionally, a citizen and young citizen who 
have made a significant contribution toward enhancing the quality of life for residents of Dublin 
during the past year, and a non-profit organization that has provided services which have 
substantially benefited residents of Dublin are recognized.  Nominations for the Citizens and 
Organization of the Year awards are sought in December and January, with the winner being 
chosen through an evaluation process performed by three impartial judges chosen by the 
Volunteer Recognition Event Ad-Hoc Committee. 
 
In addition to the awards for the Citizens and Organization of the Year, the Mayor selects 
someone whom he/she believes has worked tirelessly on behalf of the Dublin community; this 
person is presented with the “Mayor’s Award” at the Volunteer Recognition Event. 
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To prepare for the event, several forms of outreach occur in December and January to obtain 
nominations for the Citizens and Organization of the Year awards. In addition to press releases, 
an email is sent to several people and agencies/organizations including the Dublin Unified 
School District, Dublin San Ramon Services District, City of Dublin Staff, and non-profit 
organizations the City of Dublin Human Services division has worked with in the previous year. 
This email, sent on behalf of the Mayor, provides information regarding the event and invites 
recipients to nominate individuals and/or non-profit organizations they feel deserving. Attached 
to the email are the Guidelines for nominations as well as a Nomination Form which can be filled 
out electronically and emailed or mailed in. A link to the City’s Volunteer Recognition website is 
also included in the email so individuals may fill out and submit a Nomination Form through the 
City’s website. The nomination period typically lasts one month, closing the Friday before Martin 
Luther King, Jr. day. 
 
Once the nomination period has closed, invitations for the event are distributed to local 
dignitaries, City of Dublin executive staff, and City of Dublin volunteers who were registered the 
previous year to assist in activities provided by the Heritage Park and Museums, Police 
Services, and/or the Dublin Senior Center. Additionally, invitations are sent to nominees and 
their respective nominators. 
 
At the November 3, 2015 City Council meeting, the Mayor, with consensus of the City Council, 
requested that the Volunteer Recognition Ad-Hoc Committee meet and discuss inviting board 
members of non-profit organizations in Dublin, in addition to adding another award similar to the 
Mayor’s Award that would recognize someone who has had provided a long-term volunteered 
commitment to the Dublin community. 
 
The Volunteer Recognition Ad-Hoc Committee met on December 2, 2015 to discuss the 
requests and recommends additional invitations get distributed to the leadership of Dublin-
based non-profit organizations. Additionally, the Committee did not recommend the creation of 
an additional award category, but recommends that the Mayor’s Award be rebranded as the 
Mayor’s Legacy Award, as a means in which to recognize those that have made a continued 
commitment to the Dublin community. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 
None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

 

None. 
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 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File #610-40  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
City Councilmember Dublin Pride Week Committee Appointments 
Prepared by Obaid Khan, Transportation and Operations Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  

  
The City Council will consider appointing two of its members to the 2016 Dublin Pride Week 
Committee for a limited term beginning January 2016 and ending December 2016. The Dublin 
Pride Week Committee plans and prepares this annual event, which seeks to engage 
individuals and/ or groups in action- based activities to help improve the community. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 

None. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
  
Staff recommends that the City Council discuss the appointment of two Councilmember to the 
Dublin Pride Week Committee and confirm the appointments for the limited term of January 
2016 through December 2016. 
 
 
       
 Submitted By Reviewed By 
 Public Works Director Assistant City Manager 

 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 

Dublin Pride Week is an annual event that seeks to promote a positive image for the City of 
Dublin. The primary objective for Dublin Pride Week is to seek ways to engage individuals and/ 
or groups in action- based activities to help improve the community. At the forefront of this effort 
is the Dublin Pride Week Committee. The Committee is made up of Councilmembers, City Staff 
and various community members and community organizations and comes together to plan and 
prepare the event. Councilmember participation is a key component of this committee and the 
ultimate success of Dublin Pride Week activities. Similar to last year, Dublin Pride Week will 
begin the last Saturday in April (April 30th) and will continue through the first Saturday in May 
(May 7th).  
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Traditionally, two City Councilmembers have been appointed to serve on the Dublin Pride Week 
Committee. In 2015, Councilmembers Don Biddle and Doreen Wehrenberg served as the City 
Council's representatives. As such, Staff requests that the appointment of two Councilmembers 
to this committee be discussed and confirmed for a limited term beginning January 2016 and 
ending December 2016. At the current time, Pride Week Committee Meetings are tentatively 
scheduled to occur once per month with a meeting start time of 2:00 pm. Generally, this meeting 
schedule continues through the month of March. As Pride Week approaches, more frequent 
meetings often become necessary. As a result, the Pride Week Committee may meet on a bi- 
weekly basis beginning in March and continue in such a manner until Pride Week activities 
begin. Other meetings schedules can be set to meet the needs of committee members. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 

None. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

 

None. 



 

  

  

 Page 1 of 2 ITEM NO.  8.2  

  
 

 STAFF REPORT 

CITY COUNCIL 

CITY CLERK 

File # 140-30  
 

DATE: December 15, 2015 

TO: Honorable Mayor and City Councilmembers 

FROM: 
 
Christopher L. Foss, City Manager 

 
SUBJECT: 

 

 
Appointment of Delegate to Attend the National League of Cities Congressional 
City Conference and Designation of Voting Delegate for the 2016 Congress of 
Cities and Exposition 
Prepared by Caroline P. Soto, City Clerk/Records Manager 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:   
 
The City Council will consider appointing one of its members as a delegate, and one as an 
alternate, to attend the National League of Cities (NLC) Congressional City Conference in 
March 2016, and appointing a voting delegate, and an alternate, to attend and vote, on the 
City's behalf, at the 2016 Congress of Cities and Exposition in November of 2016. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
 
Sufficient funds will be available for attendance at both the March and November 2016 
conferences.   
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the City Council review and discuss appointing one of its members as a 
delegate, and one as an alternate, to attend the National League of Cities (NLC) Congressional 
City Conference in March 2016, and appoint a voting delegate, and an alternate, to attend and 
vote on the City's behalf at the Congress of Cities and Exposition in November of 2016. 
 
 
 
    
  Reviewed By 
  Assistant City Manager 
 
DESCRIPTION:  

 
The NLC is an organization through which city officials work together on a national level to 
further their common interests and the interests of their citizens. The NLC Congressional City 
Conference, to be held in Washington, D.C, from March 5-9, 2016, provides local elected 
officials and municipal staff a myriad of opportunities to learn about federal issues important to 
America's cities and towns, to lobby Congress on those priorities, and to be part of a clear and 
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unified voice. The program includes general sessions featuring national leaders, members of the 
Administration and Congress, workshops and pre-conference leadership seminars. 
 
The Congress of Cities and Exposition is scheduled to be held November 16–19, 2016, in 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.  During this conference, the annual business meeting is held, at which 
each member city is afforded the opportunity to shape the NLC's federal advocacy agenda for 
the upcoming year by casting a vote on preferred policy recommendations. In order for the City 
of Dublin to participate in this meeting, the City Council will need to appoint a voting delegate, 
and an alternate, to attend and vote on the City's behalf at the conference. 
 
Once City Councilmembers have been appointed to attend one or both of the conferences, 
notification of voting delegate and alternate will be forwarded to the NLC.  Last year, the City 
Council appointed Mayor Haubert as its delegate, and Councilmember Biddle as the alternate, 
to attend the National League of Cities (NLC) Congressional City Conference in March 2015, 
and appointed Councilmember Hart as the voting delegate, and Councilmember Biddle as the 
alternate, to attend and vote on the City's behalf at the NLC Annual Conference in November of 
2015. 
 
NOTICING REQUIREMENTS/PUBLIC OUTREACH:  

 
Not applicable. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:  None 
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