
CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL

MEETING AGENDA

City Council Chamber

225 Second Street

Claremont, CA 91711

Tuesday

January 08, 2019

6:30 PM

COUNCILMEMBERS

COREY CALAYCAY
MAYOR

LARRY SCHROEDER            ED REECE                  JED LEANO             JENNIFER STARK

CALL TO ORDER THE MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

MOMENT OF SILENCE

ROLL CALL

CLOSED SESSION REPORT

CEREMONIAL MATTERS, PRESENTATIONS, AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

CITY MANAGER REPORT

PUBLIC COMMENT

The Council has set aside this time for persons in the audience who wish to comment on items 

that ARE NOT LISTED ON THIS AGENDA, but are within the jurisdiction of the City Council.  

Members of the audience will later have the opportunity to address the City Council regarding ALL 

OTHER ITEMS ON THE AGENDA at the time the Council considers those items.

At this time the Council will take public comment for 30 minutes. Public Comment will resume later 

in the meeting if there are speakers who did not get an opportunity to speak because of the 

30-minute time limit.

The Brown Act prohibits the City Council from taking action on oral requests relating to items that 

are not on the agenda. The Council may engage in a brief discussion, refer the matter to staff, 

and/or schedule requests for consideration at a subsequent meeting. 

The Council requests, but does not require, speakers to identify themselves.  When you come up 

to speak, please state your name unless you wish to remain anonymous. Each speaker will be 
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allowed four (4) continuous minutes.

CONSENT CALENDAR

All matters listed on the consent calendar are considered to be routine. The City Council or one or 

more Commissions and/or Committees have previously considered most of the items on the 

consent calendar. The Council may act on these items by one motion following public comment. 

Only Councilmembers may pull an item from the consent calendar for discussion. 

The City Council will waive reading of resolutions and ordinances. Each resolution and ordinance 

will be numbered following Council approval. 

Now is the time for those in the audience to comment on the consent calendar. Each speaker will 

be allowed four (4) continuous minutes to comment on items on the consent calendar.

ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS APPROVING CITY WARRANT REGISTERS1.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council:

A. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND 

DEMANDS SPECIFYING THE FUNDS OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO 

BE PAID, dated December 13, 2018; and

B. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND 

DEMANDS SPECIFYING THE FUNDS OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO 

BE PAID, dated December 20, 2018;

Resolution Approving City Warrant Register Dated December 13, 2018

Resolution Approving City Warrant Register Dated December 20, 2018

Attachment(s):

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES OF DECEMBER 11, 20182.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council approve and file the regular City 

Council meeting minutes of December 11, 2018.

Draft Regular Meeting Minutes of December 11, 2018Attachment(s):

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT (FILE #18-LL01) AFFECTING TWO PARCELS; LOT 1 OWNED BY 

THE CLAREMONT COLLEGES INC., AND LOT 2 OWNED BY PITZER COLLEGE.  

APPLICANTS - THE CLAREMONT COLLEGES INC., AND PITZER COLLEGE

3.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA APPROVING LOT 

LINE ADJUSTMENT (FILE #18-LL01) AFFECTING TWO 

COLLEGE-OWNED PARCELS IN THE VICINITY OF MILLS AVENUE AND 

BLAISDELL DRIVE, which adjusts the property boundaries of two lots, one 

owned by The Claremont Colleges Inc., and the other owned by Pitzer 

College, as the findings required in Section 17.256.020 of the Claremont 

Municipal Code can be made.
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Resolution Approving Lot Line Adjustment #18-LL01

Aerial Photos of Vicinity of Lot Line Adjustment

Attachment(s):

ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS AND RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION 

IMPROVEMENT BONDS AND CASH DEPOSITS FOR FINAL TRACT MAP NO. 72078 AND 

FINAL TRACT MAP NO. 72539, SUBDIVIDING A COMBINED TOTAL OF 7.62 ACRES FOR 

RESIDENTAL TOWNHOME CONDOMINIUM PURPOSES ON THE SOUTH EAST CORNER 

OF BASE LINE ROAD AND MOUNTAIN AVENUE. APPLICANT - D.R. HORTON - LOS 

ANGELES HOLDING COMPANY, INC.

4.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council accept and approve the public 

improvements and release the applicable improvement bonds and cash 

deposits for Final Tract Map No. 72078 and Tract Map No. 72539.

Tract Map 72078

Tract Map 72539

TR 72078 Subdivision Improvement Agreement

TR 72539 Subdivision Improvement Agreement

Attachment(s):

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CERTIFICATE OF 

ACCEPTANCE AND RELATED DOCUMENTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE SALE OF 

CITY-OWNED PROPERTY, 119 YALE AVENUE (APN 8313-020-904)

5.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING 

THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE 

AND RELATED IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE 

SALE OF A PORTION OF THE PROPERTY WITH ASSESSOR PARCEL 

NUMBER (APN) 8313-020-904.

ResolutionAttachment(s):

AWARD OF CONTRACT TO PRUDENTIAL OVERALL SUPPLY FOR UNIFORM SERVICES6.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the City Manager to enter 

into a sixteen-month contract in an amount not to exceed $20,000, with three 

optional one-year extensions, in an amount not to exceed $15,000 per year, 

with Prudential Overall Supply for providing uniform services.

AMENDMENT TO AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR THE PURCHASE OF A BRUSH CHIPPER7.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council amend its November 13, 2018 action 

to award a contract and authorize the City Manager to enter into an 

agreement with RDO Equipment Co. for the purchase of a brush chipper at a 

cost of $62,963.44.



January 8, 2019Page 4 City Council Agenda

AUTHORIZATION TO AMEND THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH 

SILVER & WRIGHT LLP FOR SPECIAL LEGAL SERVICES RELATED TO CODE 

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

8.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the City Manager to amend 

the contract amount of the agreement with Silver & Wright LLP for special 

legal services in an amount not to exceed $20,000, for a total contract 

amount not to exceed $70,000.

PUBLIC HEARINGS

Public Hearings will not begin before 7:00 p.m.  Each speaker providing public comment will be 

allowed four (4) continuous minutes to speak, which cannot be delegated.

TAX EQUITY AND FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY ACT OF 1982 HEARING TO APPROVE THE 

ISSUANCE OF $13 MILLION IN TAX EXEMPT FINANCING BY THE CALIFORNIA 

MUNICIPAL FINANCE AUTHORITY FOR THE BENEFIT OF HARVEY MUDD COLLEGE

9.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 

COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING THE 

ISSUANCE OF THE CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL FINANCE AUTHORITY 2019 

TAX EXEMPT LOAN FOR THE BENEFIT OF HARVEY MUDD COLLEGE IN 

AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $13,000,000 FOR 

THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING AND REFINANCING THE ACQUISITION, 

CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENT AND EQUIPPING OF VARIOUS 

EDUCATIONAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE FACILITIES AND CERTAIN OTHER 

MATTERS RELATING THERETO.

Proposed ResolutionAttachment(s):

PUBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND DISCUSS POTENTIAL TRANSITION 

FROM AT-LARGE TO DISTRICT ELECTIONS, PURSUANT TO ELECTIONS CODE 10010(A)

(1) AND ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION SETTING FORTH LEGAL CRITERIA FOR 

DRAWING DISTRICTS

10.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council:

A. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA SETTING FORTH LEGAL CRITERIA FOR 

DRAWING DISTRICTS;

B. Receive public comment regarding the composition of the yet to be 

formed voting districts; and  

C. Appropriate an additional $15,000 from the Operating and Environmental 

Emergency Reserve to fund the cost of consultant and attorney time to take 

the City through the process of moving to district-based elections, which is 

required if the City Council wishes to conduct weekend workshops.

Resolution Setting Forth Criteria for Districts

Table of Results of CVRA Litigation

City Council Resolution 2018-67

Attachment(s):
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FEE SCHEDULE FOR TRASH ENCLOSURE CLEANING AND BOARD UP SERVICES11.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council:

A. Adopt a RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A NEW SCHEDULE OF FEES 

FOR BOARD UP SERVICES; and

B. Adopt a RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A NEW SCHEDULE OF FEES 

FOR REFUSE ENCLOSURE CLEANING SERVICES.

Resolution Adopting Schedule of Fees for Board Up Services

Resolution Adopting Schedule of Fees for Trash Enclosure Cleaning Services

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Brochure

Excerpt from the 10-22-18 Parks, Hillsides, & Utilities Committee Meeting

Excerpt from the 11-07-18 C&HS Commission Meeting

Attachment(s):

ORDINANCES - None

ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS

REQUEST FOR REMOVAL OF TWO CANARY ISLAND PINE TREES AT 2233 KEMPER 

AVENUE

12.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council uphold the Community and Human 

Services Commission recommendation to deny the request for removal of the 

two Canary Island Pine trees at 2233 Kemper Avenue.

Original Email from Resident

Appeal Form

Photos of Trees

Excerpt from the 7-18-18 Tree Committee Meeting

Excerpt from the 10-17-18 Tree Committee Meeting

Excerpt from the 11-7-18 Community & Human Services Commission Meeting

Attachment(s):

AUTHORIZATION TO AMEND THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH IDS 

GROUP TO EVALUATE THE RETROFITING, REUSE, AND EXPANSION OF THE CURRENT 

POLICE STATION AND CITY YARD ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

13.

Recommendation: Staff recommends that the City Council:

A. Based on the recommendation from the Police Station Citizens Advisory 

Committee, authorize the City Manager to amend the agreement with IDS 

Group to increase the compensation amount by $30,000, for a total cost of 

$43,345, to provide for additional analysis of the feasibility of retrofit, reuse 

and expansion of the existing Police Station, and repurposing and expanding 

the administration building at the City Yard; and

B. Appropriate $30,000 from the Operating and Environmental Emergency 

Reserve to cover the additional cost of the agreement with IDS Group.



January 8, 2019Page 6 City Council Agenda

10/23/18 City Council Staff Report

10/23/18 City Council Minutes

10/17/18 PSCAC Minutes

Excerpt from the 12/5/18 Draft PSCAC Minutes

Attachment(s):

CONTINUED PUBLIC COMMENT

This time is reserved for those persons who were unable to speak earlier in the agenda because 

of the 30-minute time restriction.

MAYOR AND COUNCIL

Council Item

ANNOUNCEMENT AND CONFIRMATION OF LOCAL AND REGIONAL COUNCILMEMBER 

APPOINTMENTS, AND ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION DESIGNATING A GOVERNING 

BOARD MEMBER AND VOTING ALTERNATE TO THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COUNCIL 

OF GOVERNMENTS JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY

14.

Recommendation: Mayor Calaycay recommends that the City Council:

A. Confirm the various appointments to local and regional committees, 

boards, and organizations; and

B. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLAREMONT, DESIGNATING A GOVERNING BOARD MEMBER AND A 

VOTING ALTERNATE TO THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COUNCIL OF 

GOVERNMENTS JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY.

Council Committee Master List 2019

Resolution Designating a Board Member and Alternate to the SGVCOG

Form 806

Attachment(s):

Council Assignment Reports

City Councilmembers may serve as representatives on regional organizations. This time is 

allocated for reports about their activities.

COMMISSIONS

- Architectural Commission (One Vacancy)  

- Community and Human Services Commission (One Vacancy)

- Police Commission (One Vacancy)

- Sustainability Committee (Three Vacancies)

- Traffic and Transportation Commission (One Vacancy)

ADJOURNMENT

THE NEXT REGULAR MEETING OF THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL WILL BE HELD ON, 

JANUARY 22, 2019, AT 6:30 P.M. IN THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL CHAMBER, 225 SECOND 

STREET.
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A LOOK AHEAD – Upcoming Meetings and Tentative Agenda Items

- City Council Priority Workshop (Tentatively Set for January 29, 2019)

MATERIALS RELATED TO AN ITEM ON THIS AGENDA, AND SUBMITTED TO THE CITY 

COUNCIL AFTER PUBLICATION OF THE AGENDA, ARE AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC IN THE 

CITY CLERK’S OFFICE AT 207 HARVARD AVENUE, CLAREMONT, MONDAY THROUGH 

THURSDAY, 7 AM – 6 PM.  SUBJECT MATERIALS WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE ON THE CITY 

WEBSITE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE - www.ci.claremont.ca.us.  For more information, please call the 

City Clerk’s Office at 909-399-5461.

IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT 0F 1990, THIS AGENDA 

WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE IN APPROPRIATE ALTERNATIVE FORMATS TO PERSONS 

WITH DISABILITIES.  ANY PERSON WITH A DISABILITY WHO REQUIRES A MODIFICATION 

OR ACCOMMODATION IN ORDER TO PARTICIPATE IN A CITY MEETING SHOULD 

CONTACT THE CITY CLERK AT 909-399-5461 “VOICE” OR 1-800-735-2929 “TT/TTY” AT 

LEAST THREE (3) WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO THE MEETING, IF POSSIBLE.

I, SHELLEY DESAUTELS, CITY CLERK OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, HEREBY 

CERTIFY UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING AGENDA WAS POSTED AT 

CLAREMONT CITY HALL, 207 HARVARD AVENUE, ON  JANUARY 3, 2019, PURSUANT TO 

GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 54954.2.

POST THROUGH: JANUARY 9, 2019
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Agenda Report

File #: 2678 Item No: 1.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: SHELLEY DESAUTELS, CITY CLERK

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS APPROVING CITY WARRANT REGISTERS

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council:
A. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,

CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND DEMANDS SPECIFYING THE FUNDS
OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE PAID, dated December 13, 2018; and

B. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,
CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND DEMANDS SPECIFYING THE FUNDS
OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE PAID, dated December 20, 2018;

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by:

Shelley Desautels
City Clerk

Attachments:
A - Resolution Approving City Warrant Register Dated December 13, 2018
B - Resolution Approving City Warrant Register Dated December 20, 2018
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019- 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND DEMANDS AND SPECIFYING THE 
FUNDS OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE PAID 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE:  
 
 SECTION 1.  That the list of claims and demands dated December 13, 2018, totaling 
$1,773,806.03 has been audited as required by law. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That warrant numbers 3560 through 3566, 236532 through 236645, 
and 4854 inclusive, are hereby allowed in the amounts and ordered paid out of the 
respective funds.  
 
 SECTION 3.  That the Mayor shall sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest 
and certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 
         

       
 

 ________________________________ 
                                                                                  Mayor, City of Claremont 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019- 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND DEMANDS AND SPECIFYING THE 
FUNDS OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE PAID 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE:  
 
 SECTION 1.  That the list of claims and demands dated December 20, 2018, totaling 
$985,624.85 has been audited as required by law. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That warrant numbers 3567 through 3575, 236646 through 236782, 
and 4855 inclusive, are hereby allowed in the amounts and ordered paid out of the 
respective funds.  
 
 SECTION 3.  That the Mayor shall sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest 
and certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 
         

       
 

 ________________________________ 
                                                                                  Mayor, City of Claremont 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
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Agenda Report

File #: 2679 Item No: 2.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: SHELLEY DESAUTELS, CITY CLERK

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES OF DECEMBER 11, 2018

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council approve and file the regular City Council meeting minutes of
December 11, 2018.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Shelley Desautels Jamie Costanza
City Clerk Deputy City Clerk

Attachment:
Draft Regular Meeting Minutes of December 11, 2018
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  CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL 

MINUTES 
Tuesday, December 11, 2018, 2018 - 6:30 p.m. 

City Council Chamber 
225 Second Street, Claremont, California 

 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mayor Nasiali called the meeting to order at 6:33 p.m. 
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

MOMENT OF SILENCE 
  

ROLL CALL 

 

PRESENT  COUNCILMEMBER: CALAYCAY, LYONS, NASIALI, PEDROZA, 
SCHROEDER 

 

ABSENT  COUNCILMEMBER: NONE 
 

ALSO PRESENT Tara Schultz, City Manager; Joseph Larsen, Deputy City Attorney; 
Christopher Paulson, Director of Community Services; Brad Johnson, 
Director of Community Development; Shelly Vander Veen, Police Chief; 
Anne Turner, Director of Human Services; Shelley Desautels, City Clerk 

 

CLOSED SESSION REPORT 
 
There was no closed session to report on. 
 

CEREMONIAL MATTERS, PRESENTATIONS, AND ANNOUNCEMENTS   
 
Mayor Nasiali recognized Logan Nigh, Senior Human Services Leader, who has joined the Peace 
Corps.  
 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 
 
There was no City Manager report.  

    

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Mayor Nasiali invited public comment. 
 
Amy Crow, Claremont Library Manager, highlighted upcoming events at the Library and shared 
that the Library will be closed on December 24, at 5:00 p.m., December 25, December 31, at 5:00 
p.m., and January 1. She reminded all that the Library’s on-line library is always open.   
 
There were no other requests to speak.   
 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Mayor Nasiali invited public comment on the Consent Calendar.    

jcostanza
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There were no requests to speak. 
 
Routine Administrative Items 
 
1. Adoption of a Resolution Approving City Warrant Registers 

Adopted Resolution No. 2018-68, A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, ALLOWING CERTAIN CLAIMS AND DEMANDS 
SPECIFYING THE FUNDS OUT OF WHICH THE SAME ARE TO BE PAID, dated 
November 29, 2018. 
 

2. City Council Minutes of November 27, 2018 (Special and Regular) 
Approved and filed. 

 
3. Second Reading and Adoption of an Ordinance Revising the 2011 Speed Survey for 

Bonita Avenue (Indian Hill Boulevard to the Westerly City Limit) and First Street (College 
Avenue to Claremont Boulevard) and New Speed Survey for Harrison Avenue (Harvard 
Avenue to Indian Hill Boulevard) Retaining the Current Speed Limits   
Adopted Ordinance No. 2018-12, AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, AMENDING SECTION 10.48.010 OF THE CLAREMONT MUNICIPAL CODE 
RELATING TO THE ADOPTION AND ESTABLISHMENT OF SPEED LIMITS ON BONITA 
AVENUE (INDIAN HILL BOULEVARD TO THE WESTERLY CITY LIMIT) AND FIRST 
STREET (COLLEGE AVENUE TO CLAREMONT BOULEVARD), AND NEW SPEED 
SURVEY FOR HARRISON AVENUE (HARVARD AVENUE TO INDIAN HILL BOULEVARD). 

 
Councilmember Pedroza moved to approve the Consent Calendar, seconded by 

Councilmember Lyons, and carried on a vote as follows:  
 

AYES:  Councilmember – Calaycay, Lyons, Nasiali, Pedroza, Schroeder 

NOES: Councilmember – None 

 

ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS 

 
4. Declaration of Results of the November 6, 2018 General Municipal Election 
 
 Shelley Desautels, City Clerk, highlighted the staff report.   
 
 Mayor Nasiali invited public comment.  
 
 There were no requests to speak.  
 

Councilmember Calaycay moved to adopt Resolution No. 2018-69, A RESOLUTION 

OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, RECITING 

THE FACT OF THE GENERAL MUNICIPAL ELECTION HELD ON NOVEMBER 6, 2018, 

DECLARING THE RESULT AND SUCH OTHER MATTERS AS PROVIDED BY LAW, 

seconded by Councilmember Lyons, and carried on a roll call vote as follows: 

 

AYES:  Councilmember – Calaycay, Lyons, Nasiali, Pedroza, Schroeder 

NOES: Councilmember – None 
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 Councilmember Schroeder congratulated Councilmembers elect Stark, Leano, and Reece. 
He stated there will be a lot of issues the City Council will cover in these coming years.  

 
 Councilmember Pedroza emphasized what it means to be a City of Claremont 

representative, and stated it has been an honor to serve as a representative of Claremont.  
  
 Councilmember Lyons congratulated Councilmembers elect Stark, Leano, and Reece. He 

fully expects the new Council to continue to engage with the community in a way that 
encourages participation, positive criticism, and takes recommendations and suggestions 
from the public as well as City staff.              

  
 Councilmember Calaycay stated it has been a great honor to serve with his fellow 

Councilmembers. Despite what members of the public may have interpreted at times, this 
Council has been honorable, and collegial.   

 
 Mayor Nasiali thanked the Claremont residents and Claremont community, his fellow 

Councilmembers, City staff, and his wife Katherine. He asked all to remember that you are 
never wrong doing the right thing.    

 
 Mayor Pro Tem Calaycay presented outgoing Mayor Nasiali with a gavel plaque.  
 
 The City Manager and Mayor Pro Tem Calaycay presented outgoing Mayor Nasiali, 

outgoing Councilmember Pedroza, and outgoing Councilmember Lyons, with City tile 
plaques. 

 
 The City Manager and Mayor Pro Tem Calaycay presented Julie Pedroza, Katherine 

Nasiali, and Sharyn Webb with flowers.  
 
 Outgoing Mayor Nasiali, outgoing Councilmember Lyons, and outgoing Councilmember 

Pedroza left the dais. 
 
 The City Council recessed at 7:05 p.m. 
 The City Council reconvened at 7:08 p.m. 
 
 Councilmembers Stark, Leano, and Reece took their seats at the dais.  
 
 Ruby Berke administered the oath of office to Councilmember Stark, Tahil Sharma 

administered the oath of office to Councilmember Leano, and Police Chief Shelly Vander 
Veen administered the oath of office to Councilmember Reece.   

  
5. Appointment of a Mayor and Mayor Pro Tempore 
 
 City Clerk Desautels called for nominations for the office of Mayor.  
 
 Councilmember Schroeder nominated Councilmember Calaycay for the office of Mayor.  
 
 Nominations were closed, and City Clerk Desautels invited public comment.  
 
 There were no requests to speak.  
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 Councilmember Schroeder moved to appoint Councilmember Calaycay to the office 

of Mayor for a term to expire on December 10, 2019, seconded by Councilmember 

Leano, and carried on a roll call vote as follows: 

 

AYES:  Councilmember – Calaycay, Leano, Reece, Schroeder, Stark 

NOES: Councilmember – None 

 
 Mayor Calaycay called for nominations for the office of Mayor Pro Tempore.  
 
 Councilmember Reece nominated Councilmember Schroeder for the office of Mayor Pro 

Tempore.  
 
 Nominations were closed, and Mayor Calaycay invited public comment. 
 
 There were no requests to speak.  
 
 Councilmember Reece moved to appoint Councilmember Schroeder to the office of 

Mayor Pro Tempore for a term to expire on December 10, 2019, seconded by 

Councilmember Stark, and carried on a vote as follows: 

 

 AYES: Councilmember – Calaycay, Leano, Reece, Schroeder, Stark 

NOES: Councilmember – None 

 

 Councilmember Leano moved to adopt Resolution No. 2018-70, A RESOLUTION OF 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, APPOINTING    

COREY CALAYCAY AS MAYOR AND LARRY SCHROEDER AS MAYOR PRO 

TEMPORE, seconded by Councilmember Reece, and carried on a vote as follows: 

 

AYES:  Councilmember – Calaycay, Leano, Reece, Schroeder, Stark 

NOES: Councilmember – None 
 
 Councilmember Stark thanked everyone for their trust in her and expressed she is 

fortunate to be seated as a Councilmember. She stated that to be able to serve Claremont 
is a privilege only paralleled by the pleasure of being a part of this community. She 
pledged to uphold the Constitution of the United States, the State of California, and the 
collaborative vision of Claremont. She also pledged to work together respectfully, 
thoughtfully, compassionately enthusiastically, and sincerely.                 

 
 Councilmember Leano thanked Councilmembers Schroeder and Calaycay, and outgoing 

Councilmembers Nasiali, Lyons, and Pedroza, for showing him five different ways to be a 
Councilmember. He also thanked City staff, Helaine Goldwater, Butch Henderson, his 
Committee Members, his Campaign Manager Lee Kane, his family, and the Claremont 
residents.  

 
 Councilmember Reece is humbled and honored to receive this opportunity. He said he will 

do his best to do what is right and necessary for the community. He thanked the 
Claremont community, his loved ones, and his Committee.            

 
 Councilmember Schroeder stated that the City is currently facing a lot of challenges and 

could face additional challenges that are unknown at this time. All challenges will be given 
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the Council’s utmost attention. He believes that without City staff Councilmembers could 
not execute the policies set, and City staff must be taken care of and appreciated. He 
congratulated newly elected Councilmembers Stark, Leano, and Reece.  

 
 Mayor Calaycay congratulated newly elected Councilmembers Stark, Leano, and Reece. 

He wished the new Councilmembers successful time in office and hoped they will be very 
proud of their upcoming decisions and that the community will be proud of their great work 
to come. Lastly, he thanked his fellow Councilmembers for their respective votes of 
confidence to elect him as Mayor.        

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 
Mayor Calaycay adjourned the meeting at 7:32 p.m. The next regular meeting of the Claremont 
City Council will be held on Tuesday, January 8, 2019, at 6:30 p.m. in the Claremont City Council 
Chamber, 225 Second Street, Claremont.  
 
 
        
Mayor  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
        
Deputy City Clerk 
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Agenda Report

File #: 2693 Item No: 3.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: BRAD JOHNSON, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT (FILE #18-LL01) AFFECTING TWO PARCELS; LOT 1 OWNED BY THE
CLAREMONT COLLEGES INC., AND LOT 2 OWNED BY PITZER COLLEGE. APPLICANTS -
THE CLAREMONT COLLEGES INC., AND PITZER COLLEGE

SUMMARY

The applicants have requested City approval of a lot line adjustment that will allow Pitzer College to
transfer a 22-foot-wide strip of land to The Claremont Colleges, Inc. (TCCI) so that it can continue to
be used as a buffer between adjacent residences that front along Blaisdell Drive and College-owned
properties to the south. The proposed lot line adjustment affects two properties. Parcel 1, which is
owned by The Claremont Colleges Incorporated, is identified as Assessor Parcel Number (APN)
8306-008-063 and located at 1475 N. Mills Avenue. Parcel 2, which is owned by Pitzer College, is
identified as APN 8306-008-071, and located at 1410 N. Amhurst Avenue.

In 2015, Pitzer College purchased 11.8 acres of property from TCCI for establishment of the Robert
Redford Conservancy. Through development of the Conservancy, Pitzer determined that 22 feet at
the north end of the lot had been fenced off for use as a buffer between the passively maintained
College-property and the adjacent residential lots. After working with neighbors, TCCI has agreed to
take ownership of this strip of a land through a lot line adjustment. Once the property transfers, TCCI
will execute license agreements with each of the adjacent residential property owners to allow
continued use of the strip of land as a buffer from the College property, essentially expanding their
usable rear yards, in exchange for assuming some of the liability for maintaining the property.

The City Council is the decision-making body for lot line adjustment requests. State law limits City
review to approval or denial based on a determination of whether or not the parcels resulting from the
lot line adjustment conform to the local General Plan and zoning and building ordinances. Staff finds
the proposed lot line adjustment to be consistent with the State Subdivision Map Act and City’s
General Plan, and that the revised parcels comply with the development standards of the Claremont
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Municipal Code and Building Code.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA APPROVING LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT (FILE #18-LL01)
AFFECTING TWO COLLEGE-OWNED PARCELS IN THE VICINITY OF MILLS AVENUE AND
BLAISDELL DRIVE, which adjusts the property boundaries of two lots, one owned by The Claremont
Colleges Inc., and the other owned by Pitzer College, as the findings required in Section 17.256.020
of the Claremont Municipal Code can be made.

ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Continue the item for additional information.

B. Deny the request, as one or more of the findings of the Municipal Code Chapter 17.256 cannot

be made and direct staff to develop a resolution denying the application to be adopted by the

City Council at its meeting on January 22, 2019.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

The costs associated with the review of this project, estimated to be $3,500, have been paid for by
the applicant through review fees paid to the Planning and Engineering Divisions.

ANALYSIS

Staff Review and Findings

The area to be transferred between the two subject parcels is 22 feet wide by 364.40 feet long, with
an area of 8,017 square feet. The area has been used as a buffer for four residential properties,
located at 354, 366, 382 and 394 Blaisdell Drive, since the homes were originally constructed in
1958. The buffer area has been fenced with chain link along the southern boundary providing the
appearance that it is an extension of the rear yards of the Blaisdell Drive residences. The
arrangement was made by the predecessor to TCCI, the Claremont University Consortium (CUC).

After purchasing the property from CUC in 2015 as part of an 11.8 acre parcel, Pitzer determined that
the property was purchased but not accessible and potentially a liability to the College. Pitzer, TCCI
and the residents have discussed a variety of solutions and settled on the proposed lot line
adjustment so that the property could continue to be used in the same manner for the foreseeable
future. The following is a summary of the lot areas before and after the adjustment.
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The legal descriptions for both the existing and proposed parcels are attached to the proposed
resolution (Attachment A) as Exhibits A and C. Maps showing the existing and proposed lot line
configuration are attached as Exhibits B and D.

Approval of the lot line adjustment creates a long, linear strip of property at the western end of Lot 1.
Due to its narrowness, the 22-foot-wide strip would be undevelopable, given the setback
requirements of the underlying IE zoning district. While undevelopable, the adjusted lot area allows
TCCI to continue its buffer arrangement with the four Blaisdell residential properties. This purpose,
providing a buffer between the natural College-owned properties and the residential lots, is an
appropriate and long-standing use of the property. The use satisfies the intent of the IE zoning
district, which is to provide for the development and enhancement of campuses for colleges and
affiliated institutions. Providing a buffer between the institutional properties and the residential zone is
clearly part of the intent of the IE zone as all setbacks are based on ensured separation between
institutional structures and adjacent residential districts.

There are no minimum lot dimensions identified for the IE zone; therefore, the revised lot, despite its
narrow, linear shape, is a conforming lot. In addition, the new lot line configurations will not result in
buildings or structures located within the required setbacks. While the minimum setback for
structures in the IE district is 25 feet plus one foot for each foot of building height over 30 feet, the
nearest structure, the Robert Redford Conservancy Building, is located 70 feet from the proposed
property line and 92 feet from the closest boundary with a residential property. The height of the
Conservancy Building is less than 30 feet.

Staff Review and Findings

The Subdivision Map Act states that a lot line adjustment may be approved by a local agency,
provided that the resulting lot configurations conform to local zoning regulations. Pursuant to Section
66412 (d) of the Subdivision Map Act, the local agency may not impose conditions or exactions on
the approval of a lot line adjustment. Additionally, the number of lots may be reduced with a lot line
adjustment, but a greater number of lots than originally existed cannot be created. The proposed lot
line adjustment will result in the same number of lots (2), but will adjust the property lines between
those two lots.

This proposed lot line adjustment has been reviewed by the City’s land surveyor (RKA Consulting
Group) and found to be technically correct and consistent with the requirements of the Subdivision
Map Act. In addition, the City’s Planning staff has reviewed the proposal for consistency with the
City’s General Plan and zoning and building ordinances as follows:
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· The proposed lot sizes are consistent with the General Plan land use designations of IE

zoning district as described in this report and attached resolution.

· The lot line adjustment adjusts the lot size and dimensions of two lots in the IE zone which has

no requirements for lot dimension or lot area. Consequently, both lots conform to the zoning.

· The new lot lines will help support an existing buffer zone separating institutional uses from a

residential zone.

· The new lot line configurations will not result in buildings or structures located within required

setbacks as described above.

· No easements or utilities are affected by the lot line adjustments.

LEGAL REVIEW

The City Attorney has reviewed the subject lot line adjustment request and approved the attached
Resolution.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not apply to the Council Priority List.

Sustainability Plan - This proposal does not apply to the Sustainability City Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not apply to the Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item furthers General Plan goals and policies including the following:

· Policy 2-2.2 which promotes individual neighborhood character, by facilitating the continued

open feeling and natural open space that characterizes properties located on the south side of

Blaisdell Drive.

· Policy 5-6.1, which calls for preserving open space as a public safety enhancement by

ensuring that residential properties to the north have adequate buffer and incentive to actively

maintain the buffer area in a manner that is attractive yet provides a buffer from the passively

managed, natural landscape of the larger college owned properties.

2018-19 Budget - This item does not apply to the 2018-19 budget.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not apply to the Youth and Family Master Plan.
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CEQA REVIEW

The proposed lot line adjustment, which does not create any new parcels, is located on relatively flat
land (3% slope), and will not result in any changes in land use or density is categorically exempt from
environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to CEQA Guideline
Section 15305, Class 5(a), which exempts minor lot line adjustments that do not result in the creation
of any new parcels.

None of the exceptions to the categorical exemptions set forth in CEQA Guideline Section 15300.2
applies to the proposed lot line adjustment because the proposed lot line adjustment: (1) is not
located in a uniquely sensitive environment; (2) is not located within a highway officially designated
as a State scenic highway; (3) is not located on a hazardous waste site; (4) would not have a
cumulative impact; and, (5) would not have a significant substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource. Therefore, no further environmental review is required at this
time.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website. Copies of this report have been sent to the applicant, their engineer, affected
neighbors, and other interested parties.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Brad Johnson Christopher Veirs
Community Development Director Principal Planner

Reviewed by:

Maria Tipping
Acting City Engineer

Attachments:
A - Resolution Approving Lot Line Adjustment #18-LL01
B - Vicinity Aerial Map
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019-  
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT (FILE #18-LL01) AFFECTING 
TWO COLLEGE-OWNED PARCELS IN THE VICINITY OF MILLS AVENUE AND 
BLAISDELL DRIVE.  APPLICANT – THE CLARMONT COLLEGES, INC. AND 
PITZER COLLEGE 
 
 WHEREAS, the applicant petitioned for a lot line adjustment affecting two college-
owned parcels; Parcel 1, which is owned by The Claremont Colleges Incorporated 
(TCCI), identified as Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 8306-008-063, and located at 
1475 N. Mills Avenue; and Parcel 2, which is owned by Pitzer College, identified as 
APN 8306-008-071, and located at 1410 N. Amhurst Avenue; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council held a hearing on January 8, 2019, to consider the 
associated lot line adjustment; and   
 

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that the lot line adjustment is consistent with the 
General Plan, Municipal Code, Building Code, and the State Subdivision Map Act, and will 
not adversely affect surrounding properties. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE: 
 
 Section 1.  The proposed lot line adjustment, which does not create any new 
parcels, is located on relatively flat land (3% slope), and will not result in any changes in 
land use or density is categorically exempt from environmental review under the California 
Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to CEQA guidelines 15305, Class 5(a), which 
exempts minor lot line adjustments that do not result in the creation of any new parcels.  
Therefore, no further environmental review is necessary; and 
 
 Section 2.  Pursuant to Section 17.256.020 of the Claremont Municipal Code, the 
City Council finds that the lot line adjustment is consistent with the General Plan, the 
Municipal Code, the State Subdivision Map Act, and the Building Code as follows:  
 

• The proposed lot line adjustment transfers a narrow strip of land from one IE 
zoned property to another for the purpose of maintaining an existing open space 
buffer area between college-owned property and adjacent private properties.  
The resulting use of the affected properties is consistent with the General Plan’s 
Institutional land use designation and serves to implement the following General 
Plan Goals and Policies: 

o Policy 2-2.2, which promotes individual neighborhood character, by 
facilitating the continued open feeling and natural open space that 
characterizes properties located on the south side of Blaisdell Drive.   

o Policy 5-6.1, which calls for preserving open space as a public safety 
enhancement by ensuring that residential properties to the north have 
adequate buffer and incentive to actively maintain the buffer area in a 
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Resolution No. 2019- 
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manner that is attractive yet provides a buffer from the passively 
managed, natural landscape of the larger college owned properties.     

• Although the lot line adjustment would create a long, linear strip of property that
would be undevelopable given the setback requirements of the underlying IE
zoning district, this revised lot serves the desired purpose of providing a buffer
between the natural college-owned properties to the south and the residential
lots to the north.

• Because there are no minimum lot dimensions identified for the IE zone, the
revised lot, despite its narrow, linear shape, is a conforming lot.

• The new lot line configurations will not result in buildings or structures located
within the required setbacks.

Section 3. The lot line adjustment request is hereby approved. The legal
description for the new lots is attached to this Resolution as Exhibit C and the map 
showing the existing lot line to be removed and new lot configurations is attached to this 
Resolution as Exhibit D. 

Section 4.  The Mayor shall sign and the City Clerk shall attest to the passage of 
this Resolution. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January 2019. 

________________________________ 
Mayor of the City of Claremont 

ATTEST: 

_______________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont  

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

______________________________ 
City Attorney of the City of Claremont 

















ATTACHMENT B 
 

Lot Line Adjustment 18-LL01 

Aerial photo of Vicinity 

 

 

Bird’s-Eye View of Vicinity of Area Affected by Adjustment  

 

 



Claremont City Council

Agenda Report

File #: 2695 Item No: 4.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: BRAD JOHNSON, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

ACCEPTANCE OF PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS AND RELEASE OF SUBDIVISION IMPROVEMENT
BONDS AND CASH DEPOSITS FOR FINAL TRACT MAP NO. 72078 AND FINAL TRACT MAP
NO. 72539, SUBDIVIDING A COMBINED TOTAL OF 7.62 ACRES FOR RESIDENTAL
TOWNHOME CONDOMINIUM PURPOSES ON THE SOUTH EAST CORNER OF BASE LINE
ROAD AND MOUNTAIN AVENUE. APPLICANT - D.R. HORTON - LOS ANGELES HOLDING
COMPANY, INC.

SUMMARY

The sub-divider of Tract Map No. 72078 and Tract Map No. 72539 has completed all subdivision
improvements along Base Line Road and Mountain Avenue as required in each of the maps’
Subdivision Improvement Agreements. The sub-divider requests that the City Council accept and
approve the required public improvements and release the applicable improvement bonds and cash
deposits associated with each tract.

Staff finds that the required improvements have been constructed per the Subdivision Improvement
Agreements, consistent with approved plans, that there are no further required improvements and all
inspections are complete. Therefore, it is appropriate to release the applicable improvement
securities at this time.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council accept and approve the public improvements and release the
applicable improvement bonds and cash deposits for Final Tract Map No. 72078 and Tract Map No.
72539.
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ALTERNATIVE TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there is the following alternative:

· Request additional information from staff.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

The cash deposits listed below will be refunded to the sub-divider as a result of this City Council
action:

1. TR 72078 Precise Grading Cash Deposit G00-001-133 $4,770
2. TR 72078 Off-Site Improvement Cash Deposit PW0-001-771$500
3. TR 72078 Off-Site Improvement Cash Deposit PW0-001-744        $5,000
4. TR 72078 Cash Monument Security PW0-001-593        $1,800
5. TR 72539 Cash Monument Security PW0-001-746        $2,500
6. TR 72539 Sewer Installation Cash Deposit G00-001-378 $150,000

Total: $164,570

The following bonds will be released as a result of this City Council action:

1. TR 72078 Grading & Onsite Improvement Bond # 016054709    $172,200
2. TR 72078 Sewer Installation Bond # SU1117691    $198,785
3. TR 72078 Storm Drain Installation Bond # SU1117692    $175,580
4. TR 72539 Grading & Onsite Improvement Bond #SU1139439 $589,840

Total: $1,136,405

The following Performance Bonds submitted with the Subdivision Improvement Agreement will be
eligible for release one year from this City Council action:

1. TR 72078 Off-site Improvement Bond #SU34937      $71,749
2. TR 72539 Off-site Improvement Bond # 800013180 $163,951

Total: $235,700

According to the Subdivision Improvement Agreement, the Performance Bonds may be released one
year after the completion and acceptance of said improvements by the City. Staff is proposing to
bring this item back one year from this council action for city council consideration of the release of
the final bonds.

The staff cost to prepare this report is estimated at $1,280, and is covered in the hourly rates for
review services paid by the sub-divider.

ANALYSIS

Tract Map No. 72078 is located at the southeast corner of the Mountain Avenue and Base Line Road
intersection (previously the site of the Claremont Unified School District offices) and creates one
residential lot for 53 condominium units. A copy of the submitted final map, which illustrates the
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residential lot for 53 condominium units. A copy of the submitted final map, which illustrates the
parcel location and configuration, is included as Attachment A.

Tract Map No. 72539 is located at 700 W. Base Line Road (adjacent to TM 72078) and creates one
residential lot for 40 condominium units. A copy of the submitted final map, which illustrates the
parcel location and configuration, is included as Attachment B.

Improvement bonds and cash deposits were provided with the approval of each map. The developer
has completed all required public improvements and now requests the release of bonds and cash
deposits.

Map Review

The City Council approved the Final Map for TR 72078 and entered into a Subdivision Improvement
Agreement (Attachment C) with the sub-divider on November 26, 2013.

The City Council approved the Final Map for TR 72539 and entered into a Subdivision Improvement
Agreement (Attachment D) with the sub-divider on March 22, 2016.

Public Improvements

As part of the subdivision requirements, the sub-divider has constructed improvements both on-site
and within the public right-of-way. Improvements within the public right-of-way include, but are not
limited to, handicap ramps, sidewalks, curb and gutters, street lights and landscaping. In addition, the
project required the undergrounding of utilities for poles located on Base Line Road, as well as the
utility poles located along the south property line.

These improvements have been completed per Subdivision Improvements Agreements, consistent
with approved plans. The installation of these improvements has been inspected by the City and
there are no additional public improvements required by the tract maps.

To close the project, the developer now asks for the release of cash deposits and provided bonds.
Once released, those improvements will be under warranty for a period of one year following City
Council acceptance of said improvements.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not apply to the Council Priority Plan.

Sustainability Plan - This item does not apply to the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not apply to the Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item does not apply to the General Plan.

2018-19 Budget - This item does not apply to the 2018-19 budget.
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Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not apply to the Youth and Family Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item is not subject to environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment) and Section 15060(c)(3) (the
activity is not a “project” as defined in Section 15378). CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(2), (4),
and (5) excludes “[c]ontinuing administrative . . . activities,” “government fiscal activities which do not
involve any commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical
impact on the environment,” and “[o]rganizational or administrative activities of governments that will
not result in  direct or indirect physical changes to the environment” from its definition of “project.”

Even if this item were a “project,” the release of subdivision improvement bonds and cash deposits
for final maps are ministerial acts and exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act as stated in Section 15268 of the CEQA Guidelines.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Brad Johnson DeLisa Bryant
Community Development Director Assistant Engineer

Attachments:
A- Tract Map 72078
B - Tract Map 72539
C - TR 72078 Subdivision Improvement Agreement
D - TR 72539 Subdivision Improvement Agreement
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Claremont City Council

Agenda Report

File #: 2663 Item No: 5.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: COLIN TUDOR, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CERTIFICATE OF
ACCEPTANCE AND RELATED DOCUMENTS IN CONNECTION WITH THE SALE OF CITY-
OWNED PROPERTY, 119 YALE AVENUE (APN 8313-020-904)

SUMMARY

Staff requests that the City Council adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to execute a
certificate of acceptance and related documents in connection with the sale of a 200 square foot City-
owned parcel located west of 119 North Yale Avenue. On January 24, 2017, the City Council adopted
an ordinance approving a purchase and sale agreement between the City of Claremont and the
owners of Some Crust Bakery, and a subsequent lot line adjustment shifting the line between the City
property and the adjacent property owned by the buyer.

Lot line adjustments must be reflected in a recorded deed and because the previously approved lot
line adjustment affects real property owned by the City and the buyer, each party is required to sign a
perfecting deed. Since a governmental agency may not have deeds or grants which convey interest
in real estate accepted for recordation without the consent of that agency, staff recommends that the
City Council adopt a resolution (Attachment) designating the City Manager as the authorized officer
to accept the perfecting deed and any other documents necessary to complete the sale between the
City and Some Crust Bakery.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A
CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE AND RELATED IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS IN
CONNECTION WITH THE SALE OF A PORTION OF THE PROPERTY WITH ASSESSOR PARCEL
NUMBER (APN) 8313-020-904.
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ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Continue the item for additional information.
B. Do not adopt a resolution.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

Costs associated with the previously approved lot line adjustment have been borne by the applicant,
who paid a fixed fee of $2,245.

Additionally, the applicant will pay $7,000 for the subject parcel. The purchase amount is based on
two land appraisals previously received by the City. The proceeds from the sale of the parcel will be
deposited into the City’s General Fund.

The staff cost to prepare this report and documentation is estimated at $1,268 and is included in the
operating budget of the Administrative Services Department.

ANALYSIS

At its meeting of January 24, 2017, the City Council adopted Ordinance No. 2017-02, approving a
purchase and sale agreement to sell a 200 square foot City-owned parcel to the owners of Some
Crust Bakery located at 119 North Yale Avenue. The City Council also adopted Resolution No. 2017-
05, approving Lot Line Adjustment #12-LL03, which would shift the lot line between the City property
and the adjacent property owned by the buyer. The purpose of the sale was to accommodate a minor
expansion of the business to provide additional storage space.

Pursuant to the Subdivision Map Act, lot line adjustments must be reflected in a deed that must be
recorded and because Lot Line Adjustment #12-LL03 will affect real property owned by both the City
and the buyer, each party is required to sign a perfecting deed to be recorded. A governmental
agency may not have deeds or grants which convey interest in real estate accepted for recordation
without the consent of that agency. Therefore, the City Council must authorize an agent to accept and
consent to a deed of grant conveying an interest in real estate to the City. Staff recommends
designating the City Manager as the authorized officer to accept the perfecting deed and to execute
any other implementing documents necessary to complete the conveyance of the sale of city
property to the buyer.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not relate to the Council Priorities.

Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the goals of Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the recommendations outlined in the
Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item relates to the following General Plan policy:

Policy 3-1.2: Support existing business in the City, and work to retain the small, independent
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business character of the City while accommodating some National/Regional chain stores.

2018-19 Budget - This item does not directly relate to the budget.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the objectives in the Youth and Family
Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act ( CEQA), the sale of the property and the
Lot Line Adjustment are exempt from CEQA pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3) because it can be seen
with certainty that the mere transfer of the property and the Lot Line Adjustment (which will not create
any new parcels, and will not result in a change of use or density) will not have the potential for
causing a significant effect on the environment.

Additionally, the sale of the property is categorically exempt pursuant to Section 15312 of the CEQA
guidelines. This Class 12 exemption allows for the sale of surplus government property that has no
Statewide, Regional, or area-wide concern. This property is exempt surplus land of only 200 feet and
has no Statewide, Regional, or area-wide concern.

Moreover, the Lot Line Adjustment is categorically exempt pursuant to Section 15305(a). This Class 5
exemption allows for the minor alterations of land use in an area which does not result in any
changes in land use or density, including minor Lot Line Adjustments not resulting in the creation of
any new parcel.

None of the exceptions to the categorical exemptions set forth in State CEQA Guideline section
15300.2 applies to the proposed project because the proposed project: (1) is not located in a
uniquely sensitive environment; (2) is not located within a highway officially designated as a State
scenic highway; (3) is not located on a hazardous waste site; (4) would not have a cumulative impact;
and, (5) would not have a significant substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource. Therefore, the general CEQA exemption apples to this item and in addition the Class 12
and Class 5 categorical exemptions apply and the exceptions do not apply. Therefore, no further
environmental review is required at this time.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Colin Tudor Jamie Harvey
Assistant City Manager Assistant to the City Manager

Attachment:
Resolution

CLAREMONT Printed on 1/3/2019Page 3 of 3

powered by Legistar™



 RESOLUTION NO. 2019- 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CERTIFICATE OF 
ACCEPTANCE AND RELATED IMPLEMENTING DOCUMENTS IN CONNECTION WITH 
THE SALE OF A PORTION OF THE PROPERTY WITH ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER 
(APN) 8313-020-904  
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Claremont (“City”) owns that certain real property commonly 
known as APN 8313-020-904 (the “City Property”); and  
 
 WHEREAS, on January 24, 2017, the City of Claremont City Council (“City Council”) 
adopted Ordinance No. 2017-02, approving a purchase and sale agreement between the 
City of Claremont (“City”) and Lawrence Carlton Feemster, as Trustee of the Lawrence 
Carlton Feemster and Sandra Kay Feemster Family Trust of June 2003 (“Buyer”), pursuant 
to which the City agreed to sell to the Buyer a portion of the City Property (the “Sale Portion 
of City Property”); and  
 
 WHEREAS, on January 24, 2017, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2017-05, 
approving Lot Line Adjustment #12-LL03, which would shift the lot line between the City 
Property and certain other adjacent real property owned by Buyer (the “Buyer Property”), for 
purposes of expanding the Buyer Property to include the Sale Portion of City Property; and  
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to the Subdivision Map Act, lot line adjustments must be 
reflected in a deed (a “Perfecting Deed”), which must be recorded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, because Lot Line Adjustment #12-LL03 will affect real property owned 
by both City and the Buyer, each of City and Buyer will be required to sign a Perfecting 
Deed, to be recorded; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Government Code section 27281 provides that a governmental agency 
may not have deeds or grants, which convey to such governmental agency an interest in or 
easement upon real estate, accepted for recordation without the consent of that 
governmental agency as evidenced by its certificate or resolution of acceptance; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council may, by resolution as provided in Government Code 
section 27281 authorize an officer or agent to accept and consent to a deed of grant 
conveying an interest in real estate to the City, and it is in the interest of convenience and 
efficiency to designate the City Manager, as the authorized officer to accept the Perfecting 
Deed executed by the City in connection with Lot Line Adjustment #12-LL03. 
  
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE: 
 
 SECTION 1.  The above recitals are true and correct and are incorporated herein. 
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 SECTION 2.  The City Manager is hereby authorized to (i) accept and consent to the 
Perfecting Deed, (ii) execute acceptance and consent of the Perfecting Deed as set forth in 
Section 27281 of the Government Code, and (iii) execute any other implementing 
documents necessary to effect the conveyance of the Sale Portion of City Property to Buyer. 
  
 SECTION 3.  This resolution shall take effect upon its adoption by this Council. 
  
 SECTION 4.  The Mayor shall sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest and 
certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 
  
 PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 
         

       
 
 ________________________________ 

                                                                                 Mayor, City of Claremont 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Attorney, City of Claremont 
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Agenda Report

File #: 2690 Item No: 6.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: CHRISTOPHER M. PAULSON, COMMUNITY SERVICES DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

AWARD OF CONTRACT TO PRUDENTIAL OVERALL SUPPLY FOR UNIFORM SERVICES

SUMMARY

The Community Services Department provides uniforms for maintenance, sanitation, and motor fleet
personnel through a uniform service provider. Services under this contract include providing the
uniform, laundering, and repair or replacement as needed. The budgeted amount to provide this
service is $15,000 per year and is included in the operating budget of the Community Services
Department.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the City Manager to enter into a sixteen-month
contract in an amount not to exceed $20,000, with three optional one-year extensions, in an amount
not to exceed $15,000 per year, with Prudential Overall Supply for providing uniform services.

ALTERNATIVE TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there is the following alternative:

· Request more information from staff.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

The proposed sixteen-month initial term allows the contract to coincide with the fiscal year budget, as
it will begin on March 1, 2019 and conclude on June 30, 2020. This agreement is for an amount not
to exceed $20,000, which allows for the set-up fees associated with new uniform services and the
additional four months of service. Following the initial sixteen-month term, the cost to provide uniform
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services is $15,000 annually.

The staff cost to prepare this report and administer this contract is estimated at $3,020 and is
included in the operating budget of the Community Services Department.

ANALYSIS

The City provides uniforms to Community Services Department personnel who have direct contact
with the public to present a uniform and identifiable staff person. This also prevents excessive soiling
and wear on personal clothing due to the duties staff is required to perform. Uniform services include
rental and laundering of uniforms, coveralls, and motor fleet shop towels. Weekly cleaning,
scheduled replacement, logo and name attachment, and repairs are also included. To ensure all
garments are presentable, replacement is determined by City staff and covered under the terms of
this agreement unless damage is considered more than normal wear and tear.

SourceWell, formerly known as National Joint Powers Alliance, is a cooperative purchasing alliance
that the City has used in the past for the purchase of fleet vehicles. In order to reduce cost for
uniform service, staff recommends entering into a piggyback agreement with Prudential Overall
Supply through SourceWell. This agreement with Prudential Overall Supply reduces the cost for
uniforms by approximately 25 percent. Prudential Overall Supply currently provides uniform services
for the Ontario-Montclair School District and the City of Pomona.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not address any of the Council Priority.

Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the goals of the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item is consistent with the Statements of the City Council Basic
Values of Economic Sustainability.

General Plan - This item does not address any of the Measures relating to the General Plan.

2018-19 Budget - This item meets the Community Services Department Work Plan Goal CS-4:
Provide customer service to residents and City employees while coordinating work efforts among the
department’s divisions to ensure that City programs are functioning effectively.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the objectives in the Youth and Family
Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item (approving a contract award for uniform services) is not subject to environmental review
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15060
(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the
environment) and section 15060(c)(3) (the activity is not a “project” as defined in Section 15378).
CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(2), (4), and (5) excludes “continuing administrative or
maintenance activities,” “government fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment to any
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maintenance activities,” “government fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment to any
specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment,” and
“administrative activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes to
the environment” from its definition of “project.”

Additionally, under CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3), it is covered by the general rule that CEQA
applies only to projects that have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment.
Extending an existing service will not have a significant effect on the environment because the action
will not result in or lead to a physical change in Claremont.
Therefore, no additional environmental review is needed.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Christopher M. Paulson Cari Dillman
Community Services Director Management Analyst
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Agenda Report

File #: 2687 Item No: 7.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: CHRISTOPHER M. PAULSON, COMMUNITY SERVICES DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

AMENDMENT TO AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR THE PURCHASE OF A BRUSH CHIPPER

SUMMARY

At the November 13, 2018 City Council meeting, the City Council approved an award of contract for
the purchase of a brush chipper in the amount of $59,500 to the Vermeer Corporation. When staff
began to implement the recommendation approved by the City Council, it became clear that there
were two corrections that needed to be approved by the City Council in order to move forward with
the purchase of the brush chipper. Those errors requiring correction are described further in this
report. All other elements of the November 13, 2018 staff report remain correct. Staff seeks City
Council approval for the purchase of a brush chipper in the amount of $62,963.44, which is $3,463.44
more than the $59,500 that was approved on November 13, 2018.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council amend its November 13, 2018 action to award a contract and
authorize the City Manager to enter into an agreement with RDO Equipment Co. for the purchase of
a brush chipper at a cost of $62,963.44.

ALTERNATIVE TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there is the following alternative:

· Request additional information from staff.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

This purchase uses a SourceWell (formerly National Joint Powers Alliance) cooperative agreement.
SourceWell recently purchased a brush chipper with identical specifications as those required for the
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SourceWell recently purchased a brush chipper with identical specifications as those required for the
City of Claremont. The SourceWell purchase involved a comprehensive competitive bid process that
meets Claremont’s purchasing requirements. SourceWell awarded a contract to RDO Equipment Co.
as the low bidder in the amount of $62,963.44. Funding for this purchase is available in the Motor
Fleet fund. The Motor Fleet fund is a Non-General Fund source of revenue, and the brush chipper
has a budgeted line item in the Equipment account of the Motor Fleet fund in the 2018-19 budget.

The staff cost to prepare this amended report and administer this contract is estimated at $546 and is
included in the operating budget of the Community Services Department.

ANALYSIS

On November 13, 2018, the City Council authorized the purchase of a brush chipper for use by the
Community Services Department. When proceeding with the purchase, staff noticed two errors with
the previous staff report that hinders the purchase of the brush chipper. The following items need to
be corrected before the purchase can commence.

The November 13 report lists the Vermeer Corporation as the vendor. The Vermeer Corporation is
the manufacturer of the brush chipper and they do not sell the product. The product is sold and
distributed by RDO Equipment Co. located in Riverside, California. SourceWell had procured the
brush chipper from RDO Equipment Co., not Vermeer Corporation, and the cooperative agreement is
still available. Therefore, staff recommends revising the previous award of contract to assign the
purchase to RDO Equipment Co.

Secondly, staff requested an appropriation in the amount of $59,500 from Motor Fleet fund balance,
however, this amount is the pre-sales tax amount. The actual amount including tax is $62,963.44.
Furthermore, an appropriation is not required since the brush chipper is an approved budgeted line
item under the Equipment account in the Motor Fleet fund. The brush chipper is budgeted at
$63,765 and the full purchase price with taxes and fees is $62,963.44.

The following analysis remains correct from the November 13, 2018 staff report. City maintenance
crews currently use a vehicle (clam truck) that was specifically designed for tree trimming operation
and hauling large amounts of debris to and from the City Yard. The custom vehicle is a 1986 Ford C-
800, and due to its age, is costly to repair and replacement parts are difficult to find. Now that tree
trimming is contracted out, the vehicle is only used when responding to fallen tree branches or failed
trees. Current practice is for staff to use the clam truck to pick up the branches and trees, haul them
to the City Yard to dump and reload them into a roll-off bin, and then haul the debris to an off-site
green waste recycling center. This process is both cumbersome and inefficient.

As an alternative to the clam truck, staff recommends replacing it with a brush chipper to be used in
response to tree and branch failures. The brush chipper will facilitate more efficient use of staff time
as branches will be able to be mulched on site and used in City maintained landscape areas. It will
eliminate the need for staff to drive back and forth to the City Yard and will decrease the amount of
material that needs to be hauled to off-site locations. The brush chipper is also a more cost-effective
piece of equipment, totaling $62,963.44 compared to the $150,000 it would cost to replace the
current clam truck. The estimated resale value for the current Ford C-800 is $1,500.

During the most recent wind storm in October, staff used every available vehicle to retrieve fallen
branches and trees and made over one hundred trips to and from the City Yard. The use of a brush
chipper will eliminate the need to make as many trips to and from the Yard and will reduce response
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time in half.

The brush chipper will be purchased using a SourceWell cooperative agreement. SourceWell
recently purchased vehicles with identical specifications as those required for the City of Claremont.
The SourceWell purchase involved a comprehensive competitive bid process that meets Claremont
purchasing requirements. For this reason, Claremont is able to “piggyback” on SourceWell’s
competitive bid process and pricing as provided for in Claremont Municipal Code Section 3.15.090.
SourceWell awarded a contract to RDO Equipment Co. as the low bidder. Production time for the
equipment is approximately one month following contract award. Staff anticipates the equipment will
be in service by March 2019.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item relates to the 2018 City Council Priorities of Financial Stability and
Sustainability.

Sustainability Plan - This item relates to the sustainability Goal 2 regarding Environment and Public
Health and Goal 5 regarding Open Space and Land Use.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item is consistent with the Statements of City Council Basic
Values of Economic Sustainability.

General Plan - This item relates to the following measures in the General Plan:

Measure I-55: Provide Solid Waste and Recycling Services.

2018-19 Budget - This item relates to the Community Services Department Work Plan Goal CS-15:
Provide an environmentally responsive and cost-effective green waste and recycling program.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the Youth and Family Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item (authorizing agreement for the purchase of a brush chipper) is not subject to environmental
review under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change
in the environment) and Section 15060 (c) (3) (the activity is not a “project” as defined in Section
15378). CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(2), (4), and (5) excludes “continuing administrative or
maintenance activities,” “government fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment to any
specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment,” and
“administrative activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes to
the environment” from its definition of “project.”

Even if this item were a “project,” it would be exempt from environmental review under CEQA
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)’s “general rule” that CEQA applies only to projects that have the
potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Here it can be seen with certainty that
there is no possibility that this item will have a significant effect on the environment. On its own, this
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action will not result in any physical changes to the environment.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by:

Christopher M. Paulson
Community Services Director

CLAREMONT Printed on 1/3/2019Page 4 of 4

powered by Legistar™



Claremont City Council

Agenda Report

File #: 2697 Item No: 8.

TO:  TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM:  COLIN TUDOR, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

DATE:  JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

AUTHORIZATION TO AMEND THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH SILVER &
WRIGHT LLP FOR SPECIAL LEGAL SERVICES RELATED TO CODE ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

SUMMARY

In 2016, the City retained Silver & Wright LLP as special counsel to provide legal services for code
enforcement actions. Since the initiation of the contract, Silver & Wright have assisted code
enforcement staff in resolving several difficult and protracted code enforcement cases. Based on this
success and several other complex ongoing cases, staff requests that the City Council authorize an
increase in compensation of $20,000 to the agreement with Silver & Wright LLP through June 30,
2019.

The City is only billed for hours attorneys from Silver & Wright work on cases, therefore, the actual
expenditure may be less than the full authorization depending on the outcome of the cases they are
assisting staff to resolve.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the City Manager to amend the contract amount of
the agreement with Silver & Wright LLP for special legal services in an amount not to exceed
$20,000, for a total contract amount not to exceed $70,000.

ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Continue discussion of this matter and request additional information.
B. Do not approve the agreement.
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FINANCIAL REVIEW

The proposed amendment is to a professional services agreement that does not require competitive
bidding and complies with all City purchasing guidelines. Claremont Municipal Code Section 3.15.040
(A) provides that the City shall secure professional services based upon demonstrated competence,
professional qualifications, and suitability for the project in general.

The cost of the amendment to the contract will be absorbed by the current Administrative Services
Department operating budget. Actual expenditures will also be partially offset by fines or liens that
may result from code enforcement actions.

The staff cost to prepare this report is estimated at $250 and is included in the operating budgets of
the Administrative Services and Community Development Departments.

ANALYSIS

Silver & Wright LLP is a law firm specializing in municipal law, code enforcement, police services,
receiverships, land use, zoning, and cost recovery, and has the specific expertise to assist staff in
moving code enforcement cases to resolution.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item relates to the Council Priority “Quality of Life”.

Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item applies to the following chapters of the General Plan:

Chapter 2: Land Use, Community Character, and Heritage Preservation Element; and

Chapter 8: Housing Element.

2018-19 Budget - This item meets the following work plan goals of the City Manager’s Office and
Community Development Department:

CP-1: Implement applicable items on the City Council Priority List;

CM-4: Ensure prompt and courteous service to citizens and fellow employees;

CM-5: Respond to citizen contacts and request for information; and

CD-9: Protect public health and property values through enforcement of property maintenance
standards.
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Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the objectives in the Youth and Family
Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item is not subject to environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment) and section 15060(c)(3) (the
activity is not a “project” as defined in Section 15378). CEQA Guidelines section 15378(b)(2), (4),
and (5) excludes “[c]ontinuing administrative ... activities,” “government fiscal activities which do not
involve any commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical
impact on the environment,” and “[o]rganizational or administrative activities of governments that will
not result in  direct or indirect physical changes to the environment” from its definition of “project.”

Even if this item were a “project,” it would be exempt from environmental review under CEQA
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)’s “general rule” that CEQA applies only to projects that have the
potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Here, it can be seen with certainty that
there is no possibility that this item, in and of itself, will have a significant effect on the environment.
On its own, this action will not result in any physical changes to the environment.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by:

Colin Tudor
Assistant City Manager
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Claremont City Council

Agenda Report

File #: 2682 Item No: 9.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: ADAM PIRRIE, FINANCE DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

TAX EQUITY AND FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY ACT OF 1982 HEARING TO APPROVE THE
ISSUANCE OF $13 MILLION IN TAX EXEMPT FINANCING BY THE CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL
FINANCE AUTHORITY FOR THE BENEFIT OF HARVEY MUDD COLLEGE

SUMMARY

Harvey Mudd College requests approval of tax exempt financing in an amount not to exceed $13
million. Financing is being made available through the California Municipal Finance Authority (CMFA).
The federal Tax Equity and Financial Responsibility Act of 1982 (TEFRA) requires that a public
hearing be held by the governing body of the jurisdiction in which the project is located, and that the
local jurisdiction approve the proposed financing. The City has held such hearings in the past for
Pomona College, Scripps College, Pitzer College, Webb Schools, Mt. San Antonio Gardens, Pilgrim
Place, and Western Christian Schools. Approval of the proposed financing will not impose any
financial responsibilities on the City.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF CLAREMONT, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF THE CALIFORNIA
MUNICIPAL FINANCE AUTHORITY 2019 TAX EXEMPT LOAN FOR THE BENEFIT OF HARVEY
MUDD COLLEGE IN AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $13,000,000 FOR
THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING AND REFINANCING THE ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION,
IMPROVEMENT AND EQUIPPING OF VARIOUS EDUCATIONAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE
FACILITIES AND CERTAIN OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO.
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ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the staff recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Request further information from staff.
B. Take no action.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

The Board of Directors of the California Foundation for Stronger Communities, a California non-profit
public benefit corporation, acts as the Board of Directors for the CMFA. Through its conduit issuance
activities, the CMFA shares a portion of the debt issuance fees it receives with its member
communities and donates a portion of these fees to the Foundation for the support of local charities.
With respect to the City of Claremont, it is expected that 25 percent of the debt issuance fee will be
granted by the CMFA to the City’s General Fund. The amount of the grant to the City is estimated at
$2,500. Harvey Mudd College will be the beneficiary of a charitable donation through a 25 percent
reduction in debt issuance fees.

As noted in this report, the City’s approval of the issuance of the debt will place no financial
obligations upon the City.

The staff cost to prepare this report and administer this program is estimated at $600 and is included
in the operating budget of the Financial Services Department.

ANALYSIS

Harvey Mudd College, located in the City of Claremont, proposes to obtain tax exempt financing in an
amount not to exceed $13 million for the following:

A. Financing and refinancing the acquisition, construction, improvement and equipping of certain
educational facilities, including related administrative facilities, site improvements, and parking,
located on Harvey Mudd College’s main campus at 301 Platt Boulevard, including but not
limited to an academic building to be located at the northeast corner of Dartmouth Avenue and
Platt Boulevard; and

B. Payment of costs of issuance and certain interest with respect to the debt.

Harvey Mudd College is a nonprofit public benefit corporation organized and existing under the laws
of the State of California.

The CMFA was created on January 1, 2004 pursuant to a joint powers agreement to promote
economic cultural and community development, through the financing of economic development and
charitable activities throughout California. To date, over 275 municipalities have become members of
CMFA, including the City of Claremont.

The CMFA was formed to assist local governments, non-profits organizations and businesses with
the issuance of taxable and tax-exempt financing aimed at improving the standard of living in
California. The CMFA’s representatives and its Board of Directors have considerable financing
experience.

The Joint Exercise of Power Agreement provides that the CMFA is a public entity, separate and apart
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The Joint Exercise of Power Agreement provides that the CMFA is a public entity, separate and apart
from each member executing such agreement. The debts, liabilities and obligations of the CMFA do
not constitute debts, liabilities or obligations of the member executing such agreement.

The bonds to be issued by the CMFA will be the sole responsibility of Harvey Mudd College, and the
City will have no financial, legal, moral obligation, liability or responsibility for the repayment of the
bonds. All financing documents with respect to the issuance of the bonds will contain clear
disclaimers that the bonds are not an obligation of the City.

Participation by the City in the approval of this financing will not constitute any type of indebtedness
by the City. Outside of holding the TEFRA hearing and adopting the required resolution, no other
participation or activity of the City or the City Council with respect to the issuance of the bonds will be
required.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not apply to the Council Priority List.

Sustainability Plan - This item does not apply to the goals of the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not apply to the recommendations outlined in the
Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item does not apply to the General Plan.

2018-19 Budget - This item does not apply to the 2018-19 Budget.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not apply to the goals and objectives in the Youth
and Family Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item is not subject to environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). Under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(5), continued administrative activities and
organizational activities that will not result in a direct or indirect physical change in the environment
are not CEQA projects. Moreover, under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(4), government fiscal
activities which do not involve any commitment to any specific project which may result in a
potentially significant physical impact on the environment are not CEQA projects.

The adoption of a resolution authorizing the issuance of debt for the benefit of Harvey Mudd College
is an organizational activity of the government, which involves fiscal activities but does not commit to
any specific project; as such, this item is not a CEQA project. Even if this item were a “project,” it
would be exempt from environmental review under CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)’s “general
rule” that CEQA applies only to projects that have the potential for causing a significant effect on the
environment. Here, it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that this item, in and of
itself, will have a significant effect on the environment. On its own, this action will not result in any
physical changes to the environment. Therefore, no additional environmental review is needed at this
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time.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website. In addition, a legal notice was published in the Inland Valley Daily Bulletin on
December 19, 2018.

Submitted by:

Adam Pirrie
Finance Director

Attachment:
Proposed Resolution
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019- 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING THE ISSUANCE OF THE CALIFORNIA MUNICIPAL 
FINANCE AUTHORITY 2019 TAX EXEMPT LOAN FOR THE BENEFIT OF HARVEY 
MUDD COLLEGE IN AN AGGREGATE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$13,000,000 FOR THE PURPOSE OF FINANCING AND REFINANCING THE 
ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENT AND EQUIPPING OF VARIOUS 
EDUCATIONAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE FACILITIES AND CERTAIN OTHER 
MATTERS RELATING THERETO 
 

WHEREAS, Harvey Mudd College, a California nonprofit public benefit corporation 
and an organization described in Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, 
as amended (the “Borrower”), has requested that the California Municipal Finance 
Authority (the “Authority”) participate in the issuance of one or more series of tax exempt 
loans in an aggregate principal amount not to exceed $13,000,000 (the “Loan”), pursuant 
to a plan of financing, for (i) financing and refinancing the acquisition, construction, 
improvement and equipping of certain educational facilities, including related 
administrative facilities, site improvements, and parking, located on the Borrower’s main 
campus at 301 Platt Boulevard, Claremont, California, 91711, including but not limited to 
an academic building to be located at the northeast corner of N. Dartmouth Avenue and 
Platt Boulevard (collectively, the “Project”); and (ii) payment of costs of issuance and 
certain interest with respect to the Loan; and 

 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (the 

“Code”), the issuance of the Loan by the Authority must be approved by the City of 
Claremont, California (the “City”) because the Project is or will be located within the 
territorial limits of the City; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City (the “City Council”) is the elected legislative 
body of the City and is one of the “applicable elected representatives” required to approve 
the issuance of the Loan under Section 147(f) of the Code; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority has requested that the City Council approve the 
issuance of the Loan by the Authority in order to satisfy the public approval requirement 
of Section 147(f) of the Code and the requirements of Section 4 of the Joint Exercise of 
Powers Agreement Relating to the California Municipal Finance Authority, dated as of 
January 1, 2004 (the “Agreement”), among certain local agencies, including the City; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Code, the City Council has, following 
notice duly given, held a public hearing regarding the issuance of the Loan, and now 
desires to approve the issuance of the Loan by the Authority; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE: 

SECTION 1.  The foregoing recitals are true and correct. 
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SECTION 2.  The City Council hereby approves the issuance of the Loan by the 
Authority.  It is the purpose and intent of the City Council that this resolution constitute 
approval of the issuance of the Loan by the Authority for the purposes of: 
(a) Section 147(f) of the Code, by the applicable elected representative of the 
governmental unit having jurisdiction over the area in which the Project is or will be 
located, in accordance with said Section 147(f), and (b) Section 4 of the Agreement. 

SECTION 3.  The issuance of the Loan shall be subject to approval of the Authority 
of all financing documents relating thereto to which the Authority is a party. The City shall 
have no responsibility or liability whatsoever with respect to repayment or administration 
of the Loan. 

SECTION 4.  The adoption of this Resolution shall not obligate the City or any 
department thereof to (i) provide any financing with respect to the Project; (ii) approve 
any application or request for or take any other action in connection with any planning 
approval, permit or other action necessary with respect to the Project; (iii) make any 
contribution or advance any funds whatsoever to the Authority; or (iv) take any further 
action with respect to the Authority or its membership therein. 

SECTION 5.  The officers of the City are hereby authorized and directed, jointly 
and severally, to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any and all documents 
which they deem necessary or advisable in order to carry out, give effect to and comply 
with the terms and intent of this resolution and the financing transaction approved hereby. 

SECTION 6.  This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 

  
 

 ________________________________ 
                                                                                 Mayor, City of Claremont 

ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
City Attorney, City of Claremont 

 



Claremont City Council

Agenda Report

File #: 2688 Item No: 10.

TO: CITY COUNCIL

FROM: JOSEPH LARSEN, ACTING CITY ATTORNEY

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

PUBLIC HEARING TO RECEIVE PUBLIC INPUT AND DISCUSS POTENTIAL TRANSITION
FROM AT-LARGE TO DISTRICT ELECTIONS, PURSUANT TO ELECTIONS CODE 10010(A)(1)
AND ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION SETTING FORTH LEGAL CRITERIA FOR DRAWING
DISTRICTS

SUMMARY

At its November 27, 2018 meeting, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2018-67 (Attachment C)
expressing its intention to move from its current at-large method of election for City Councilmembers
to a by-district system, pursuant to Government Code Section 34886 and Elections Code Section
10010. This January 8, 2019 hearing is the first of five public hearings that must be held before an
ordinance approving and implementing a by-district method of election can be adopted.

The transition to district elections - which has become the trend in many cities throughout California -
is to ensure all voters have equal representation, greater access, and that the City’s elections are as
fair as possible. Further, in recent years, voter rights advocates have successfully forced cities into
districting by threatening or bringing challenges under the California Voting Rights Act (CVRA)(Elec.
Code §§ 14025-14032). No City has ever successfully defended itself from a CVRA lawsuit, which
have cost cities millions in legal fees, only to result in an eventual transition to district elections
anyway. Provided as an attachment for reference is a table showing the results of CVRA litigation
(Attachment B). By voluntarily initiating the process of districting now, the City can avoid costly legal
fees and maintain local control over the districting process.

The first two of the five required public hearings must be held before any draft maps are drawn and
presented to the City Council. The purpose of this hearing and the hearing that will be held on
January 17, 2019 is to receive public comment regarding the composition of the yet to be formed
voting districts, as well as providing the City Council with the opportunity to discuss and provide its
own input to the City’s demographer, National Demographics Corporation (NDC). Staff recommends
that the City Council adopt the attached draft resolution setting forth the criteria to be considered
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that the City Council adopt the attached draft resolution setting forth the criteria to be considered
when drawing districts (Attachment A).

In particular, a principal goal of this hearing to identify neighborhoods, “communities of interest,” and
other local factors that should be considered or used as “building blocks” when the drawing of draft
maps begins. The public is welcome to propose complete districting maps, but that is not required.
This hearing will also be the public launch of the City’s online redistricting tool, a web-based tool for
drawing voting districts that will be accessible to the public. Paper maps will also be provided to the
public, both at City Hall and in printable PDF format on the City’s website.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council:
A. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,

CALIFORNIA SETTING FORTH LEGAL CRITERIA FOR DRAWING DISTRICTS;
B. Receive public comment regarding the composition of the yet to be formed voting districts; and
C. Appropriate an additional $15,000 from the Operating and Environmental Emergency Reserve

to fund the cost of consultant and attorney time to take the City through the process of moving
to district-based elections, which is required if the City Council wishes to conduct weekend
workshops.

ALTERNATIVE TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation there are the following alternative:

· Decline to adopt the resolution and stop the transition to district elections.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

The estimated cost of the transition to district elections, which consists of hiring a demographer
(NDC) and additional City Attorney time, will be approximately $75,000, including the four additional
public workshops, which would be attended by the City’s demographer, as proposed herein. On
November 27, 2018, the City Council appropriated $60,000 for this purpose.

Staff proposes that the City Council appropriate an additional $15,000 from the Operating and
Environmental Emergency Reserve to fund the cost of additional public workshops on the weekend.
Such an appropriation would reduce the balance in the reserve to $5,533,541, representing 21.1
percent of adopted 2018-19 General Fund expenditures and transfers out. This is less than the
minimum threshold of 25 percent established by the City’s Reserve Policy.

The ultimate cost of attempting to retain the City’s current at-large method of election could
potentially be millions of dollars and a greater impact on the reserve balance.

ANALYSIS

Background

The CVRA was enacted in 2002 with the specific intent of eliminating several key burden of proof
requirements that exist under the Federal Voting Rights Act of 1965 (FVRA). Before the enactment of
the CVRA, several jurisdictions in California successfully defended themselves in litigation brought
under the FVRA. By contrast, over the relatively short history of the CVRA, and only after an initial

CLAREMONT Printed on 1/3/2019Page 2 of 6

powered by Legistar™



under the FVRA. By contrast, over the relatively short history of the CVRA, and only after an initial
constitutional challenge was resolved in 2006, plaintiff public agencies have paid over $16 million to
CVRA plaintiff attorneys. The City of Modesto, which challenged the CVRA’s constitutionality,
ultimately paid $3 million to the plaintiffs’ attorneys. The City of Palmdale, which also aggressively
litigated a CVRA claim, ultimately paid $4.5 million in attorneys’ fees. More recently, in 2018, the City
of Santa Clara lost a CVRA trial, and the plaintiffs are seeking over $4 million in attorneys’ fees. The
City of Santa Monica also lost a CVRA trial in 2018, with its yet to be determined costs sure to be in
the millions. Importantly, these figures do not include the tens of millions of dollars government
agency defendants paid for their own attorneys and associated defense costs. Also important to note
is that these cities - like all other CVRA defendants - ultimately ended up converting to district
elections.

The City’s Process for Adopting By-District Elections

Staff’s recommendation and the City Council’s subsequent approval of Resolution 2019-XX is not
based on any admission or concession that the City would ultimately be found to have violated the
CVRA; rather, the risks and costs associated with protracted CVRA litigation - particularly in light of
results in all other cities that have fought to retain at-large voting - cannot be ignored. The public
interest may be ultimately better served if the City converts to a by-district electoral system if
converting to that system avoids a significant attorneys’ fees and cost award, as well as significant
sums paid to the City’s own attorneys and consultants. Further, district elections are becoming the
trend in California, because some experts believe district elections increase public access and result
in fairer elections.

As required by Elections Code 10010, Resolution No. 2018-67 also set forth a tentative schedule for
the required public hearings. As stated above, the first two hearings must be held for the purpose of
receiving public comment regarding the composition of the yet to be formed voting districts. These
occur before any draft maps are drawn and presented to the City Council. These hearings also give
the City Council the opportunity to discuss and provide its own input to NDC. The first hearing where
actual draft maps will be presented to the City Council will occur on February 4, 2019. NDC will draw
these maps based on input from the City Council, the public, and compliance with all applicable law,
and the City Council will also consider all legally adequate maps drawn and submitted by the public.
To be considered at the City Council’s February 4th hearing, a map must be submitted to the City on
or before February 1, 2019.

In particular, this hearing will allow Dr. Douglas Johnson of NDC to further explain the districting
process and ask that both the public and City Council provide input that identifies neighborhoods,
other “communities of interest,” and other local factors that should be considered or used as “building
blocks” when the drawing of draft maps begins. These hearings will also be the public launch of the
City’s online redistricting tool, a web-based tool for drawing voting districts that will be accessible to
the public. The online tool will be available as a link from the City website, along with a printable PDF
map that can be submitted to the City in paper format.

While all public input concerning the composition of the City’s yet to be formed voting districts will be
considered, there are several mandatory criteria that the City will have to comply with when the
actual districts are created:

1. Population equality across districts.
2. Race cannot be the “predominant” factor or criteria when drawing districts.
3. Compliance with the FVRA, which, among other things, prohibits districts that dilute minority

voting rights, and encourages a majority-minority district if the minority group is sufficiently
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voting rights, and encourages a majority-minority district if the minority group is sufficiently
large and such a district can be drawn without race being the predominant factor.

Additionally, pursuant to Elections Code section 21601 and Government Code section 34884, the
City Council may consider the following factors when establishing districts (which are not exclusive):
(a) topography, (b) geography, (c) cohesiveness, contiguity, integrity, and compactness of territory,
and (d) community of interests. The City Council may also plan for future growth, consider
boundaries of other political subdivisions, and consider physical and visual features, both natural and
man-made. The City Council may choose to include some, all or none of these criteria, or may
choose to come up with unique criteria that the City Council believes is applicable to the City. In
addition, members of the community may suggest additional or alternative criteria that the City
Council may want to consider.

Following the January 17, 2019 hearing, NDC will draw several proposed voting district maps, and,
together with any qualified maps prepared and submitted by members of the public, present those
maps to the City Council at public hearings on February 4 and 12, 2019. The City Council will have
the ability to request modifications to the options presented, or a different option, as well as choose
the sequencing for the transition from at-large to by-district elections.

District Election Timelines

The City Council is required to hold a total of five public hearings before a by-district electoral system
can be adopted. Following input from the public and the City Council at the November 27, 2018
hearing, City staff has added four public workshops to the timeline set forth below:
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The City Council has the discretion to modify the schedule proposed above, with the understanding
that the process should not take longer than ninety days.

Transition to Districts

If the City Council ultimately adopts district elections, that change would be implemented in two
phases. Specifically, two district seats would be placed on the ballot in November 2020, and the
remaining three seats would be placed on the ballot in November 2022. The City Council would
determine which district seats are placed on the ballot in each year. Regardless of which district
seats are selected for each year, the Government Code prohibits cutting short any existing terms. In
other words, all City Council members elected in 2018 are entitled to continue to serve “at large” until
2022.
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RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not relate to the Council Priorities

Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does relate to the Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item does relate to the General Plan.

2018-19 Budget - This is an unbudgeted item, and therefore does not relate to the 2018-19 Budget.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the Youth and Family Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), this matter is covered by the
general rule that CEQA applies only to projects that have the potential for causing a significant effect
on the environment in accordance with Section 15061(b)(3) of the Guidelines. The proposed action,
beginning the transition from at-large to by-district elections, does not result in a physical change to
the environment that can be associated with the action. Therefore, CEQA does not apply, and no
environmental review is needed.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by: Reviewed by:

Joseph Larsen Tara Schultz
Rutan and Tucker City Manager

Attachments:
A - Resolution Setting Forth Criteria for Districts
B - Table of Results of CVRA Litigation
C - City Council Resolution 2018-67
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019 -  
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING LINE DRAWING CRITERIA FOR ADJUSTING COUNCIL 
DISTRICT BOUNDARIES 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Claremont (“City”) currently elects its Councilmembers 
“at-large,” whereby all Councilmembers are elected by voters of the entire City; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council is considering a change to the “by-district” elections 
whereby each Councilmember must reside within a designated district boundary, and is 
elected only by voters of that district; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Federal Voting Rights Act (42 U.S.C. Section 1973) prohibits the 
use of any voting qualification, or prerequisite to voting, or standard practice or 
procedure in a manner which results in a denial or abridgement of the right of any 
citizen of the United States to vote on account of race or color; and 
 

WHEREAS, federal law and the equal protection clause require that each district 
be equal in population to ensure compliance with the “one person, one vote” rule; 
however, deviations approximating five to ten percent may pass muster under the equal 
protection clause where required to meet an official criteria; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has instructed its demographer and City staff to 
develop draft maps that fully comply with legal requirements and intends to provide 
official criteria for any needed deviations. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the City Council of the 
City of Claremont does hereby adopt the following criteria to guide the establishment of 
districts for council elections: 

 
1. Each Council District shall contain a nearly equal number of inhabitants; and 

 
2. Council District borders shall be drawn in a manner that complies with the 

Federal Voting Rights Act; and 
 
3. Council districts shall consist of contiguous territory in as compact form as 

possible; and 
 
4. Council districts shall respect communities of interest as much as possible; 

and 
 
5. Council district borders shall follow visible natural and man-made 

geographical and topographical features as much as possible. 
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 
 

 
    

 _______________________ 
   Mayor, City of Claremont 

 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
  
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
_________________________ 
City Attorney, City of Claremont 
  

 
 
 



City/Political 

Subdivision 

Defendant Settlement Conditions Attorneys' Fees Notes

City of Palmdale

Agreed to have voters choose elected officials 

by districts, including two with Latino 

majorities $4,500,000 

City lost trial on the merits, held 

an election that plaintiffs argued 

was illegal, and unsuccessfully 

challenged an injunction stopping 

the City from certifying the results 

of that election; settlement 

subsequently reached

City of Modesto

Moved to District elections; voters had already 

approved a move to districts before settlement $3,000,000 

Settlement; Additional $1,700,000 

to defense attorneys

Madera Unified 

School District; 

Madera County Board 

of Education  

Moved to "by trustee area" elections via 

admission of liability $162,500 court award

City of Compton

Moved to by-district elections via ballot 

measure; kept mayor at large confidential settlement

Tulare Local 

Healthcare District

Agreed to hold an election re changing to 

district elections in 2012 and agreed to cancel 

2010 elections $500,000 Settlement

City of Tulare

City agreed to place a ballot measure before 

voters regarding a move to district elections $225,000 Settlement

Hanford Unified 

School District Agreed to move to by-trustee district elections $110,000 Settlement

Compton Community 

College District Agreed to move to by-district elections $40,000 Settlement

Ceres Unified School 

District

Moved to by-trustee district elections before 

litigation was filed $3,000 Settlement

Cerritos Community 

College District Moved to by-trustee district elections $55,000 Settlement
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San Mateo County

County moved to by-District elections (through 

a ballot measure) and further agreed to redraw 

its previously-approved District boundaries by 

forming a nine-person redistricting committee $650,000 Settlement

City of Anaheim

Agreed to place ballot measure on November 

2016 ballot re moving to by district elections $1,200,000 

Settlement after first litigating; 

expected costs include at least 

another $800,000

City of Highland

Placed issue on ballot, which was rejected by 

the voters; districts ultimately ordered by the 

Court, who chose Plaintiff's map $1,300,000 

City of Whittier

Case dismissed as moot when City changed 

voting system; unsuccessful post election 

challenge re at large mayor $1,000,000 

Court awarded fees under catalyst 

theory, even though case was 

dismissed

Santa Clarita 

Community College 

District Moved to by trustee voting $850,000 Settlement

City of Garden Grove

Moved to by district elections via stipulated 

judgment $290,000 Settlement

City of Escondido

Settled via court order (consent decree) after 

vote of the people failed to adopt by district 

elections $385,000 Settlement

City of Santa Clarita 

Attempted move to cumulative voting method, 

court overruled $600,000 Settlement

City of Visalia Stipulated judgment, court ordered by districts $125,000 Settlement

City of Santa Barbara

Agreed to move to by district; mayor remains 

elected at large $599,500 Settlement



City of Fullerton

Agreed to pay attorneys fees - negotiate in 

good faith; required placing measure on 

November 2016 ballot to move to districts undisclosed Settlement

City of Merced

Settled before lawsuit filed; agreed to ballot 

measure $43,000 Settlement

City of Bellflower

Agreed to place ballot measure on November 

2016 ballot; measure adopted $250,000 Settlement

Sulphur Springs 

School District Agreed to move to by district elections $144,000 Settlement

City of Costa Mesa Moved to districts before lawsuit was filed $55,000 pre-litigation settlement

City of West Covina

Waited until after lawsuit was filed to hire 

demographer and voluntarily move to by 

district elections via ordinance $220,000 Settlement

Newport Mesa School 

District Settled, moved to by trustee elections $106,000 Settlement

City of Rancho 

Cucamonga

Settled after litigation and voter approved 

move to by district elections

not yet determined; likely high 

six figures to millions settlement

City of Santa Clara Lost at trial court not yet determined; millions ongoing

City of Santa Monica Lost at trial court not yet determined; millions ongoing

City of San Marcos

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Carlsbad

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Poway

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Duarte

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed



City of Lake Forest

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Torrance

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Encinitas

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Solana Beach

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Dana Point

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

City of Twentynine 

Palms

Moved to districts within safe harbor, before 

lawsuit could be filed

$0  (does not include $30,000 

capped reimbursement)

transitioned to districts before 

lawsuit could be filed

TOTAL 

PAYMENTS TO 

PLAINTIFFS' 

ATTORNEYS $16,413,000 
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File #: 2683 Item No: 11.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: CHRISTOPHER M. PAULSON, COMMUNITY SERVICES DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

FEE SCHEDULE FOR TRASH ENCLOSURE CLEANING AND BOARD UP SERVICES

SUMMARY

The City of Claremont charges fees for services provided by the City’s operating departments to
recover costs. The City proposes establishing two new fees: 1) board up services and 2) trash
enclosure cleaning services.

Board up services are periodically provided by City staff to secure damaged or vandalized private
properties. These services are provided at the request of the Claremont Police Department and the
private property owner. Establishing a fee for board up services will allow the City to recover costs
associated with staff time and materials.

The City also proposes establishing a new fee for trash enclosure cleaning services. Sanitation and
Community Improvement staff are actively working with several Village merchants to address trash
enclosure cleanliness. Broken bags and spilled trash can require professional cleaning to sanitize
enclosures and recover the water used during the cleaning process. Staff proposes establishing a
trash enclosure cleaning fee, allowing the City to recover its cost for coordinating and contracting for
these services.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council:
A. Adopt a RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,

CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A NEW SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR BOARD UP SERVICES; and
B. Adopt a RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,

CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A NEW SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR REFUSE ENCLOSURE
CLEANING SERVICES.
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ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Request additional information from staff.
B. Reject the proposed trash enclosure cleaning fee.
C. Reject the proposed board up fee.
D. Reject the proposed trash enclosure cleaning and board up fees.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

Staff proposes establishing a $300 fee for residential board up services and a $400 fee for
commercial board up services. The higher fee for commercial properties is based upon anticipated
staff time and materials to address commercial locations. Typically, commercial windows and doors
are larger than those found in private residences. Therefore, board ups often take more staff time and
plywood to secure the properties. The implementation of this new fee would allow the City to recover
costs for services that previously had not been paid for.

The City also proposes to provide trash enclosure cleaning services utilizing a preferred contractor at
contract pricing. The City’s street sweeping contractor, Nationwide Environmental Services, has
quoted $150 per trash enclosure cleaning. The City proposes to establish the cleaning fee based
upon the current contract cost plus a ten percent administrative fee to coordinate services. Based
upon the current contract amount, the fee would be $165 per cleaning. Establishing this fee would
allow the Sanitation Division to fully recover costs associated with the cleaning program.

Actual participation projections are unclear as the program is new and demand is unknown. Staff
recommends entering into an agreement with Nationwide Environmental Services for an amount not
to exceed $12,000 annually. This would allow for up to 76 special enclosure cleanings per year,
which staff anticipates will be sufficient to meet current demand. Nationwide will only be
compensated for cleanings approved by the City for which the City receives reimbursement from the
property owner. Therefore, increased revenues will be proportionate to any increased expenditures.

The staff cost to prepare this report is estimated at $821 and is included in the operating budget of
the Community Services Department.

ANALYSIS

Proposed Board Up Fees

Periodically the Claremont Police Department requests that the City’s maintenance staff provide
board up services. This service is typically requested to secure damaged or vandalized private
property. The Police Department always makes attempts to contact private property owners prior to
requesting the service. When the private property owner is available, they are given the option to
utilize the City’s service, hire a private company, or perform the work themselves. The need for board
up services typically follows an unexpected and often difficult event. Offering convenient services
available through the City is typically appreciated by property owners.

The City does not currently have a fee to offset the costs associated with this service. Board up
requests often come during non-business hours and require response by on-call maintenance staff.
When developing the recommended fees, staff considered typical response times, overtime rates,
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and material costs for both residential and commercial services.

The proposed fee for residential board up services is $300 and $400 for commercial services.
Commercial properties generally have larger windows and doors than those found in residential
properties and require more labor and material to board up. The recommended fees are intended to
fully cover the cost to provide the service.

Proposed Trash Enclosure Cleaning Fees

The City is committed to working collaboratively with local merchants to keep the Village an attractive
place to visit, dine, and shop. The Sanitation Division proposes an as-needed trash enclosure
cleaning program.

The City’s street sweeping contractor, Nationwide Environmental Services, will remove non-
hazardous trash and debris, power wash the enclosures, and recover all the water and debris
utilizing the street sweeper. The City’s street sweeping contractor use sweepers approved for water
recovery operations. The City solicited three quotes for trash enclosure cleaning services and found
that Nationwide Environmental Services is the lowest respondent at a cost of $150 per cleaning.

It is mandated by State law that any chemicals and water used to clean trash enclosures must
include a water recovery operation. Local businesses are not equipped to perform this type of
service. To use an outside contractor for this type of cleaning, the cost to the local business would be
over $600. The City’s contractor is able to perform the work for significantly less because they are
already working in the City. Customers may request that the Sanitation Division arrange for
supplemental cleaning services at any time by contacting the Community Services Department. The
customer responsible for the enclosure would be billed the contract cost (currently $150) plus a ten
percent administrative fee.

Sanitation staff has spoken with several business owners about the proposed fee and has received
great enthusiasm and support. Business owners have commented that the fee would be substantially
lower than quotes they have received for private pressure washing services. Based upon this
preliminary feedback, staff believes the program will provide a cost effective and convenient means
for businesses to maintain their trash enclosures.

Occasionally, unkept enclosures may become a health and safety concern that is handled through
the City’s Community Improvement Division. If Community Improvement staff identify an enclosure
that does not meet standards, a letter would be sent to the responsible business/property owner
advising that the enclosure needs to be brought up to standards. The letter would define the
acceptable standard as “free of waste, rubbish, dirt, spills, and other materials, leaving the enclosure
in a sanitary manner that does not create a nuisance or discharge to the storm drain.” The letter
would include a deadline, after which the enclosure would be re-inspected. Property owners would be
informed that they may contract for services through the City at a cost of $165 or contract with a
separate company to perform the cleaning.

The letter will detail requirements regarding recapturing any water used to clean the enclosure to
prevent an illicit discharge of contaminated water into the storm drain system. A brochure regarding
stormwater pollution prevention specifically designed for restaurants will also be included for more
information (Attachment C). If the health and safety concerns are not addressed by the deadline,
Community Improvement may refer the issue to the Sanitation Division to coordinate cleaning
services. Cleaning services would be billed to the customer responsible for the enclosure at the
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current contract price.

Next Steps

If approved, the new fees will be effective January 9, 2019. The proposed fees will be incorporated
into the City’s comprehensive user fee schedule, which will be brought back before the City Council
annually as part of the budget adoption process.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities- This item addresses the City Council priority on Financial Sustainability.

Sustainability Plan - This item relates to the sustainability plan goal to reduce, reuse and recycle.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item relates to the statement of City Council values of
economic sustainability.

General Plan - The item applies to measure I-55 of the General Plan, to provide solid waste and
recycling services.

2018-19 Budget - This item meets the following Public Safety, Community Services and Community
Development Work Plan Goals:

PS-10: Initiate proactive crime suppression and prevention strategies throughout the community;

CS-15: Provide an environmentally responsive solid waste and recycling program; and

CD-12: Ensure the City’s compliance with the Municipal Separate Stormwater Sewer System (MS4)
Permit for the Los Angeles Region and Santa Ana River Watersheds.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the goals in the Youth and Family
Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item is not subject to environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or
reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment) and Section 15060(c)(3) (the
activity is not a “project” as defined in Section 15378). CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(2), (4),
and (5) excludes “[c]ontinuing administrative or maintenance activities,” “[t]he creation of government
funding mechanisms or other government fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment to
any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment,”
and “[o]rganizational or administrative activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect
physical changes to the environment” from its definition of “project.”

Even if this item were subject to CEQA, it is statutorily exempt pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15273(a)(1), (2), and (4). Per this exemption, CEQA does not apply to the establishment,
modification, structuring, restructuring, or approval of rates, tolls, fares, and other charges that are
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modification, structuring, restructuring, or approval of rates, tolls, fares, and other charges that are
imposed for certain purposes, such as meeting operating expenses, purchasing supplies and
equipment, or funding capital projects that are necessary to maintain service within existing service
areas.  Therefore, no additional environmental review is necessary at this time.

Even if this item were not statutorily exempt, it would be categorically exempt under CEQA
Guidelines Section 15301 (“Existing Facilities” - Class 1) because it consists of the operation, repair,
maintenance, permitting leasing, licensing, or minor alteration of existing public or private structures,
facilities, mechanical equipment or topographical features, involving negligible or no expansion of use
beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency’s determination. Therefore, no additional review
is needed at this time.

COMMITTEE/COMMISSION REVIEW

At its October 22, 2018 meeting, the Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee unanimously approved
the proposed trash enclosure cleaning fee. The Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee requested
letters to property owners include a clear description of the condition that meets health and safety
standards, as well as language detailing water recapture requirements to prevent illicit discharges.
The excerpt from the meeting minutes is attached (Attachment D).

At its November 7, 2018 meeting, the Community and Human Services Commission unanimously
approved the trash enclosure cleaning fee. The proposed fee for board up services was not available
or presented at this time.  The excerpt from the meeting minutes is attached (Attachment E).

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, the
Claremont Library, and on the City website.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Christopher M. Paulson Kristin Mikula
Community Services Director Community Services Manager

Attachments:
A - Resolution Adopting Schedule of Fees for Board Up Services
B - Resolution Adopting Schedule of Fees for Trash Enclosure Cleaning Services
C - Stormwater Pollution Prevention Brochure
D - Excerpt from the 10-22-18 Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee Meeting
E - Excerpt from the 11-7-18 Community and Human Services Commission Meeting
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019- 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A NEW SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR BOARD UP SERVICES 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Claremont (the “City”) periodically provides board up services 
to secure damaged or vandalized private properties at the request of the Claremont Police 
Department and the private homeowner or business owner; and 
 

WHEREAS, the fees established by this Resolution are intended to recover costs 
incurred by the City; and  
 
 WHEREAS, City staff analyzed the cost of providing the board up service and the 
fees proposed in this Resolution do not exceed the estimated cost of providing the board 
up service for which the fees are charged; and 
 
 WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing on the proposed fee schedule for board 
up services was held by the City Council on January 8, 2019; and 
 
 WHEREAS, at the public hearing the City Council considered the staff report and all 
public input and testimony received. 
  
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE: 
 
 SECTION 1.  Fees for board up services shall be set at $300 for residential properties 
and $400 for commercial properties (the “Fees”). 
 
 SECTION 2.  The Fees are hereby approved and shall take effect immediately. 
 
 SECTION 3.  The City Council finds and determines the Fees do not exceed the cost 
to the City associated with providing the board up service. 
 
 SECTION 4.  The Mayor shall sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest and 
certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 
             
 
 ________________________________ 

                                                                                 Mayor, City of Claremont 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________________ 
City Attorney, City of Claremont 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2019- 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, ADOPTING A NEW SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR REFUSE ENCLOSURE 
CLEANING SERVICES 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Claremont (the “City”) provides refuse and recycling 
collection and related services to Claremont residents and businesses; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the City’s Code Enforcement and Sanitation Divisions actively work with 
private property owners to ensure privately owned trash enclosures are properly maintained; 
and  
 
 WHEREAS, unkept enclosures may cause health and safety concerns; and 
 
 WHEREAS, properly maintained enclosures contribute to the City’s goals regarding 
stormwater pollution prevention; and 
 
 WHEREAS, it is in the public’s interest to ensure that privately owned trash 
enclosures are maintained in a sanitary manner; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in order to meet these goals and interests, the City proposes to provide 
as-needed refuse enclosure cleaning services to City businesses; and 
 

WHEREAS, the fee established by this Resolution recovers costs incurred by the 
City for refuse enclosure cleaning; and  
 
 WHEREAS, City staff analyzed the cost of providing the refuse enclosure cleaning 
services and the fee proposed in this Resolution does not exceed the estimated cost of 
providing service for which the fee is charged; and 
 
 WHEREAS, a duly noticed public hearing on the proposed fee schedule for refuse 
enclosure cleaning services was held by the City Council on January 8, 2019; and 
 
 WHEREAS, at the public hearing the City Council considered the staff report and all 
public input and testimony received. 
  
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE: 
 
 SECTION 1.  The Fee for trash enclosure cleaning shall be set at $165 per enclosure 
per cleaning.  
 
 SECTION 2.  The Fee is hereby approved and shall take effect immediately. 
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Resolution No. 2019- 
Page 2 

 
 SECTION 3.  The City Council finds and determines the Fee does not exceed the 
cost to the City associated with providing the refuse enclosure cleaning service. 
 
 SECTION 4.  The Mayor shall sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest and 
certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2019. 
         

      
 
 ________________________________ 
                                                                                 Mayor, City of Claremont 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Attorney, City of Claremont 
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Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee 
October 22, 2018 
Page 2 

 

 
Mr. Roger said that the police would respond. 
 
Commissioner Bekzadian-Avila asked if the City could put up a camera. 
 
Mr. Roger said that we could check on the cost and who would monitor it. 
 
Commissioner Brower mentioned some errors in the proposed signs. 
 
Mr. Roger said we will have those items fixed before the Commission meeting. 
 
Commissioner Bekzadian-Avila invited public comment. 
 
Eileen Prendergast, Vice President of the Friends of the Pooch Park, said she has been going to the 
park almost every day for almost twelve years and knows about dogs.    She talked about aggressive 
dogs and how their owners respond.  
 
Ms. Prendergast said that the Friends have posted signs about aggressive dogs.  She also 
suggested having an educational event periodically so that people that use the park are made to be 
familiar with the characteristics of dogs, how dogs will behave, signals dogs give out, etc.   
 
Ms. Prendergast talked about how past incidents have been handled. 
 
Ms. Prendergast answered a few questions from the Commissioners. 
 
Commissioner Munson moved that the Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee approve the 
installation of the proposed shorter version of the warning signage at the Pooch Park with 
the corrections noted and forward to the Community and Human Services Commission for 
further review, seconded by Commissioner Brower, and carried on a vote as follows:  
   
      AYES:   Commissioners Bekzadian-Avila, Brower, and Munson 
      NOES:        None 
     ABSENT:    None 
 
1. Trash Enclosure Cleaning Fee 
 
Manager Mikula presented the report.     
 
Commissioner Bekzadian-Avila asked what happens if a business owner refuses to pay for the 
services performed. 
 
Manager Mikula said there is a process already in place to collect on services performed.  
 
Commissioner Brower asked out of the 20 enclosures in the Village how many are not taking care of 
their trash enclosure area. 
 
Manager Mikula said that there are currently about four that have reoccurring issues. 
 
Commissioner Brower asked if the businesses in the Village will be given something in writing with 
the standards that the City is requiring. 
 
Ms. Mikula said staff can put something together before this item goes to the Commission. 
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Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee 
October 22, 2018 
Page 3 

 

 
Commissioner Munson asked about who is going to check the areas and how frequently will they be 
checked.    
 
Manager Mikula said that sanitation staff who service the bins will monitor the enclosures and let 
staff know if there is a problem. 
 
Commissioner Munson asked how frequently do you feel the businesses will need the special 
cleanings. 
 
Manager Mikula said as long as the bins are properly loaded, probably not very often. 
 
Manager Mikula answered other questions and concerns from the Committee.  She said that 
information can be put into the letter on stormwater recovery. 
 
Commissioner Bekzadian-Avila invited public comment.  There were no requests to speak. 
 
Commissioner Munson moved that the Parks, Hillsides, and Utilities Committee recommend 
that the Community and Human Services Commission approve the proposed trash enclosure 
cleaning fee at the contract cost (currently $150) plus a 10 percent administrative fee and that 
staff includes information in the letter to the business owners about the City’s cleaning 
standards and stormwater recovery, seconded by Commissioner Brower, and carried on a 
vote as follows:  
   
      AYES:   Commissioners Bekzadian-Avila, Brower, and Munson 
      NOES:        None 
     ABSENT:    None 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting adjourned at 6:39 p.m.  
 
 
_______________________________________ 
Angela Bekzadian-Avila 
Chair 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________________  
Michele Gonzales 
Recording Secretary 



Community and Human Services Commission Meeting Minutes 
November 7, 2018 
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PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Amy Crow, Manager of the Claremont Library, announced that the Claremont Library will be 
reopening on Monday, November 26 and the Express Library at the Hughes Center will be 
closing on November 17. 
 

* * * *  
CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
1. Claremont Community and Human Services Commission Meeting Minutes of October 

3, 2018 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 

Commission approve and file the Community and Human Services Commission 

meeting minutes of October 3, 2018. 

2. Committee Meeting Minutes 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission receive and file the various Committee meeting minutes. 
  

3. Request for Removal of Two California Coast Live Oak Trees at 2424 San Diego 
Court 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission approve staff to look into treating the two trees at 2424 San Diego Court 
next spring and postpone the decision of removal. 
 

4. Request for Removal of a Canary Island Pine Tree at 207 Eagle Grove Avenue 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission deny the request for removal of the pine tree at 207 Eagle Grove 
Avenue. 

 
5. Petition to Trim Pine Trees on Kemper Avenue and Lawrence Circle 

Recommendation:   Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission approve the trimming of five pine trees at 2117, 2205, 2250, 2253, and 
2261 Kemper Avenue and the remaining trees to be trimmed with the next grid cycle. 

 
6. Request for Removal of Two Canary Island Pine Trees at 2233 Kemper Avenue 

Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission deny the request for removal of the two Canary Island Pine trees at 
2233 Kemper Avenue. 
 

7. Proposed Pooch Park Sign 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission approve the installation of warning signage at the Pooch Park. 
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8. Trash Enclosure Cleaning Fee 

Recommendation:   Staff recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission approve the proposed trash enclosure cleaning fee at the contract cost 
(currently $150) plus a 10 percent administrative fee.   
 

9. Appointments to the Committee on Human Relations (COHR) 
Recommendation:  The Community and Human Services Commission Ad Hoc 
Selection Committee recommends that the Community and Human Services 
Commission make the following appointments to the Committee on Human 
Relations (CoHR): 

• Laura Mulroy, appointment to serve a four-year term (2018-2022) 

• Chris Naticchia appointment to serve a four-year term (2018-2022) 
 

Chair Kane invited public comment.   
 
Melanie Barbee spoke on Item #6.  She said she has been corresponding with the City 
since 2000 regarding the Pine trees.   She said they did have a neighborhood meeting in 
2006 and they were told that the trees would be replaced with the Chinese Pistache. She 
said they waited for years for their phase to occur and when it didn’t happen, she talked with 
Mr. Roger and in February she received a letter that read there was no longer a tree 
replacement program and that there was a survey done in the neighborhood.  She said that 
there was no such survey in their neighborhood.   
 
Ms. Barbee said she is here to ask for what she was promised.   She said they have had 
two large limbs fall recently and we are very fortunate that the branches didn’t fall on 
someone.    
 
Ms. Barbee said that in 2006 were told that they were getting these trees and that is all we 
are asking for.  
  
Gregory Barbee said that he wanted to address three issues as to why their request should 
be granted: 

1. The staff recommendation is flawed. 
2. The cost of this should be considered. 
3. The legal issue of the cancellation of this program without notice to the 

neighborhood. 
  
Mr. Barbee said that in the staff recommendations two bases are given for denial.  He said 
one is the nuisance caused by the leaves, needles, or hardscape damage and that is not 
justification for removal.  He said that is not why we are asking for these trees be removed.   
He said these trees are elderly trees and have not been trimmed according to the City’s 
guidelines; we have had two limbs drop from the south tree.  Mr. Barbee referred the 
exhibits that were emailed to the Commission.  He said Exhibit #10 are photos from the 
October limb drop.  He said it was a substantial limb and it blocked half of the street.   He 
said it could have caused substantial harm. 
He said second is the value of the trees out weighs the cost of repairs of hardscape.  He 
said that this was not an argument raised by them.   



Community and Human Services Commission Meeting Minutes 
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Mr. Barbee said a consideration that was not put into the recommendation, which is 
required, is the safety of the property owner and general public would be considered, as 
stated in the Tree Policies and Guidelines Manual.     He said no where in the 
recommendation do you see that. 
 
Mr. Barbee said the arborist and the Tree Committee walked our neighborhood and said the 
trees looked in good health.  This analysis was done before the October limb drop, which in 
fact showed that there was a problem with the weight and heaviness at the top of the south 
tree. 
 
Mr. Barbee reviewed the costs associated with the removal and replacement of the trees.  
The removal of the trees would be $1,100 and the replacement of $860, the staff cost to 
prepare the flawed report $1,640, in addition the City has spent $2,750 to repair hardscape 
damage, plus the cost to take care of the downed limbs, and other costs for repairs.   The 
cost for removal and replacement would be $1,960 and no other additional fees. 
 
Mr. Barbee said in the Tree Policies Manual just to institute a tree replacement program you 
need a noticed workshop which was done but there was no notice given when this was 
cancelled and that violates due process.   
 
Commissioner Leano pulled Item # 6 from the Consent Calendar. 
 
Commissioner Munson moved to approve the remaining items on the Consent 
Calendar as presented, seconded by Commissioner Forester, and carried on a vote 
as follows: 
 
 AYES:  Commissioners Bekzadian-Avila, Brower, Forester, Kane, Leano, 

Munson, and Scott Toux 
 NOES:   None 
    ABSENT:    None 
 
Commissioner Leano asked since the trees were inspected before the last Tree Committee 
meeting has there been any change to the staff analysis to the health of the trees. 
 
Mr. Roger said that staff has not changed their opinion on the health of the trees.  He said 
that staff added into the agenda packet the survey that was done by the arborist doing the 
tree inventory.  In the inventory, is shows that all the Pine trees on Kemper Avenue and 
Lawrence Circle where in good condition and could wait for routine trimming.  Mr. Roger 
said that the inventory was done in March 2017.  
 
Commissioner Leano asked if staff found any more evidence of when the repeal of the 
mitigation happened. 
 
Mr. Roger said what he has been able to put together was at that at the same time Council 
and staff were dealing with the Shenandoah mitigation, the Shenandoah neighborhood was 
against the phasing out of those trees.   At the Council meeting where this mitigation was 



Claremont City Council

Agenda Report

File #: 2676 Item No: 12.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: CHRISTOPHER M. PAULSON, COMMUNITY SERVICES DIRECTOR

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

REQUEST FOR REMOVAL OF TWO CANARY ISLAND PINE TREES AT 2233 KEMPER AVENUE

SUMMARY

The property owners at 2233 Kemper Avenue requested the removal of two City-owned Canary
Island Pine trees, located on their property within the City right-of-way. The original request for
removal (Attachment A) cites the following reasons for removal: hardscape damage, dropping of
needles, and potential limb failure. On November 7, 2018, the Community and Human Services
Commission denied the request for the tree removal.

The appeal of the Community and Human Services Commission’s decision (Attachment B) contends
that the Community and Human Services Commission and City staff failed to take in to account
mandatory considerations, the previous phased tree removal and replacement program, and the full
magnitude of the cost of keeping the Kemper Avenue Pine trees.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council uphold the Community and Human Services Commission
recommendation to deny the request for removal of the two Canary Island Pine trees at 2233 Kemper
Avenue.

ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Refer the matter back to staff for additional information.
B. Approve the removal and replacement of the two trees.
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FINANCIAL REVIEW

Should the City Council approve the request to remove the trees, the cost for removal would be
$1,100 and replacement with four trees per the Tree Policies and Guidelines Manual would be $860,
for a total cost of $1,960.

The staff cost to address this request is estimated at $2,369 and is included in the operating budget
of the Community Services Department.

ANALYSIS

The property owners of 2233 Kemper Avenue requested the removal of two City-owned Canary
Island Pine trees from the City right-of-way. This item came before the Tree Committee at its July 18,
2018 meeting, where the property owner presented additional information to the Tree Committee.
The Tree Committee deferred making a recommendation to allow time to review the additional
information. The additional information included past staff reports and correspondence from the City
regarding the pine trees on Kemper Avenue and hardscape damage. At its October 17, 2018
meeting, the Tree Committee recommended to the full Commission denial of the request. The
Community and Human Services Commission, at its November 7, 2018 meeting, also denied the
request for removal.

The City Arborist has evaluated the two City-owned trees at 2233 Kemper Avenue and found that the
trees are both in good health. The southerly tree has a trunk diameter of 27-inches and an appraised
value of $14,740, and the northerly tree has a 22-inch diameter with a value of $9,110. Photos of the
trees are attached (Attachment C).

There is evidence of hardscape repair of both the curb and sidewalk. The southerly tree dropped two
limbs in the past six months. The first was most likely due to the summer limb drop phenomena. The
second limb was twisted off by a rare northerly wind on October 15, 2018. The sidewalk, curb and
gutter were repaired in the past. Currently, there is some lifting of the drive approach by the northerly
tree. However, staff recommends denial of the request to remove one or both of the trees for two
reasons: 1) per the Tree Policies and Guidelines Manual, the nuisance caused by leaves, needles, or
hardscape damage is not justification for removing a tree; and 2) the value of the trees outweighs the
cost of repairing the hardscape.

In 2003, the City proposed a removal and replacement program for the Kemper Avenue Canary
Island Pine trees because of continued hardscape damage. A survey of the Kemper Avenue
neighborhood took place in 2003 regarding the trees. There were thirteen households that wanted all
the trees removed at one time, ten households that wanted a three phased approach, and ten
households that wanted them removed only if the hardscape could not be repaired without removing
the tree. Staff proposed to remove fourteen trees where damage could not be repaired without
removing the tree. This was considered phase one and it was completed in 2004. In 2008 the City
Council directed staff to discontinue the practice of removing trees without evaluating them on an
individual basis. In January 2015, the City Council approved a revised Tree Policies and Guidelines
Manual that clearly states that “hardscape damage is not justification for removing a tree”.

Staff and the Tree Committee did determine that the trees were not hazardous during field
inspections. It is common for most trees to drop limbs during the life of a tree. Trees develop what is
called reaction wood to various stress such as a prevailing wind. When wind changes direction or is
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called reaction wood to various stress such as a prevailing wind. When wind changes direction or is
whirling from a storm it can tear a limb off of a tree. This does not mean that the tree is hazardous.
The first phase of removal of trees on Kemper occurred not because the trees were found to be
hazardous, rather that repairing the hardscape damage involved the removal of sufficient tree roots
and the stability of the tree could be jeopardized.

Lastly, staff did not present the Commission with the potential cost of repairing the hardscape on
Kemper Avenue since the Tree Policies and Guidelines Manual clearly states that hardscape
damage is not justification for tree removal. Additionally, staff is looking at alternative methods of
protecting paving from damage from trees and it would be difficult to estimate the cost until these
methods are implemented. These methods include installing a steel plate that blocks root growth
and installing a root barrier fabric to redirect the roots.

Accordingly, staff recommends that the City Council uphold the Community and Human Services
Commission’s recommendation to deny the request.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item addresses the Council Priority - Long Term Management of the Urban
Forest

Sustainability Plan - This item complies with the goals of Sustainability Plan 5.4 to reserve the
urban forest.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not relate to the recommendations outlined in the
Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item addresses Measure I-24 and III-31 relating to the City’s Urban Forest
Management Program of the General Plan and furthers the goal maintenance of the urban forest.

2018-19 Budget - This item meets the Community Services Department Work Plan Goal CS-12:
Preserve and maintain a healthy urban forest that will improve the environment and provide overall
beauty to the community.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the objectives in the Youth and Family
Master Plan.

COMMISSION/COMMITTEE REVIEW

At its July 18, 2018 meeting, the Tree Committee unanimously voted to postpone the decision of
removing the two Canary Island Pine trees at 2233 Kemper Avenue to a future meeting, based on
information that the petitioner presented to the Committee that evening. The excerpt from the
meeting minutes is attached (Attachment D).

At its October 17, 2018 meeting, the Tree Committee unanimously voted to deny the request for the
removal of the two Canary Island Pine trees at 2233 Kemper Avenue. The excerpt from the meeting
minutes is attached (Attachment E).
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At its November 7, 2018 meeting, the Community and Human Services Commission unanimously
voted to deny the request for the removal of the two Canary Island Pine trees at 2233 Kemper
Avenue. The excerpt from the meeting minutes is attached (Attachment F).

CEQA REVIEW

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act, the removal and replacement of the
trees is categorically exempt pursuant to Section 15301 of the CEQA guidelines. This Class 1
exemption allows for the maintenance of topographical features with negligible or no expansion.
Additionally, none of the exceptions to the categorical exemptions set forth in State CEQA Guideline
Section 15300.2 applies to the proposed project because the proposed project (1) is not located in a
uniquely sensitive environment, (2) is not located within a highway officially designated as a state
scenic highway, (3) is not located on a hazardous waste site, (4) would not have a cumulative impact.
Therefore, no further environmental review is required.

Additionally, pursuant to Section 15061(b)(3), CEQA does not apply to this item because there is no
potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. The removal of dead, diseased or
hazardous trees which will be replaced with healthy trees will not have a significant effect on the
environment because the action will not result in or lead to a physical change in Claremont.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by: Prepared by:

Christopher M. Paulson David J. Roger
Community Services Director Community Services Deputy Director

Attachments:
A - Original Email from Resident
B - Appeal Form
C - Photos of Trees
D - Excerpt of the 7-18-18 Tree Committee Minutes
E - Excerpt of the 10-17-18 Tree Committee Minutes
F - Excerpt of the 11-7-18 Community and Human Services Commission Minutes
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File #: 2698 Item No: 13.

TO: TARA SCHULTZ, CITY MANAGER

FROM: COLIN TUDOR, ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

DATE: JANUARY 8, 2019
Reviewed by:

City Manager: TS

 Finance Director: AP

SUBJECT:

AUTHORIZATION TO AMEND THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH IDS
GROUP TO EVALUATE THE RETROFITING, REUSE, AND EXPANSION OF THE CURRENT
POLICE STATION AND CITY YARD ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

SUMMARY

Following the failure of Measure SC and the formation of the Police Station Citizens’ Advisory
Committee (PSCAC), staff secured the services of IDS Group to reexamine the state of the current
Police Station building. IDS Group has identified necessary improvements to the facility to maintain
occupant safety. This facility work is anticipated to cost between $200,000 and $400,000. On October
23, 2018, the City Council authorized staff to begin the competitive Request for Proposals (RFP)
process for occupant safety improvements at the existing Police Station. The staff report and meeting
minutes from the October 23, 2018 City Council meeting are included for references as Attachments
A and B, respectively. Final changes are being made to the scoping documents so that the bid
process can continue. Staff anticipates bringing the bids back to the City Council for consideration in
March.

While performing their analysis, the team from IDS Group developed a concept that could potentially
allow for a new structure to be built above and around the current station building. Police operations
could move into the “new” portion of the building and then the existing structure could be retrofitted
and reused. At this point in time, this idea is only a concept. While the team from IDS Group believes
this construction method should reduce the cost of the project, the full feasibility and cost savings can
only be established with additional study. IDS Group has provided an estimate of $15,000 to
complete this additional study.

Also, during the public outreach and PSCAC process, the idea of reexamining the feasibility of
repurposing and expanding the administration building at the City Yard (1616 Monte Vista Avenue)
was repeatedly brought up. To explore all potential options, the City Yard site would need to be
evaluated based on current space needs and operations assumptions. The City Yard site study
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evaluated based on current space needs and operations assumptions. The City Yard site study
option is also estimated at $15,000.

On October 23, 2018, the City Council considered the recommendation from the PSCAC to have
these additional studies completed. At that meeting the City Council expressed concerns about the
additional analysis and directed staff to take the item back to the PSCAC for further discussion and
recommendation back to the City Council. On December 5, 2018, staff presented additional
information about the scope of each study as well as the approaches to be taken (more detail
provided in the Analysis section of this report). The PSCAC voted to recommend that the City Council
proceed with the analysis of the feasibility of retrofit, reuse and expansion of the existing Police
Station, and repurposing and expanding the administration building at the City Yard.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council:
A. Based on the recommendation from the Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee, authorize

the City Manager to amend the agreement with IDS Group to increase the compensation
amount by $30,000, for a total cost of $43,345, to provide for additional analysis of the
feasibility of retrofit, reuse and expansion of the existing Police Station, and repurposing and
expanding the administration building at the City Yard; and

B. Appropriate $30,000 from the Operating and Environmental Emergency Reserve to cover the
additional cost of the agreement with IDS Group.

ALTERNATIVES TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there are the following alternatives:

A. Take no action.
B. Provide alternative direction to staff on how to move the Police Station project forward.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

The current contract with IDS Group is in the amount of $13,345 for structural analysis services only.
Staff recommends that the City Council authorize the City Manager to amend the agreement,
increasing the compensation amount by $30,000, for a total cost of $43,345, to explore the potential
of retrofitting and expansion of the current Police Station for feasibility and potential cost savings, and
to evaluate the repurposing and expansion of the administration building at the City Yard.

The appropriation of $30,000 from the Operating and Environmental Emergency Reserve will reduce
its balance to $5,518,541. This new balance would represent 21.0% of 2018-19 General Fund
expenditures and transfers out. The City’s Reserve Policy sets a minimum threshold of 25% of
General Fund expenditures and transfers out for this reserve balance.

The staff cost to prepare this report and administer the contract is estimated at $38,000 and is
included in the operating budgets of the Administrative Services and Police Departments.

ANALYSIS

During prior reviews of the Police Station, it was determined that the facility is seismically deficient
and does not meet current building codes or ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) requirements.
Following the defeat of Measure SC, it was imperative that the City have both an environmental and
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Following the defeat of Measure SC, it was imperative that the City have both an environmental and
structural review of the building to determine what needs to be done to ensure the safety of the
employees working in the structure while it pursues the next options for the Police Station.

Staff enlisted the services of Ninyo and Moore, an environmental engineering firm, to look at any
potential environmental issues inside and outside of the building that the City may need to address.
The review showed a number of issues, such as asbestos, lead, mold and some potential issues
under the site. Many of these items do not pose an immediate threat, but will need to be addressed if
disturbed in the future. Staff has already addressed the areas of mold that were identified.

Approach to the Studies

In order to address concerns about additional expenditures for study of concepts that may not be
feasible, each of the proposed studies will be done in a phased approach. The initial phase will focus
on identifying constraints that would make the concept infeasible. Some potential constraints could
include site accessibility and parking, emergency vehicle access and circulation, and design
constraints that severely impact operations. If determined infeasible, the concept will be eliminated
from consideration and no further funds will be expended.

Further Study of Expansion and Reuse of the Current Police Station and City Yard
Administration Building

Existing Station
During the seismic evaluation of the building, IDS Group developed a concept that, if found to be
feasible, could allow for the retrofitting, expansion and reuse of the current Police Station building.
The consulting team believes this option should also be a less expensive option than building an
entirely new structure. However, to determine feasibility, additional study of this option and how it
accomplishes meeting the needs of the Police Department is required. This study is estimated to cost
$15,000.

The following questions will be answered by the study:

a) Can the building accommodate a second floor?
b) What seismic retrofits to the existing building are anticipated?
c) How much area is proposed to be added?
d) What options are available for providing the additional floor and building area?
e) How will the space needs be provided for in a renovated building?
f) Can the building be occupied during the renovation and expansion? What impacts to

operations are anticipated?
g) How long is the renovation and expansion project anticipated to take?
h) What is the estimated cost to retrofit, renovate and expand the existing facility?
i) What project/construction phasing is proposed?
j) What is the anticipated site layout?
k) How will the renovated building compare with a new building?
l) What are the pros and cons for this “Path”?
m) What are the steps for further development of this “Path”?

The following are the deliverables the IDS group will provide through the course of and at the
conclusion of the study:

1. Prepare preliminary floor space plans (2 maximum) to confirm the “fit” of the necessary areas
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1. Prepare preliminary floor space plans (2 maximum) to confirm the “fit” of the necessary areas
to meet the needs of the Police Department. These preliminary plans would be based on the
2016 Needs Assessment report as well as the layouts and area sizes for the proposed new
building on the property.

2. Prepare a preliminary project scope of work describing the items included in the potential
renovation.

3. Prepare a preliminary site plan.
4. Meet with the City and Police Department staff to review the plans and obtain comments (1

meeting assumed).
5. Update the preliminary plans based on the comments received.
6. Prepare a phasing plan for the potential retrofit, renovation and expansion.
7. Develop an opinion of construction duration based on the phasing plan.
8. Develop an opinion of probable construction cost for the proposed retrofit, renovation and

expansion.
9. Attend a maximum of two (2) Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee meetings to present

materials and respond to questions.
10. Attend a maximum of one (1) Claremont City Council meeting to present materials and

respond to questions.
11. Prepare a summary report to present the results of the work plan development. This report will

provide:
a. A summary description of the option proposed including the building structure

modifications and building and utility system modifications.
b. An opinion of probable construction duration and a discussion of potential operational

impacts.
c. An opinion of probable construction costs.
d. A figure illustrating a possible floor plan for each level of the renovated station.
e. A figure illustrating a possible site plan for the facility.
f. Several examples of building types that illustrate possible concepts for the building

exterior.

City Yard Administration Building
During the public outreach and PSCAC process, the idea of reexamining the feasibility of repurposing
and expanding the administration building at the City Yard was repeatedly brought up. To explore all
potential options, the City Yard site would need to be evaluated based on current space needs and
operations assumptions. The City Yard site study option is also estimated at $15,000.

The following questions will be answered by the study:

a) Can the site accommodate both Community Services and Police Department Operations?
b) How much additional land would be required to meet parking and circulation demands?
c) How much expansion of existing administration building could take place on site?
d) Can emergency vehicle ingress and egress requirements be met?
e) Does the entire facility need to be brought to essential services standard?
f) What options are available for providing the additional floor and building area?
g) How will the space needs be provided for in a renovated building?
h) What impacts to operations are anticipated?
i) How long is the renovation and expansion project anticipated to take?
j) What is the estimated cost to retrofit, renovate and expand the existing facility?
k) What project/construction phasing is proposed?
l) What is the anticipated site layout?
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m) How will the renovated building compare with a new building?
n) What are the pros and cons for this “Path”?
o) What are the steps for further development of this “Path”?

The following are the deliverables the IDS group will provide through the course of and at the
conclusion of the study:

1. Prepare preliminary floor space plans (1 maximum for each level of the building including the
proposed addition) to confirm the “fit” of the necessary areas to meet the needs of the Police
Department. These preliminary plans would be based on the 2016 Needs Assessment report
as well as the layouts and area sizes for the proposed new building on the property.

2. Prepare a preliminary structural seismic assessment of the existing Administration Building to
identify deficiencies that would prevent it from performing as an Essential Services building.

3. Prepare a preliminary project scope of work describing the items included in the potential
renovation and addition

4. Meet with the City and Police Department staff to review the plans and obtain comments (1
meeting assumed)

5. Update the preliminary plans based on the comments received Develop an opinion of

probable construction cost for the proposed retrofit, renovation and addition
6. Attend a maximum of two (2) Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee meetings to present

materials and respond to questions
7. Attend a maximum of one (1) Claremont City Council meeting to present materials and

respond to questions
8. Prepare a summary report to present the results of the work plan development. This report will

provide:
a. A summary description of the option proposed including the building structure

modifications and building and utility system modifications
b. An opinion of probable construction cost
c. A figure illustrating a possible floor plan for each level of the renovated building with

addition

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item addresses the Public Safety and Financial Stability Council Priorities.

Sustainability Plan - This item does not directly relate to the goals of the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item relates to the Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item addresses the following goals and objectives of the General Plan:

6-9.1: Provide effective and comprehensive policing services and enforce laws in an equitable way.

6-9.2: Provide a state-of-the-art Police Facility and up-to-date emergency communications
technology for the Claremont Police Department.

6-10: Strive to maintain the highest level of emergency preparedness for natural and man-made
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6-10: Strive to maintain the highest level of emergency preparedness for natural and man-made
disasters.

2018-19 Budget - This item addresses the following Work Plan Goals:

CP-1: Implement applicable items on the City Council Priority List.

CM-3: Ensure financial stability through long range financial planning.

GG-2: Involve interested citizens in the local government decision-making process.

PS-34: Continue analysis of replacing the Public Safety Facility.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item does not relate to the objectives in the Youth and Family
Master Plan.

CEQA REVIEW

This item (entering into a contract for additional analysis) is not subject to environmental review
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15060
(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the
environment) and Section 15060(c)(3) (the activity is not a “project”). CEQA Section 15378(b)(2), (4),
and (5) excludes "[c]ontinuing administrative ... activities," "government fiscal activities which do not
involve any commitment to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical
impact on the environment," and "[o]rganizational or administrative activities of governments that will
not result in direct or indirect physical changes to the environment" from its definition of "project."

Even if this item were a "project," it would be exempt from CEQA review under the general rule set
forth in Section 15061(b)(3) of the CEQA guidelines that the CEQA applies only to projects that have
the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Amending a contract for consulting
services will not, in and of itself, result in any physical changes to the environment. Therefore, no
additional environmental review is needed at this time.

COUNCIL COMMITTEE/COMMISSION REVIEW

On October 17, 2018, the Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee heard a presentation from the
IDS Group and recommended (on a vote of 11-1, Committee meeting minutes are included as
Attachment C) the following:

A. Direct staff to begin a competitive RFP process for occupant safety improvements and bring
back a contract to the City Council to complete the improvements (estimated cost $200,000-
400,000);

B. Appropriate $15,000 from the Operating and Environmental Emergency Reserve for additional
study of the reuse and expansion option at the current site; and

C. Appropriate $15,000 from the Operating and Environmental Emergency Reserve for additional
study of the reuse and expansion of the administration building at the City Yard.
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On December 5, 2018, the Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee was presented with additional
information about the scope and deliverables of what was included in the studies (the same
information included above). The excerpt from the draft minutes from December 5, 2018 PSCAC
meeting are included as Attachment D. The Committee voted on each proposed study individually as
follows:

· The PCSAC recommended (10-4 (Keith, Jones, Gault, Sauter)) to the City Council approve
the analysis of the feasibility of retrofit, reuse and expansion of the existing Police Station, to
appropriate $15,000 and authorize the City Manager to enter into a Contract with IDS Group to
conduct the study.

· The PCSAC recommended (12-2 (Gault, Swick)) to the City Council approve the analysis of
repurposing and expanding the administration building at the City Yard, to appropriate $15,000
and authorize the City Manager to enter into a Contract with IDS Group to conduct the study.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted and Prepared by:

Colin Tudor
Assistant City Manager

Attachments:
A - 10/23/18 City Council Staff Report
B - 10/23/18 City Council Minutes
C - 10/17/18 PSCAC Minutes
D - Excerpt from the 12/5/18 Draft PSCAC Minutes
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Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee 
MINUTES 

Wednesday, October 17,2018 
6:00 P.M., Hughes Center- Padua room 

Present: Richard Chute, Harold Gault, John Jocelyn, Aundre Johnson, Matthew Jones, Jim 
Keith, Matthew Magilke, Anthony Nelipovich, Katharine Rosacker, Joyce Sauter, Sally Seven, 
Jess Swick, Frank Bedoya; City Manager Tara Schultz, Assistant City Manager Colin Tudor, Chief 
Shelly VanderVeen, Captain Aaron Fate, Finance Director Adam Pirrie, Management Analyst 
John Costa; Assistant to the City Manager Jamie Harvey, Sr. Administrative Assistant lisa 
Amaya; Transtech Engineers, Inc. -Ali Cayir; Ninyo & Moore- Jay Roberts and Michael Cushner; 
IDS Group - David Pomerleau 

Not Present: David Burgdorf, Elizabeth Pfau, John Watkins 

Chair Magilke called the meeting to order at 6:04 p.m. 

City Manager Schultz stated there was a request to move Item #4 after the approval of the minutes 
so that the Engineers could make their presentations and respond to questions in the beginning 
of the meeting. 

Ms. Seven moved that the agenda be rearranged so that Item #4 comes after the minutes; 
seconded by Richard Chute and unanimously approved. 

1. POLICE STATION CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITIEE MEETING MINUTES 

Ms. Seven stated that on page 6 of the minutes, she would like to add "GO Bond" to her 
comments so that it reads, " ... more of them would have supported the GO Bond Measure." 

Chair Magilke noted an error on page 6 as well. He said the vote to appoint him as Chair was 
not unanimous; it was a 10-1-4 vote. 

Ms. Seven moved to approve the Police Station Citizens Advisory Committee meeting 
minutes of August 28, 2018, as amended; seconded by Mr. Johnson; and carried on a 
roll call vote as follows: 

A YES: Committee Members Chute, Gault, Jocelyn, Johnson, Jones, Keith, Magilke, 
Ne/ipovich, Rosacker, Sauter, Seven, and Swick 

ABSENT: Committee Members Burgdorf, Pfau, and Watkins 

The minutes will be amended to reflect Ms. Seven and Chair Magilke's comments. 

City Manager Schultz shared staff's concerns after Measure SC failed, specifically that the 
station was unsafe, wasn't built to code, and didn't meet ADA requirements. She believed it 
was important to take a serious look at the station to determine what could be done to ensure 
the safety of employees who work in the building. She reached out to Ali Cayir from Transtech, 
who is a well-respected contractor she had worked with in the past. Mr. Cayir worked with 
staff on Request for Proposals (RFPs) from environmental and structural firms. City Manager 
Schultz explained that she sought out a firm that would have a neutral perspective on how 
they can move forward with the station, because of concerns that were brought up at the last 
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Police Facility Ad Hoc Committee Minutes 
October 17, 2018 
Page2 

PSCAC meeting. After reviewing proposals, staff selected an environmental firm and a 
structural engineering firm, and they will make presentations tonight on the results of their 
analyses. 

City Manager Schultz stated she wanted to discuss some paths forward with the Committee 
as well as their recommendation to the City Council. She Is prepared to ask for additional 
funds next week so that staff can gather further information on some items. 

City Manager Schultz noted the six different paths that will be discussed tonight aren't the only 
options; however, it's what they currently have. 

Paths 
1. Occupant Safety Improvement 
2. Building Performance Improvements 
3. Systems for Intermediate Length Occupancy 
4. Expand and Retrofit (requires additional study): $15,000 
5. City Yard Administration Building Expansion and Reuse (requires additional study): 

$15,000 
6. New Building on Existing Site 

Mr. Nelipovich stated that it seems City leadership and staff aren't working together, given 
that money was spent on new patrol vehicles and now staff is asking to spend more on a new 
station. He believed the purchase of vehicles could have been delayed. 

Vice Chair Gault questioned why money should be spent on patching up the existing station. 
Although it is out of spec, the station is still operational as-is and did not collapse during the 
recent earthquake. With that said, he believed that every effort should be made on getting a 
new station because repairs would only be temporary and expensive and wouldn't address 
the overall seismic problems. 

Mr. Jocelyn commented on the lack of confidence residents have with how the City spends 
money and questioned the costs associated with Path 1. 

City Manager Schultz responded to questions from the Committee related to police vehicles 
being budgeted items and must be replaced on a regular basis; the engineers addressing the 
Committee's concerns/questions as they present their environmental and strudural analyses, 
as well as reviewing options for making the police facility safe and functional; commented that 
staff is working toward another measure because the building needs to be safe now for the 
people who work in it; and commented on the OSHA complaint the City received immediately 
after the last election. She said there's no way to avoid spending money on this building. 

City Manager Schultz added that staff has received feedback from residents in person or via 
ThoughtExchange and is well-aware of the lack of trust residents have toward the City. It's 
crucial that staff listens and shares as much information as possible moving forward to gain 
that trust back. 

2. ENVIRONMENTAL & STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS- Presentation 

City Manager Schultz introduced Ali Cayir from Transtech Engineers, Inc. 
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Mr. Cayir reviewed the PowerPoint presentation and responded to a question related to the 
target budget for Path 1. 

Mr. Jay Roberts, PG, CEG from Ninyo & Moore commented on the environmental issues on 
the current site and for the building itself. 

Mr. Mike Cushner, Sr. Project Manager from Ninyo & Moore, oversaw the hazardous material 
survey that was performed on the interior and exterior of the building. He spoke about the 
assessment and reported there is asbestos, lead, and mold in the building. However, it's intact 
and poses no immediate environmental concern to the health and safety of everyone working 
in the building. There are a couple of small areas of visible mold growth that will be removed 
soon. 

Mr. Cayir, Mr. Roberts, and Mr. Cushner responded to questions related to whether vapors 
were found and if so, how it would be addressed; if asbestos would be disturbed if structural 
changes to the building were made for more stability; and if the contractors could determine 
where asbestos is located before any renovations are made. 

Mr. David Pomerlau, Structural Engineer from IDS Group, said his team performed the 
preliminary study looking at the existing reports and documentation that were previously done, 
as well as walking through the building for both the structural and architectural surveys. He 
highlighted the report and responded to questions related to what would be considered a 
major seismic event; if the building's roof would fall during an earthquake; and if there's a price 
to fix the station so that it's usable. He believed a magnitude 6 or 7 earthquake would be 
considered a major seismic event. 

Mr. Cayir reviewed each path in more detail and responded to questions from the Committee 
related to what the estimated construction cost would be. Using the industry cost range, he 
said the cost would be close to $1k per square foot and would include soft costs. However, at 
this point they only have general numbers to compare. His team is looking at all opportunities 
and they believe renovating the station is possible and would be a less expensive alternative. 

Mr. Cayir and Mr. Pomerlau responded to questions from the Committee related to 
constructing a second level above the existing building and the costs associated with 
renovation. Those costs can't be determined until they know what the renovations will be. 
There would also be costs for inside the building. 

City Manger Schultz stated that IDS Group was hired to conduct a structural analysis; 
however, their team brought the idea of reusing the existing building to City staff as an 
alternative option. She wanted the Committee to be aware of that option and said it's important 
to remember it's only an idea and hasn't been explored yet. She added that the community 
and some Committee members expressed interest in exploring the City Yard building as well. 

City Manager Schultz clarified for a Committee member that structural work is a necessity 
now to ensure the safety of employees who work in the station. She added that if the 
Committee recommends City staff pursue reusing the existing facility, the investment made in 
the current structure would not be lost. 

Mr. Cayir noted there are multiple paths forward to discuss tonight, with varying costs 
associated to them whether they are for building new or renovating the current station. 
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Chief Vander Veen responded to Chair Magilke's question related to how many square feet 
would be required for essential services. With the last Ad Hoc Committee, Chief VanderVeen 
said they determined an (approximate) 25k square foot building would be sufficient and she 
believes that to still be true. She also confirmed that it's more expensive to build to essential 
services standards. 

Mr. Cayir commented on the site layout for the building and pointed out some opportunities 
that could be considered to maximize space on the lot. 

Mr. Keith asked if there was an explanation as to why the latest finding indicates the building 
would withstand a major seismic event, with some strengthening, and yet the previous 
analysis noted otherwise. He also asked if staff had reached out to the previous firm to discuss 
the matter. 

Chair Magilke noted this was why he had expressed his concerns at their first meeting 
regarding the selection of the previous engineering firm. 

City Manager Schultz responded staff hasn't reached out to the previous firm, but Mr. Cayir's 
team did review the previous report. Staff is considering reusing the current building at the 
Committee's request. She was also focused on what could be done to ensure the safety of 
everyone in the station. 

Mr. Swick said he wasn't convinced the previous engineering firm was considering ways to 
reuse the building when they did their walk through. City Manager Schultz said she doesn't 
know that that was actually part of their review. Mr. Swick said he's very encouraged by the 
new report. 

Chair Magilke invited public comment. 

One member of the public believed the community should know the roof isn't as dangerous 
as originally reported. The public should know it's a possibility to reinforce the roof. 

City Manager Schultz and Mr. Cayir both responded that the roof could collapse, and it's is 
still a major concern. 

Ms. Seven commented on having two opposing findings and believed it would be a mistake 
to take the latest findings to the public too quickly. She wondered if they could have experts 
weigh in on the matter first. 

Chair Magilke invited comments from the Committee. 

Mr. Pomerlau noted his firm would generally agree with the previous firm's conclusion that the 
building and detailing do not meet the standards that it was reviewed to. There are concerns 
with connections that don't meet current code. He said they're not indifferent with those 
conclusions, however, they do see opportunities for reuse with strengthening. 

Mr. Jones asked about the longevity of the building once it's strengthened and Mr. Pomerlau 
responded that it would last 40 years. 
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Mr. Chute asked if the two firms were actually tasked with looking at reuse. 

Assistant City Manager Tudor pointed out that the initial part of the scope for both firms were 
very similar, as well as the findings as they relate to the issue of the connections with the roof. 
However, the previous architect had concerns with the costs being prohibited and still 
performing differently than a new building would. He explained that newer construction would 
flex more during a seismic event. 

Mr. Pomerlau further explained the difference in movement with a rigid building and said the 
current connections would be damaged during a seismic event. 

Assistant City Manager Tudor noted that IDS has presented different ideas about the costs of 
retrofitting the building, but the connections of the building remain a concern. The difference 
now is that the new firm is considering options that weren't previously considered and they 
have different assumptions on retrofitting costs. It's important to note that a lot of details were 
presented with the last report and the details haven't been worked through with this new 
concept yet. Once the details have been factored in, staff will have a better idea on whether 
it would be more cost effective to retrofit the building. 

City Manger Schultz invited public comment. 

Mr. Cayir responded to a question from one member of the public related to whether it's 
common practice to retrofit a building this size. He said all structural engineers follow the same 
procedures. Mr. Pomerlau added the construction detailing they are considering for 
strengthening the building is very common. 

Assistant City Manager Tudor noted the standards they are looking at now have also changed. 

Ms. Rosacker asked how much of the current facility could be used during the retrofitting 
process and with construction going on. Mr. Cayir responded the goal is to have maximum 
use of the facility, but that it could be a matter of days/weeks while they temporarily move 
things around. 

Mr. Cayir and Mr. Pomerlau responded to Ms. Seven's question related to how the second 
floor would be built. Essentially, they would build the columns outside the existing building and 
they would have their own foundations. The existing structure would be strengthened prior to 
building the second floor. 

City Manager Schultz said the Committee would come back to this item when they discuss 
which paths moving forward will be presented to City Council next week. 

3. FEEDBACK RECEIVED AT COMMUNITY WORKSHOP AND THROUGH 
THOUGHTEXCHANGE 

Public Information Officer Bevin Handel stated she would be presenting some summaries of 
the two public engagement opportunities the City had prior to this meeting: the community 
workshop on September 26 and then ThoughtExchange, an online platform. The goal of these 
efforts was just to listen to the community, not to moderate. What are the concerns and issues 
people are talking about? The results are to inform the Committee, so they have this 
information moving forward. 
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Ms. Handel highlighted the PowerPoint presentation for the September 26 workshop. There 
were twenty participates from the community, along with staff facilitators and Committee 
members at each of the six tables. She reviewed the comments that were gathered on the 
three topics of discussion that evening: Financing, Design & Needs, and Past Ballot 
Measures. 

Ms. Handel also commented on the outreach for ThoughtExchange, an online platform where 
citizens can provide thoughts and rate other people's thoughts. It is not moderated by the 
City. The question posed was, "What important perspectives should the City consider when 
moving forward with the police station?" Staff wanted to listen to the community's opinions 
and get the temperature of what is out there. She shared the various ways that 
ThoughtExchange was advertised. In total, there were 166 participants, 224 thoughts, with 
797 ratings. 

Ms. Handel responded to questions related to the small percentage of residents who 
participated in the polls. She explained during the last measure, staff held two open houses 
at the Police Station, two community meetings, all the Coffee With A Cop events and they had 
only 41 people who participated in the poll. Additionally, Ms. Handel commented on the 
demographics of the respondents. 

Ms. Handel then commented on a handout that was provided with the Top 20 thoughts that 
people agreed upon and some topics that had a lot of interaction. Some of the highest rated 
topics included: the Colleges should contribute more, fairness of finance mech; businesses 
need to contribute; tax fatigue (too many taxes in general); campaign tactics; impact to the 
City budget; Sheriffs contract; and alternative to new construction (renovation). All 244 
comments were included as an attachment in the Committee's packets. 

Assistant City Manager Tudor explained staff is still working on some ThoughtExchange 
reports and will be sharing that information when they can. 

Ms. Handel responded to questions related to the results of the workshop and 
ThoughtExchange comments and stated it's a way for staff to know the touch points in the 
community. She explained the rating system as well. 

Chair Magilke invited public comment. 

One member of the audience asked if there was a way to verify whether different individuals 
were submitting comments or if it was the same few submitting multiple times. Ms. Handel 
responded that staff could see the IP addresses and said it was okay for someone to have 
multiple responses. The IP addresses were taken into account for report purposes. 

Ms. Handel responded to questions from the Committee related to whether residents knew 
how ThoughtExchange worked and how residents were notified about it; why the City didn't 
conduct a traditional survey; the benefits of ThoughtExchange; and she shared that 
ThoughtExchange is available to use to run other queries, at no cost, if the Committee wished 
to see other data. 

Mr. Chute shared that he served on the School District's committee and is familiar with online 
surveys. He spoke in favor of ThoughtExchange, which gathers a broad range of opinions, so 
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City staff and the Committee knows what the community is thinking. He believed having 166 
expressed opinions is a really good number for the Committee to review. However, what the 
Committee decides to do may or may not be impacted by those results. 

Ms. Sauter asked if a newsletter could go out to residents informing them of the Committee's 
discussions/decisions. Ms. Handel responded the City's Newsletter provides that information 
and the November newsletter will address what this Committee is doing. Additionally, City 
staff will use various methods to promote and to explain or provide information on what this 
Committee is doing throughout the entire year. 

City Manager Schultz added to Mr. Chute's comments about school districts using online 
surveys by commenting on the convenience of these tools for parents. The surveys are easily 
accessible, it's a good way to reach out to citizens, and ThoughtExchange allows them to 
participate even when they can't attend meetings. 

Lastly, one member of the audience wanted to know how many people purchase the 
Claremont Courier. She wondered if some sort of progress report could be published in the 
paper. Ms. Handel responded two articles were published in the Courier, and she will ensure 
they get this information as well. Another member of the audience responded that the Courier 
had 3,300 newspapers in their last circulation. 

4. ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK FROM COMMITIEE MEMBERS - Discussion 

Ms. Handel said at the September 26 workshop some committee members expressed 
concern and wanted to know when they would be able to give their opinions/comments on the 
police station issue. Their comments will be heard tonight. 

City Manager Schultz asked the Committee if there is anything staff missed. 

Mr. Nelipovich commented on the tax burdens that residents are already dealing with and 
stressed the importance of presenting this information to all residents so that they understand 
all of the reasons and benefits to the city on voting for this. He also thought any marketing 
efforts should be strong because he believed it's our last chance for a new station. 

Mr. Chute shared that his sense of trust with the City is stronger than some in the community, 
and he wanted to share some perspectives regarding the planning process. Specifically, he 
noted the lack of reports that the architect or the community could rely on in terms of trying to 
understand what their goals are for this project. He commented on the benefit to all of having 
a source document to explain the difference in cost for the first station proposal compared to 
the second proposal and said it would be prudent to do more planning to answer some of 
those questions. He believed the Committee has more work to do in terms of understanding 
the needs of the Police Department and the community, he recommended grouping together 
several of those paths forward for further exploration, said he appreciated seeing multiple 
paths forward that have some flexibility and to hear about a possible reuse of the station. He 
said being thorough would add to the trust level to the community and he didn't believe the 
Committee has the beginning base of knowledge to do that. Lastly, he commented on 
spending time researching the project, but that's something the Committee can't expect the 
community to do. 
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Mr. Keith believed there were three major options for the station: 1) build a new, but smaller 
station at the current location; 2) reuse the existing station, and 3) renovate the City Yard 
building. However, they haven't been presented information on the City Yard option or the 
cost to make the existing station safe. Without the costs for any of those three options, Mr. 
Keith believed it would be premature to recommend any of them. One thing that will remain 
consistent is how much space will be needed. He commented on being on the previous 
committee and said he has some knowledge of how it went from $50M to $25M, questioned 
what could be done to reduce the costs further and what would they lose with further cuts, 
and he also believed there is a lot of work yet to be done. He said he appreciated the 
information on office space that would be required in a new station and said that's the kind of 
transparency they need, as well as having the drawings available. Lastly, he said false 
information in the Courier, just before the last vote, was very misleading about the gym. It's 
critical to have numbers available for residents to review the next time this issue goes before 
the voters. 

Ms. Seven expressed concern about the lack of trust In the City and said it's something they 
must take very seriously. Having been involved with the last committee as well, she had a 
sense the design was based on a needs analysis and the process involved collaborating with 
people who work in the building. She was much more comfortable about the proposed station 
than other people in the community. She echoed Mr. Keith's comments about false information 
that was circulated, believed the Committee must address how to get the community to feel 
that City information is open and accessible to them, and she commented on a chart from 
2012 that listed the City's indebtedness and requested an updated chart. Communication is a 
major problem and watching for misleading information and responding to it in a way that 
doesn't make it worse is important as well. 

Mr. Johnson asked if there was any other mechanism for financing the station, without raising 
taxes. He wondered if the City could sell assets or find other creative ways to finance it. 

Mr. Jocelyn echoed Mr. Johnson's comments and added that during the first Committee 
meeting, he had requested a list of assets the City could sell to offset the costs. He also 
wondered what "fat" they could trim from the City. He realizes a new station will require some 
amount of taxes to be raised, but that shouldn't be the sole funding mechanism. He questioned 
how much the City wants a new station and asked if they willing to cut somewhere else. He 
believed it should be a combination of both. 

Mr. Gault said they're dealing with two different subjects, the station design and financing. 
After hearing the survey results, it's clear to him that financing is more important than design 
and residents are opposed to financing the station solely with a property tax increase. He 
believed some of the costs should be shared by the Colleges and non-profits, the Police 
Department's needs should be a priority, he commented on the contradictions of the charts 
shown earlier and liked the unique approach for adding a second story but said there was no 
mention of an elevator (for ADA requirements). He wondered what Police Department staff 
would prefer - a single or two-story station - and said everyone must be on the same page 
and work to find the best method of financing. He also commented on residents' distrust of 
the City after the water company debacle. 
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5. COMMITIEE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE CITY COUNCIL ABOUT NEXT STEPS -
Presentation 

City Manager Schultz commented on the paths to move forward that were presented tonight 
and said she needs a recommendation from the Committee to take to City Council. Each 
option presented has a cost associated with it, but it gives the Committee an opportunity to 
decide which option they'd like to support. She said financing is an important element that still 
needs to be addressed, regardless of which option/s they decide to recommend. 

City Manager Schultz stated the City is dealing with a structural deficit and a finance 
committee has been established to look at financial opportunities for the future. She has 
reiterated to that committee one of their recommendations to City Council, and one of the 
City's priorities, is to build a new police station. She said it's a very fine line they have to walk 
because the community only wants to pay so much for certain items. She is also open to any 
ideas the Committee has about financing. The structural deficit issue and the police station 
are both priorities. 

Chair Magilke asked if she could explain what a structural deficit is so that everyone has a 
clear understanding. 

City Manager Schultz explained the City anticipates having a $1.3M structural deficit for the 
next year and said the City isn't bringing in the revenues necessary to cover their expenses 
on an ongoing basis. They aren't dipping, however, the expenses are outpacing revenues. 
She explained that expenses such as retirement/PERS costs and utility and Lighting & 
Landscaping District assessments continue to increase; labor costs affect our contract 
services; and Workers' Compensation and Liability are also affecting the City. 

Chair Magilke reiterated in a nutshell the City's revenue is less than their expenses and it's 
being covered by reserves. 

City Manager Schultz responded the City hasn't covered that deficit with any reserve funds 
and is trying to avoid doing so. She commented on budget cuts that affected staffing levels 
and said staff will be evaluating whether they need vacant positions filled. She said it slowly 
affects the service levels staff provides and they try to adjust, so that the community isn't 
impacted. 

City Manager Schultz responded to Mr. Nelipovich's questions related to whether the City 
would need to acquire more land to build a station at the City Yard, and if the City has 
unfunded liability of $30-$40M for the Police Department's pension fund. She said staff would 
first need to evaluate the building to determine if it is usable or can be renovated to essential 
services standards. She confirmed the City currently has unfunded pension liability of $49.6M 
and various factors go into that amount. 

City Manager Schultz wanted to ensure the Committee and the community understands she 
has no problem sharing information, however, she wants that information to be complete and 
accurate. She added that she doesn't want to derogate the credibility staff is trying to establish 
during this process. 
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With regard to the Committee's recommendation to City Council, Chair Magilke stated it's 
important to look at every option. The City Yard option could potentially be cheaper, and the 
Department isn't opposed to moving to that site. Chair MagHke supported all three of the listed 
recommendations. 

Mr. Nelipovich expressed his opposition to spending $15k to acquire more land at the City 
Yard site and said Recommendation #3 was a waste of money at this time. He believed this 
option should have been included in the first two proposals when the City Yard site was initially 
discussed. 

Vice Chair Gault asked for clarification on the wording for the recommendation and asked if 
staff had already made a decision on the recommendation. He also commented on the 
process for building a second floor and believed the City should just build a new two-story 
station. City Manager Schultz explained the City's standard format is being used for the 
Committee's recommendation and said staff is recommending the options, however, it's up to 
the Committee to decide if they would like to present any of them to City Council. 

Mr. Swick disagreed with Mr. Gault, and said he believed the engineers could build over the 
existing station and save money. 

Mr. Keith supported the idea of re-evaluating the City Yard site with the new concept and said 
they would also need to look at where additional acreage would come from for the expansion. 

Mr. Jocelyn shared that spending $15k to keep their options open seems feasible. He asked 
for clarification on the Request For Proposals recommendation. After City Manager Schultz 
confirmed it's only to request proposals, not for the Committee to approve any of them, Mr. 
Jocelyn was in favor of supporting all three recommendations. 

City Manager Schultz responded to Mr. Swick's questions related to whether 
Recommendation #3 would include where Community Services would move to while 
determining whether the Police Department could fit at that location. 

Mr. Chute expressed his support for all three recommendations, however, he would like to 
request that staff look at what it would cost to obtain a program plan because he believed 
they'll have to do that at some point. He would like staff to bring it back at a future meeting as 
another option. City Manger Schultz said staff can do that once they decide which direction 
the Committee would like to go. Mr. Chute believed a source document should be obtained 
beforehand. 

Mr. Jocelyn moved to approve all three recommendations; seconded by Chair Magilke. 

Chair Magilke commented on exploring what to do with the current station and questioned 
whether it could be sold, and if those funds could be used to offset the costs of a new facility. 
He believed knowing what the current site is worth and what to do with those funds is important 
to Recommendation #3. 

Chair Magilke asked if there were any other comments. He noted there was a first and second 
on their recommendation. 
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Mr. Jocelyn seconded Chair Magilke's amendment to Recommendation #3. 

Ms. Seven said it wouldn't be fair not to express her concern and she said she supports Mr. 
Gault's comments about the recommendation language. She said it's clear the 
recommendation is not something the Committee developed but was brought to them by staff 
and are being encouraged to support it. She commented on being reminded of some of the 
things she read about the distrust of city government as she watched this process. It's one 
thing to say that having gone through all this information this is where staff has arrived, and 
they are seeking Committee's approval of it, but she believed anything less than that is not a 
fair representation. 

Chair Magilke asked Ms. Seven if she had a recommendation she'd like to suggest. He also 
asked the Committee if they had anything different to offer for discussion tonight. 

City Manager Schultz said the Committee needs to make a decision. 

Mr. Keith requested a vote on the motion that was first and seconded. 

Mr. Nelipovich expressed his support for staff and their recommendation. 

Chair Magilke called for a vote to end their discussion before voting on the motion, and a 
majority of the Committee voted to continue with their discussion. 

After further discussion on the language of Recommendations #1 and #2, the Committee 
unanimously voted to end further discussion. 

Mr. Jocelyn moved that the Committee approve all three recommendations as written; 
seconded by Mr. Johnson; and carried on a roll call vote as follows: 

A YES: Chute, Jocelyn, Johnson, Jones, Keith, Magilke, Nelipovich, Rosacker, 
Sauter, Seven, and Swick 

NOES: Gault 
ABSENT: Burgdorf, Pfau, Watkins 

Chair Magilke adjourned the meeting at8:47 p.m. 

ATTEST: 



Excerpt from Draft Minutes of December 5, 2018 Meeting 

5. SCOPE OF ADDITIONAL STUDY FOR RETROFITTING EXISTING POLICE STATION AND 
CITY YARD ADMINISTRATION BUILDING  

Existing Police Station 
City Manager Schultz and Assistant City Manager Tudor gave a PowerPoint presentation. 
City Manager Schultz noted that City Council authorized staff to move forward with a request 
for proposal (RFP) for occupant safety improvements.  Assistant City Manager Tudor provided 
details of the specific intent of the two studies (retrofit and reuse) and provided the draft of 
scope and deliverables expected to be obtained from the studies and requested additional 
input from the Committee.   
 
Mr. Keith stated he supports the $15k recommendation, but believed they need to insist on 
something more than just a concept, such as designs and proof that the building would pass 
seismic standards. What would it cost to design, to save, the existing station? Additionally, he 
said he was opposed to building on top of an old, rigid building and would rather have a 
separate building. They need to know whether it’s a nice idea or reality. 
 
City Manager Schultz responded that a specific design is not included in the $15k and that 
would be a significant cost. 
 
Mr. Jones stated the majority of residents are posing the question of whether the station can 
be retrofitted.  He doesn’t believe the public understands the concept of putting stilts on the 
existing building and echoed Mr. Keith’s comments. He opposed the retrofitting aspect. 
 
Mr. Jocelyn stated it’s a matter of spending $15K in order to get more data to make a more 
informed decision and believed the recommendation is warranted. 
 
Ms. Seven commented on minutes from a previous ad hoc committee (2016) that stated 
improvements can be made; however, they will not bring the building to current essential 
services standards. 
 
Mr. Jocelyn believed the prior engineer had a conflict of interest. 
 
Mr. Johnson noted they recently had an earthquake, at their first meeting, and the building is 
still standing. 
 
Mr. Keith stated there’s no proof of any conflict of interest and believed having that statement 
thrown out to the public would be detrimental. He said it’s possible for professionals to differ. 
Mr. Keith believed the public would vote down a building on stilts just as they did when the 
recommendation was to build a station in the pits (Monte Vista). However, he will support a 
study on whether the building can be saved. 
 
Mr. Nelipovich stated there’s no change to what the Committee agreed to last time. 
 
Mr. Jocelyn explained his earlier statement on the conflict of interest and the perception. He 
believed it’s prudent to explore the $15k option. 
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Assistant City Manager Tudor explained that the seismic retrofit can be done, but the study 
would determine if the rest of the concept, building a second floor, can be done.  
 
City Manager Schultz stated there was no guarantee to the previous architect that he was 
going to get the job to build the new building. He did the space needs study and the intent 
was that it would go to bid. She cautioned on making conflict of interest accusations.  
 
Mr. Chute requested having the engineers address the risk to the second-floor structure 
should there be an earthquake and the lower structure should be substantially damaged.  
 
Mr. Nelipovich made a motion to authorize City staff to spend $30K to move forward 
with both evaluations based on the premise that if either study is found undesirable, 
no further expense will be allocated to that study. 
 
After some discussion, Mr. Nelipovich withdrew his motion.   
 
Mr. Jocelyn made a motion to vote on recommending that the City Council appropriate 
$15k on the current police station retrofit option; seconded by Mr. Johnson; and carried 
on a roll call vote as follows: 
 
AYES: Committee Member: Nelipovich, Chute Burgdorf, Jocelyn, Magilke, Johnson, 

Pfau, Seven, Rosacker, Swick 
NOES: Committee Member:  Jones, Keith, Gault, Sauter 
 
 
City Yard Administration Building 
 
Assistant City Manager Tudor highlighted the PowerPoint presentation for Path 5 (City Yard 
Administrative Building Retrofit and Expansion Study) and responded to questions related to 
whether a study could also be done for flooding; what the costs in the agenda report entailed; 
if it’s possible for the Committee to get copies of the  60-page report from the prior 2014-16 
City Yards study; and he commented on the previous proposals. Additionally, City Manager 
Schultz and Chief Vander Veen responded to questions related to whether there’s enough 
square footage at the City Yard location for what they need, and whether they would have to 
fill the pit to acquire more land. 
 
Mr. Chute expressed his support for exploring this option. 
 
Chair Magilke shared that it’s the Committee’s charge to look at other options.  He didn’t 
understand why the City Council pushed it back to them, but it’s their responsibility to look at 
this option. 
 
Mr. Nelipovich moved to approve the $15K expenditure for the City Yard study; 
seconded by Mr. Jocelyn; and carried on a roll call vote as follows: 
 
AYES: Committee Member: Jones, Keith, Nelipovich, Chute Burgdorf, Jocelyn, 

Magilke, Sauter, Johnson, Pfau, Seven, Rosacker 
NOES: Committee Member:  Gault, Swick 
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SUBJECT:

ANNOUNCEMENT AND CONFIRMATION OF LOCAL AND REGIONAL COUNCILMEMBER
APPOINTMENTS, AND ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION DESIGNATING A GOVERNING BOARD
MEMBER AND VOTING ALTERNATE TO THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COUNCIL OF
GOVERNMENTS JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY

SUMMARY

The annual reorganizational meeting of the City Council was held on December 11, 2018, at which
time Corey Calaycay was selected to serve as Mayor.

Following reorganization, the Mayor makes appointments to various committees, boards, and
regional organizations, and presents the list of those appointments to the full City Council for
confirmation. Mayor Calaycay list of appointments is Attachment A to this report. The Mayor’s
appointments to the Audit, Citywide Design Guidelines and Historic Prevision, Commission
Nominating, and PERS Ad Hoc Committees do not require Council confirmation, and are provided as
information only.

The San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG) requires adoption of a City Council
resolution formalizing appointment of the SGVCOG governing board member and alternate
(Attachment B).

RECOMMENDATION

Mayor Calaycay recommends that the City Council:
A. Confirm the various appointments to local and regional committees, boards, and

organizations; and
B. Adopt A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT,

DESIGNATING A GOVERNING BOARD MEMBER AND A VOTING ALTERNATE TO THE
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SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY.

ALTERNATIVE TO RECOMMENDATION

In addition to the recommendation, there is the following alternative:

· Request additional information.

FINANCIAL REVIEW

Costs to prepare documentation and complete this report are estimated at $846. These costs are in
staff time allocated to the project and are included in the operating budget of the Administrative
Services Department.

ANALYSIS

City Councilmembers serve on regional, inter-governmental and inter-community committees and
boards as part of their service to advocate the City’s position on legislative issues that affect the
community and the region. The Mayor makes these appointments. As such, Mayor Calaycay has
made appointments to the various boards and committees and are listed on Attachment A.

The Political Reform Act requires reporting of additional compensation to officials when those officials
participate in the vote appointing themselves to positions on committees, boards or commissions of a
public agency, special district, joint powers agency or authority. Officials may step down from the dais
and leave the meeting room during the vote for their appointment or participate in the vote. If the
official chooses to participate in the vote, the agency must post Form 806 on its website, which lists
all paid appointed positions, the official(s) named to that committee, board or commission, the length
of the term, and amount of the stipend.

As the Mayor has assigned various City Councilmembers to paid appointed positions, and these
Councilmembers will participate in the appointment vote, City staff will post the required Form 806 on
the City website upon confirmation of the appointments (Attachment C).

LEGAL REVIEW

The City Attorney has reviewed and approved the attached resolution.

RELATIONSHIP TO CITY PLANNING DOCUMENTS

Staff has evaluated the agenda item in relationship to the City’s strategic and visioning documents
and finds the following:

Council Priorities - This item does not address a Council Priority.

Sustainability Plan - This item addresses Goal No. 1 - Resource Conservation; Goal No. 2 -
Environmental and Public Health; and Goal No. 3 - Transportation of the Sustainability Plan.

Economic Sustainability Plan - This item does not apply to the Economic Sustainability Plan.

General Plan - This item addresses Implementation Measure VI of the General Plan - coordination
with other agencies and organizations regarding programs, plans, permits, agreements and
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with other agencies and organizations regarding programs, plans, permits, agreements and
ordinances under their jurisdiction.

2018-19 Budget - This item meets the following City Manager’s Office and Administrative Services
Department Work Plan Goals:

CM-9: Work closely with regional agencies on issues that promote the quality of life in Claremont;

CM-13: Pursue funding from regional and State agencies for City projects;

CM-14: Coordinate funding and planning efforts for regional transportation issues, such as the Gold
Line Foothill Extension Phase IIB and other regional transit projects; and

AS-7: Ensure compliance with all applicable laws - Government Code, Brown Act, Political Reform
Act, Public Records Act, and the Elections Code.

Youth and Family Master Plan - This item meets Goal No. 7 - ensure access to mental health care.

LEGAL REVIEW

The City Attorney has reviewed and approved the resolution.

CEQA REVIEW

These appointments are not subject to environmental review under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a
direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment) and Section 15060(c)
(3) (the activity is not a “project” as defined in Section 15378). CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(2)
excludes “[c]ontinuing administrative ... activities, such as ... personnel-related actions” and “general
policy and procedure making” and Section 15378(b)(5) excludes “[o]rganizational or administrative
activities of governments that will not result in direct or indirect physical changes in the environment”
from its definition of “project.”

Even if this item were a “project,” it would be exempt from environmental review under CEQA
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)’s “general rule” that CEQA applies only to projects that have the
potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Here, it can be seen with certainty that
there is no possibility that this item, in and of itself, will have a significant effect on the environment.
On its own, this action will not result in any physical changes to the environment.

PUBLIC NOTICE PROCESS

This item has been noticed through the regular agenda notification process. Copies are available at
the City Hall public counter, the Youth Activity Center, the Alexander Hughes Community Center, and
the City website.

Submitted by:

Shelley Desautels
City Clerk
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Attachments:
A - City Council Master Committee List
B - Resolution Designating a Board Member and Alternate to the SGVCOG
C - Form 806
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City of Claremont 
MAYOR/CITY COUNCIL LOCAL, INTERGOVERNMENTAL & REGIONAL REPRESENTATION 

COMMITTEES LIST 

 (PROPOSED for Council Consideration at its 1-8-19 Meeting) 

Traditionally, after the annual reorganization, the City Council confirms the Mayor’s assignments to various committees 
and regional organizations.  Below is the PROPOSED January to December 2019 alphabetical committee list.  Corey 
Calaycay (Mayor) and Larry Schroeder (Mayor Pro Tem). 

(Rev:  1/2/19) 

COMMITTEE     STAFF         MEETING DATE 

1. California Joint Powers Insurance 
Authority 

 Larry Schroeder

Colin Tudor 
Tara Schultz 

Annual Meeting 

2. Chamber of Commerce – Board of 
Directors 

 Corey Calaycay (Mayor/by code)

Tara Schultz 4th Tuesday 
7:30 AM 

3. Chamber of Commerce - Government 
Relations and Economic Development 
Committee (GRC) 

 Larry Schroeder
 Jennifer Stark (Alternate)

Tara Schultz 
Colin Tudor 

3rd Tuesday 
7:30 AM 

4. Clean Power Alliance Authority Board 
 Corey Calaycay
 Jennifer Stark (Alternate)

Chris Paulson, 
Alternate 

As Needed 

5. Committee on Aging 
 Larry Schroeder

Melissa Vollaro 2nd Wednesday 
12 Noon 
(bi-monthly) 

6. Committee on Youth and Family 
 Jed Leano

Melissa Vollaro As Needed 

7. County of Los Angeles Library 
Commission (Dist 5) 

 Corey Calaycay
(Appointed by Co City Selection Cmte) 

Jamie Harvey 3rd Wednesday 
10:30 AM 

8. 

9. 

Foothill Transit - Executive Board 
 Corey Calaycay

(Appointed by the Governing Board)

Foothill Transit - Governing Board
 Corey Calaycay
 Ed Reece (Alternate)

Cari Dillman 8 AM 
(Last Friday of ea. Month) 
($161/per mtg stipend for each 
Executive Board and each 
Governing Board meeting 
attended) 

Quarterly/As Needed 
10. Fourth of July Celebration – Blue Ribbon 

Committee 
 Corey Calaycay

(Mayor or designee)

Melissa Vollaro  
Amber Guzman 

Annually 

ATTACHMENT A
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           COMMITTEE 
  

             
     STAFF 

      
        MEETING DATE 
 

11. League of California Cities (L.A. Division) 
 
     City Selection Committee 

 Corey Calaycay (Mayor/by code) 
 Ed Reece (Alternate)  

 
     General Membership Meetings 

 Jed Leano 
 Ed Reece (Alternate) 

Tara Schultz 
Colin Tudor 

 
 
1st Thursday 
8:30 PM 
 
 
 
1st Thursday 
6:30 PM 

12. Los Angeles County Sanitation 
 District #21 

 Corey Calaycay (Mayor/by code) 
 Larry Schroeder (Alternate)  

Chris Paulson 4th Wednesday 
1:30 PM 
($125/per meeting stipend) 

13. Metro Gold Line JPA Board 
 Ed Reece 
 Larry Schroeder (Alternate)   

Colin Tudor 
Tara Schultz 

 2nd Thursday 
 11:30 AM 
($100/per meeting stipend) 

14. Pomona Valley Transit Authority 
 Corey Calaycay 
 Ed Reece (Alternate) 

Cari Dillman 2nd Wednesday 
5:00 PM 
(bi-monthly) 

15. San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments  
(SGVCOG) JPA – Governing Board 

 Ed Reece 
 Jennifer Stark (Alternate) 

 

Tara Schultz 
Brad Johnson 

3rd Thursday 
6 PM 
($75/per meeting stipend) 
(**Resolution Required) 

16. San Gabriel Valley Mosquito Abatement 
 District 

 Corey Calaycay (term ends 12/31/19) 
(Appointed by the Board) 

(Term ends 
December 31st  
of applicable  
year) 

2nd Friday 
7 AM 
($100/per meeting stipend) 

17. Six Basins Water Master Board 
 Jennifer Stark 

 

Chris Paulson 4th Wednesday 
2 PM 

18. Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 
 
 General Assembly (GA) 

 Jed Leano 
 

(The GA “Alternate” can be designated 
when applicable) 

Brad Johnson  Attends the one General 
Assembly (GA) Annual 
Voting Meeting 

(SCAG Regional Council and Policy 
Committee appointments are made 
through the SGVCOG. Claremont’s 
COG Designate/Alternate not 
required to serve on GA to be on a 
COG Committee) 

19. Three Valleys Water Board         
 Jennifer Stark (attends informally) 

 

Chris Paulson 1st & 3rd Wednesday 
8 AM 

20. Tri-City Mental Health Governing Board 
 Jed Leano 

Anne Turner 3rd Wednesday 
4:45 PM 
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COUNCIL AD HOC COMMITTEES (APPOINTED BY THE MAYOR) 
 

 
                        COMMITTEE 
   

             
         STAFF 

      
        MEETING DATE 

   

Audit Committee 
 

 Larry Schroeder 
 

 Ed Reece  
 

Adam Pirrie As Needed 

Citywide Design Guidelines & Historic 
Preservation Review Committee 
 

 Larry Schroeder 
  

 Jennifer Stark 
 

Brad Johnson 2nd Monday/mo 
7:00 PM 

Commission Nominating Ad Hoc Committee 
 

 Corey Calaycay 
 

 Jennifer Stark  
 

Shelley 
Desautels 

As Needed 

PERS Ad Hoc Committee 
 

 Jed Leano  
 

 Larry Schroeder 
 

Adam Pirrie 
Colin Tudor 

As Needed 
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ATTACHMENT B  

 

 RESOLUTION NO. 2018- 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLAREMONT, 
CALIFORNIA, DESIGNATING A GOVERNING BOARD MEMBER AND A VOTING 
ALTERNATE TO THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS JOINT 
POWERS AUTHORITY 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, THE CLAREMONT CITY COUNCIL DOES HEREBY 
RESOLVE: 
 
 SECTION 1. That Resolution No. 2018-22 adopted April 10, 2018, is hereby 
repealed. 
 
 SECTION 2.  That _______________ be and is hereby designated to serve as the 
governing board member on the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments Joint Powers 
Authority. 
 
 SECTION 3.  That ______________ be and is hereby designated to serve as the 
alternate member on the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments Joint Powers 
Authority. 
 
 SECTION 4.  That in the event the designated member is absent or unable to act, 
the alternate member shall serve until the designated member returns or is able to act. 
 
 SECTION 5.  That the Mayor shall sign this Resolution and the City Clerk shall attest 
and certify to the passage and adoption thereof. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this __________ day of ____________, 2018. 
         

       
 ________________________________ 

                                                                                 Mayor, City of Claremont 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
City Clerk, City of Claremont 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
________________________________ 
City Attorney City, of Claremont 
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