CITY OF

AGENDA
RI RIO DELL CITY COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING - 6:30 P.M.
eLL TUESDAY, OCTOBER 6, 2015
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS

CALrFOrNaA

675 WILDWOOD AVENUE, RIO DELL

WELCOME . . . By your presence in the City Council Chambers, you are participating in the process of
representative government. Copies of this agenda, staff reports and other material available to the City
Council are available at the City Clerk’s office in City Hall, 675 Wildwood Avenue. Your City
Government welcomes your interest and hopes you will attend and participate in Rio Dell City Council

meetings often.
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in

this meeting, please contact the Office of the City Clerk at (707) 764-3532. Notification 48 hours prior
to the meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to assure accessibility fo this

meeting.
THE TYPE OF COUNCIL BUSINESS IS IDENTIFIED IMMEDIATELY AFTER EACH
TITLE IN BOLD CAPITAL LETTERS

A. CALL TO ORDER

B. ROLL CALL

C. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
D. CEREMONIAL MATTERS

E. PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS

This time is for persons who wish to address the Council on any matter not on this agenda and over
which the Council has jurisdiction. As such, a dinlogue with the Council or staff is not intended. Items
requiring Council action not listed on this agenda may be placed on the next regular agenda for
consideration if the Council directs, unless a finding is made by at least 2/3rds of the Councilmenibers
present that the item came up after the agendn was posted and is of an urgency nature requiring
imniediate action. Please limit comments to a maximum of 3 nunutles.

F. CONSENT CALENDAR

The Consent Calendar adopting the printed recommended Council action will be enacted with one vote.
The Mayor will first ask the staff, the public, and the Council members if there is anyone who wishes to
address any matter on the Consent Calendar. The matters removed from the Consent Calendar will be
considered individually in the next section, “SPECIAL CALL ITEMS”.






1) 2015/10.06.01 - Approve Minutes of the September 22, 2015 Special Meeting
(ACTION) 1

2) 2015/10.06.02 - Authorize Finance Director to sign and submit Regional Surface
Transportation Program (RSTP) Claim for FY 2014-2015
(ACTION) 17

3) 2015/1006.03 - Approve Resolution No. 1273-2015 amending Section 3.24 (Nepotism)
and Section 5.15 (Sick Leave) of the City of Rio Dell Employee
Handbook (ACTION) 33

G. ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR
H. SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS/STUDY SESSIONS
1. SPECIAL CALL ITEMS/COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

1) 2015/1006.04 - Adopt Resolution No. 1271-2015 establishing procedures for the
conduct of protest hearings pursuant to Proposition 218 for new
or increased property related fees and charges and direct staff to
proceed with the Prop 218 45-day noticing process (ACTION) 36

2) 2015/1006.05 - Local transportation revenue options being considered by the
Humboldt County Association of Governments (HCAOG) Policy
Advisory Committee (DISCUSSION/POSSIBLE ACTION) 49

3) 2015/1006.06 - Electronic Signage for display on City Hall grounds
DISCUSSION/POSSIBLE ACTION) 98

4) 2015/1006.07 - Authorize City Manager to cast votes on behalf of the City of Rio Dell
for the Fortuna Fire Protection District’s ballot assessments
(DISCUSSION/POSSIBLE ACTION) 99

5) 2015/1006.08 - Update on Code Enforcement Program (DISCUSSION)}) 104

6) 2015/1006.09 - Authorize City Manager to investigate the placement of a fence
blocking pedestrian river/bridge access at Eagle Prairie Bridge
(DISCUSSION/POSSIBLE ACTION) 106

ORDINANCES/SPECIAL RESOLUTIONS/PUBLIC HEARINGS

1) 2015/1006.10 - Public Hearing - Adopt Resolution No. 1272-2015 Authorizing the
City Manager to make two Supplemental Activity Applications for:
1) Improvements to the access to City Hall and Police Department
(removal of architectural barriers); and 2) an owner occupied
Rehabilitation (OOR) Loan for foundation repairs (ACTION) 108






1) 2015/1006.11 - Public Hearing - Introduction and first reading (by title only) of
Ordinance No. 338-2015 amending Fence Regulations, Section
17.30.120 of the RDMC to 1) allow ornamental fencing materials such
as wrought iron or cyclone fencing no taller than (7) feet in height
provided the fence is at least 60% open within the front yard setback;
and to prohibit razor or concertina wire fences (ACTION) 132

K. REPORTS/STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

City Manager

Chief of Police

Finance Director — Check Register for August, 2015
Community Development Director

Lol s

L. COUNCIL REPORTS/ COMMUNICATIONS

M. ADJOURNMENT

The next regular meeting will be on October 20, 2015
at 6:30 p.m. in City Hall Council Chambers






RIO DELL CITY COUNCIL
SPECIAL MEETING
SEPTEMBER 22, 2015
MINUTES

The special meeting of the Rio Dell City Council was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Mayor
Wilson

ROLL CALL: Present: (Closed Session): Mayor Wilson, Councilmembers Johnson,
Garnes, Marks and Thompson

Others Present:  City Manager Knopp, Water/Roadways Superintendent Jensen and
City Attorney Gans

(Regular Meeting): City Manager Knopp, Finance Director
Woodcox, Water/Roadways Superintendent Jensen, City Attorney
Gans and City Clerk Dunham

Absent: Chief of Police Hill, Community Development Director Caldwell
and Wastewater Superintendent Chicora (excused)

CLOSED SESSION

Mayor Wilson announced the Council would be recessing into closed session regarding the
following matter:

Conference with Legal Counsel — Existing Litigation. Name of Case: City of Rio Dell v. SHN
Consulting Engineers and Geologists. Inc.. a California Corp. Case No, DR130745

The Council reconvened into open session at 6:30 p.m.

City Attorney Gans announced the Council in closed session reviewed and considered a
proposed settlement and lease agreement with respect to pending litigation between the City of
Rio Dell and SHN Consulting Engineers and Geologists, Inc. and a resolution was proposed and
by a motion from Councilmember Thompson and a second by Councilmember Johnson,

the Council did approve the proposed settlement agreement with all members voting in favor.
He said the principle terms of the lease and settlement agreement involved SHN agreeing to
release and provide to the City at no cost, engineered plans and specifications prepared by them
for certain improvements to the existing infiltration gallery at an estimated value of $50,000.
SHN will also pay the City in additional consideration, $100,000 with those funds to be
specifically earmarked for future improvements of the infiltration gallery in exchange for
release of the pending litigation. He said copies of the settlement agreement will be available

for public review upon request.
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PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS

Tracy O’Connell reported on upcoming activities and events with the Rio Dell/Scotia Chamber
of Commerce and said beginning next week (September 29") they will be hosting a new program
called Tuesday Night Topics; the first being what is happening with the Scotia Gym/Pool? to take
place at the Winema Theater with Ronan Collver, superintendent/principal of the Scotia school
as the guest speaker.

She said the next event will be held on October 13" at the Chamber of Commerce office with
Mathew Wennerholm, vice president of Aqua Dam followed by What 's Happening with the
changes in the Town of Scotia at the Winema Theater with Frank Bacik as guest speaker.

Also, they are trying to set up free classes from College of the Redwoods on the subjects of
GED prep for the high school equivalency exam; English as a second language; and Workplace
Readiness (job search and on-the-job skills). She noted that they need to have 15 people sign up
for the same time slot in order for it to happen and encouraged citizens to sign up and take
advantage of the free classes. She indicated that free child care may be available.

Nick Angeloff, as executive director of Save the Scotia Gym, reported things are going extremely
well and that they are close to getting the gym open at least to the public and encouraged people
to come out and support their efforts by attending the event at the Winema Theater.

He also said he would be remiss to not take advantage of the nice turnout of citizens at the
meeting tonight and announce that he is running for a seat on the Harbor District and encouraged

everyone to get out and vote.

CONSENT CALENDAR

Mayor Wilson removed from the consent calendar, the minutes of September 15, 2015 for
separate discussion.

Motion was made by Johnson/Garnes to approve the Consent Calendar including approval of
Minutes of the September 1, 2015 regular meeting and to receive the proposed Land Use Matrix
and schedule a joint study session with the Planning Commission for the meeting of October 6,
2015 at 5:30 p.m. for review and discussion. Motion carried 5-0.

[TEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR

Approval of Minutes of the September 15. 2015 Regular Meeting
Mayor Wilson noted the following correction to the minutes on page 3:
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Staff explained that the current rate structure is basically what is proposed under Option 2 with
the rate at 75% fixed and 25% variable. With this option the base rate would be $46.63

including-I-unit-of weter and $3.04 for each additional unit.

He stated for clarification that under the new proposed rate structure the base rate does not
include the first unit of water as with the current rate structure.

He also referred to page 13 of the minutes regarding a statement made by a citizen inferring that
the City Manager’s salary is over a million dollars a year and stated for clarification that it is

$106,000/year.

Motion was made by Wilson/Garnes to approve the Minutes of the September 15, 2015 regular
meeting as corrected. Motion carried 5-0.

SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS/STUDY SESSIONS

Presentation from Redwood Coast Energy Authority (RCEA) on Community Choice
Aggrepation (CCA) Related to Delivery of Electrical Utilities

City Manager Knopp introduced Matthew Marshall, Executive Director of RCEA who was
present to provide a power point presentation on Community Choice Aggregation.

He began by stating that Redwood Coast Energy Authority is currently exploring options for
establishing a Community Choice Aggregation program and said what it does is allows public
agencies to purchase electricity on behalf of customers instead of relying completely on investor
owned utilities (PG&E) to both procure and deliver power. He said the goal of CCA is to gain
local control of electricity pricing and energy sources, including potentially requiring a greener
mix of energy. PG&E would continue to provide delivery of the electricity over its existing
distribution system providing customer metering, billing, collection and all traditional retail
customer services but customers would have a choice to purchase electricity from PG&E or the

CCA.

He noted that this is a relatively new approach in California although there are around 1,000
CCA’s throughout the country. He said Marin Clean Energy (MCE) was launched in 2010 as
California’s first Community Choice Aggregation program with electricity rate savings of 2.5 to
5%. In 2014 Sonoma Clean Power followed suit and managed to have electricity rates come in
at 7% lower across the board than PG&E’s rates.

He said on the local level, RCEA and the City of Arcata have been actively looking at forming a
CCA and now will be seeking support of the Humboldt County Board of Supervisors to move

forward.

He identified the priorities of a CCA as:
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e Rate savings to the community
o Use of local renewable energy resources
¢ Economic Development tool

He pointed out that there are currently two biomass facilities that provide renewable energy
sitting idle; Scotia and Blue Lake because they don’t have anyone to sell electricity to at a
competitive rate. Also, the Humboldt Bay Municipal Water District’s hydro net output could
equal 50% of the CCA load. He said the caveat to that is that local biomass power is not cheap
so the more cities that choose to participate in the CCA and the bigger the customer base, the

cheaper the cost.

He explained the next steps are to get the county and cities to approve the JPA modifications;
adopt an ordinance; send out RFP’s for service providers; and to continue discussion with local
agencies; hold community forums and continue with community outreach.

In concluding the presentation he reiterated that the key is that there is potential for pulling out of
the CCA when the bids come in for service providers and it is determined that it is not cost

effective.

He said he will come back te the Council with the proposed JPA.

Councilmember Johnson asked what the current rate is per kilowatt; what form of generation is
Marin and Sonoma using to save; and besides biomass what other form of renewable energy do

they foresee utilizing.

Mr. Marshall responded that the current rate per kilowatt varies between a kilowatt range of $.09
and $.010 for generation and the cost to run the program. He said Marin basically has a hodge-
podge of renewable resources and Sonoma has a portfolio of contracts both short and long term.
He noted that both are pursuing adding solar generation to their programs.

He said locally he foresees the use of hydro power, small scale solar, and also wind resources.
He noted the biggest resource will be off shore wind and wave resources which is newer
technology but could be developed. He said the former pulp mill site is probably the most viable
location as far as capacity because there is already good transmission.

Councilmember Garnes asked if entering into the JPA would require any additional staff on the
part of the City.

Mr. Marshall said the advantage of the JPA is that the City has no liability or requirement for
staffing and said no taxes or local dollars go toward funding its operations because the program

is self-supporting.
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Mayor Wilson thanked Mr. Marshall and said if the public would like information they should
contact RCEA or Councilmember Marks as the City’s representative on the RCEA Board.

SPECIAL CALL ITEMS/COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

Adoption of 2 Water Rate Adjustment Option and Authorizing Staff to begin the Proposition 218

Process
City Manager Knopp provided a brief staff report and said what staff will be presenting this

evening is a recap of the information presented at the September 15" Town Hall meeting and
provide answers to the questions from the public.

He announced there was one major correction that he needed to clarify regarding the Prop 218
process and said staff had stated at prior meetings that only the owner of record could protest the
rate increase however; staff recently clarified that “property ownership” is deemed to include
tenants of real property where the tenants are directly liable to pay the water bill.

Finance Director Woodcox stated that ballots will be sent to the record owners of property as
well as current rate payers and explained that only one protest vote per parcel can be counted.

Billy Joe Long asked how it will be determined which vote counts and if the property owner’s
vote takes precedence.

Staff reiterated that only protest votes are counted and there are no “yes” votes.

Thelma Maddox stated that she has 39 residents who live within her mobile home park but
because the park is located on a single parcel only one vote is counted.

Mayor Wilson stated that the City Attorney was asked to look at the California Court of Appeals
regarding the “owner of record” provision to clarify the intent of the protest provision to be
absolutely sure staff was following the legal process.

City Attorney Gans explained that by law any owner or renter that is liable for the bill can protest
the increase but only one vote per legal parcel is counted regardless of whether the renter or

owner submits the vote.

City Manager Knopp said the recommended action this evening is for the City Council to adopt a
rate option and direct staff to proceed with the Prop 218 45-day public noticing process to adjust

walter rates.

Finance Director Woodcox proceeded with a power point presentation on the Rio Dell Water
Rates and Recap of the Water Rate Study.
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She began with a detailed explanation of how to read and understand a typical utility bill
pointing out that the proposed increase only applies to the water portion of the bill and not sewer.

She then reviewed a rate chart showing the current rates for usage between 0 and 20 units and the
proposed rates under 7 different rate options and what the additional cost would be for each of
those options. She noted that average usage is 5 units which is currently $37.88 and under
option 2 which is what staff is proposing will be $61.83 representing an increase of $23.95.

Joey Sancho asked for clarification that 1 unit of water is no longer included in the base charge.

Finance Director Woodcox stated that the 1 unit was eliminated as recommended by the City’s
rate consultant.

Mayor Wilson asked if the proposal is to charge a base fee when no water is used.

Finance Director Woodcox explained that the water must be physically turned off to avoid the
base charge so if the ratepayer is simply away and doesn’t use any water for a particular month,

the base rate still applies.

Councilmember Garnes asked how “off is off” and referred to a neighbor with a guest house.

Finance Director Woodcox explained there are provisions in the water ordinance related to
temporary vacation locks when a customer is gone for 30 days or more and the fee is $10.00 to
shut off the water and another $10.00 to turn it back on when they return. She said if a customer
shuts the water off and closes the account, there is no charge other than the sewer standby

charge.

She continued with an overview of “How Did We Get Here™ going back to the 2005 Water Rate
Study and provided a recap of the City’s current financial status.

Julie Woodall asked what effect, if any the $100,000 settlement agreement with SHN Engineers
has on the proposed rate structure.

Staff explained that the money is to be set aside for improvements to the infiltration gallery.

City Manager Knopp stated that he cannot underscore enough the seriousness of the condition of
the water fund and said since 2014 the City has been receiving communications from potential
grant sources expressing concern regarding the financial condition of the water fund regarding
multi-year deficits including the Department of Agriculture Rural Development Services and
also the State Water Resources Control Board. He noted that this is largely affecting the City’s
ability to leverage grant funds to help improve the water system over the long term. He said the
State of California is issuing a lot of new grant dollars through Prop 1 however; based on the
condition of the City’s water fund and significant draw-downs of the fund balance, the City is
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not eligible to receive loans or grants to improve the aging infrastructure until the situation is
corrected.

He continued the discussion with a recap of the August 4, 2015 Council meeting at such time the
Council set a series of funding goals for the water system to meet the current debt payments;
fund current water department costs into the future; fund new infrastructure including the
Metropolitan Well Site; and to set money aside in a Capital Improvement Program to replace
infrastructure.

He explained that GHD Engineering put together a CIP for the water system and identified costs
between $400,000 and $1.4 million annually to accomplish those goals. He said to save
ratepayers money, the Council adopted a plan to come up with $180,000/year over five years in
order to have matching funds to leverage state and federal grants to fund several high priority

projects for the water system.

He said in moving forward, the Council now needs to adopt a proposed rate structure so staff can
proceed with the Prop 218 45-day noticing process.

Staff then provided a review of the various rate structure options ranging from a flat rate across
the board to a 100% variable rate based solely on usage. He pointed out that staff’s
recommendation is to adopt rate option 2 with a 75% fixed and 25% variable rate although any

of the seven options are set up to reach the proposed funding goal.

Next was a comparison of current and proposed rates with 15 other cities. Beginning with the
lowest to highest, Rio Dell was No. 6 with current rates and No. 12 with proposed rates.

Councilmember Johnson said at the September 15" meeting, Councilmember Thompson made a
presentation regarding the Dinsmore Plateau and Monument ratepayers and asked if it is fair to
say that staff could essentially do calculations based on potential water connections that would
accomplish the goals that Councilmember Thompson expressed.

City Manager Knopp said if he understands what Councilmember Thompson was saying is that
any new develop of the Dinsmore Plateau will pay fees to buy in to the system to help pay for
not just the infrastructure for the Dinsmore Plateau but infrastructure everywhere including the
infiltration gallery and wells which the City has already invested time and money in.

Councilmember Johnson said the idea would be for staff to come up with calculations that would
reflect the differences in costs between the customers on Monument and customers within the

Dinsmore Plateau and asked staff if that could be done.

City Manager Knopp indicated that it could be done.
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Councilmember Thompson said when you get into the Dinsmore zone one of the costs identified
in the spreadsheet is $1,700 for the booster station electricity, and then there is the water main
replacement cost of $10,177 which is the water line on Old Ranch Road that serves 7 rate payers.
He said in addition to that $10,816 is identified for capital improvements.

He referred to the list of customers in the Dinsmore zone and said there are both customers
outside and inside city limits paying into this zone and what that means is that all of the 33
customers assigned to the Dinsmore zone are paying for the $10,177 pipeline serving those 7 rate
payers. He asked how the Council can justify having its ratepayers in city limits pay fora
pipeline a mile outside City limits.

He added that he spent many hours researching minutes from prior meetings and talked to
LAFCo and understands the City is under strict guidelines regarding the formation of a special
district but there is the ability for the City to establish a separate area of customers that have rates
associated with justifiable costs related to that specific area.

Councilmember Thompson then made a motion that the Monument area out of City limits that
includes water users both inside and outside the City’s sphere of influence to be named as the
Monument Water Service Area which corresponds with the May, 2014 recommendation made by
himself and Councilmember Johnson to the City Council.

He added that there are too many people that can’t agree and that he is totally against any citizen
subsidizing those customers for years and especially low income ratepayers. He said they have
never accepted responsibility for the system in 1978 and that he was elected to represent the
citizens of Rio Dell and is committed to provide to the residents of Rio Dell the most equitable
rates possible. He said he doesn’t feel the Dinsmore zone is anything that is practical and it is not

fair.

Mayor Wilson said one of the things he presented to the Council was the recommendation of the
Monument Spring subcommittee and asked if he has something to show the final outcome or
formal action of the Council related to the recommendation.

Councilmember Thompson said a resolution was supposed to come back to the Council at the
following meeting but it did not happen because of the water shortage emergency.

Mayor Wilson questioned whether a recommendation by the committee constitutes an action by
the Council and said he doesn’t see the pertinence of bringing a motion to the floor related to a

recommended action made in 2014.

City Attorney Gans clarified that the City Council can consider any motion as presented directly
related to this agenda item tonight and this in essence is a motion to give staff direction with
respect to potential revision related to the Water Rate Study that has already been prepared. He
said as to the Mayor’s point, it is well taken in that it is historical information only and might
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inform Councilmember Thompson’s reasoning for making the motion but need not influence any
councilmembers determination as they sit here presently on how they seek to proceed. He said
the fact that there is this history if you will, and information which perhaps is what has motivated
Councilmember Thompson to make the motion, the Council must address the merits of the

motion on the floor.
Mayor Wilson called for a second to the motion.

Councilmember Garnes commented that there is a lot of history behind this subject and there is a
lot of information that hasn’t been explained to this current Council so for her to vote on it
tonight would be a dis-service to the citizens of Rio Dell.

Councilmember Thompson said until this issue is resolved he is not prepared to move forward on
the rate schedule as proposed.

Councilmember Johnson directed his question to Water Superintendent Jensen and asked if the 3
or 4 customers inside City limits including Bagley, Hall and customers on Redwood Ave., as part
of the second pressure zone are served by the newer distribution line.

Water Superintendent Jensen explained there are 2 pressure zones here and clarified that the
second pressure zone includes the Dinsmore flat, and Monument Road from the fire hydrant out
to the very end of Old Rand Road so Bagley and the customers on Redwood Ave. are on the first
pressure zone. He pointed out that it doesn’t matter if the services are in or out of City limits;
but that they are all on pressure zone 2. He added that all of the lines in the second pressure zone
have out lived their useful life and need to be replaced.

Discussion continued regarding potential development of the Dinsmore Plateau and associated
costs for infrastructure improvements.

Councilmember Garnes asked for clarification that what are being talked about are future
customers that don’t exist so basically this is strictly hypothetical.

Mayor Wilson called for a 5 minute recess.

City Attorney Gans said for a point of clarification there is a motion on floor with no second to
the motion.

Mayor Wilson acknowledged the status of the motion and recessed the meeting.

The Council reconvened and Councilmember Thompson restated his motion.

The motion died for the lack of a second.
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City Manager Knopp drew the Councils attention to the proposed rate structure and provided a
brief recap of past actions and next steps in moving forward with rate increase.

Councilmember Thompson noted that on the news yesterday there was an announcement that the
Median Household Income (MH]I) is 6.7% lower than in 2007 which technically makes the City

in compliance with the State’s grant requirements.

City Manager Knopp explained that with regard to the MHI there are two issues here. He said
the census has incorrectly identified the numbers for Rio Dell and staff is working on the process
to correct it; the other point is that correspondence was received from the State that the City is
not in compliance because it is not investing properly in its water system. He noted that the
recommendation is certainly not to ask citizens to support all of the financial needs of the water
system at once but to provide $180,000/year over a 5-year plan to have matching funds to
simply be able to leverage state and federal grants for system improvements.

Mayor Wilson stated that he understands the urgency of the State and that the City isina
vulnerable spot with regard to funding but he thinks the goal is to show the State that the City
has a plan for solvency. He asked if there is perhaps a way to implement the rate increase in
phases as long as it demonstrates to the State that the requirement is being met but will be done
so over time. He suggested starting with phase 1 and at that time to make strong effort to address
the MHI issue. He added that it seems very phenomenal that the City’s MHI has gone up 50% in
this economy. He suggested implementing a phased-in rate increase to take the pressure off from
the State and try and solve the MHI issue so perhaps there won’t need to be as much of an

increase in the future.

City Manager Knopp said the City needs to demonstrate that there is a plan in place but he
doesn’t know how much of a corrective action plan is required at this time. He said the
condition of the water fund is dire and the situation is serious and as such he doesn’t know how
the State will respond to a phased-in rate structure. He said his belief and hopes however; is that

they will try and work with the City.

Mayor Wilson pointed out that when you look at the rate sheet presented on August 4™ the items
highlighted in yellow are items left out but in all of the options; the debt payments and
operations are being addressed.

He proposed that staff take a look at what the State is requiring at minimum then come up with a
2 or 3 step increase.

Councilmember Garnes stated that if the rate increase is phased in it should not be stretched out
more than 2 years; with heavy emphasis on the first year. She said while the Council needs to
take care of the City, they are also bound to serve the citizens of Rio Dell. She said they are not
trying to hurt citizens and pointed out that the Council has to pay the rates as well. She said she
wants citizens to understand that they are doing what is necessary to sustain the water system.

10
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She said there is a lot more they could talk about such as the drought situation and shifting of
pipes in the ground and the fact that rain will not help the drought without snow. She added that
the Council is working to find a balance that will work for both sides.

Councilmember Johnson said one way to phase in the rates would be to implement one-half of
the increase over the first 2 years and the other half over the next 4 years for a 6-year plan rather

than a 5-year plan.

A public hearing was opened to receive public comment on the proposed rate structure.

Tom Joiner pointed out that the current cost of water per gallon is $.01 per gallon and under
proposed option 2 it will be $.016 per gallon. He said citizens need water and the water system
needs to be fixed before it ends up being $300/month for water. He said in Vallejo where he
previously lived, the water was $160/month and that was many years ago. He commented that
people are out of water in some parts of the State and he doesn’t want that to happen in Rio Dell.

Dennis Crozier pointed out that with the proposed increase, water rates in Rio Dell will actually
be No. 14 on the list of comparisons if only Humboldt County cities are used in the comparison.

Kay Peake stated that she pays 1.5 times the rate and was told it was not enough to cover costs,
that there was a huge capital expense to put in the tank but also told that water tank was paid for
by a citizen. She said another thing is that she understood that when the tanks were put in part of
the program was to replace the Monument water line. She also indicated that under the
Haberstock Subdivision Agreement the City was supposed to install 4 water meters instead of 1

which they have never done.
She asked if they will be paying 1.5 the rate for excess usage as well as the base rate.

Staff (Joanne Farley), explained out of city customers are charged 50% more on both the base
rate and excess usage.

Kay Peake said she has attended all of the sub-committee meetings with the City Council, the
previous City Manager and the City Attorney and when they didn’t agree with something they
were referred to as “you people” and when they would come back to a meeting with a suggestion
were told “that’s not part of the discussion.” She said Councilmember Thompson seems to have
his own agenda but she still doesn’t know exactly what that is. She agreed that one group of
people should not subsidize another group when costs are higher but no dollar figures have been

established; only allegations.

Nick Angeloff said he thought the Council expressed his thoughts very well regarding a phased-
in rate increase and said he likes where the Council is going with the proposed rate increase.

11
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Judy Ingraham commented that it’s not fair to compare Rio Dell with larger cities because Rio
Dell doesn’t have the businesses that other cities have and pointed out that probably 80% of the
residents are low income and can’t afford a large increase in their water bill.

Joey Sancho agreed with a phased-in rate increase and suggested perhaps a flat rate increase of
$10.00/month to cover the $136,000 debt service requirement and allow the City Manager to get
the MHI where it should be to be eligible for grants.

An unidentified citizen questioned the budgeted expenditures in the water fund and asked if the
Council was provided a breakdown of those costs.

Mayor Wilson stated that the Council was provided a breakdown of all of the fixed costs versus
the variable costs and noted that the overall revenue goal shifted slightly from the original $1.5

million to $1.1 million.

Councilmember Johnson pointed out that the City's annual budget gives a good breakdown of all
revenues and expenditures which is a public document.

Dennis Crozier stated that citizens were asked to conserve water because of the drought which
resulted in a reduction in revenue to the City and asked if there is any assurance that the situation
isn’t going to continue. He also asked if the rates will go down if the drought ends and there is

more water in the river.

Finance Director Woodcox commented that there was a 6% reduction in overall water usage over
the past year and there is a reduction in revenue attached with that. She said some habits will
likely continue with regard to water conservation but it is unknown how it will affect rates down

the road.

City Manager Knopp responded that there is no way to guarantee what’s going to happen but
should the City bring in additional revenue, the City Council will be informed as part of the

quarterly financial review.

Mayor Wilson said one of the biggest issues is that the City has an aging water system that has to
be addressed and although water usage does have an impact on the revenue what is really needed
is money to be able to cover the 20% match to leverage grant funds to do the improvements. He
said with regard to accountability, the situation in the past was ignored until there was a crisis.
He said this Council’s goal is to provide regular updates to the public and would like the citizens
to help the Council make good decisions by atiending meetings and providing input.

An unidentified citizen commented that she thinks Option 5 with a 100% variable rate at $12.17
per unit is fair because it holds people accountable for their own usage but questioned whether it

would generate enough revenue.
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City Manager Knopp explained that Richard Culp, the City’s rate consultant with RCAC helped
to develop the rate structures and according to his calculations, each of the 7 rate options would
achieve the overall funding goal. He said staff has concerns about changing to a radical split
between fixed and variable charges up front although could perhaps move toward that direction
incrementally. He noted that the highest users would see a much higher increase including the
City as the largest user which could significantly impact the budget.

Mayor Wilson pointed out that with a 100% variable rate, the revenue is not stable yet the fixed
costs don’t change.

Karl Crandall commented that he has a family of 5 and sometimes has 7 people in the
household which is why he is concerned about the increase.

Kay Peake acknowledged the need for a rate increase but said that she wants to be treated fairly.
She asked what prompted the decision for the extra $65.00 surcharge on the rates for the
Dinsmore zone and said she would like to talk about it with Council and staff after the meeting.

Mayor Wilson stated that the City Council has to address the out-of-city water customers and
said when the City took over the water system it accepted the obligation to provide water to
those customers and whether that was well thought out or not is questionable. He said the
issue of the Old Ranch Road water line has gone on too long and has to be resolved but the
Council needs to know all the facts.

Motion was made by Johnson/Marks to adopt rate option 2 phased-in with 50% of the value of
the increase over the first 2 years and then 4 years at 100% and to direct staff to proceed with the
Prop 218 process requiring a 45-day noticing period and scheduling of the public hearing. Also,
to direct staff to begin the review of water connection charges for both inside and outside City

customers.

The intent of the motion was that the new rates be phased in over 2 increases. The first increase would occur with
the bill going out on or around January 1, 2016 (for December 2015 usage) and would increase the rates 50% of the
proposed increase under option 2. In 2 years, January 1, 2018 the rates would increase to the full 100% of the new
rate schedule. Essentially this would take the original proposed 5-year plan to a 6-year plan to fully fund the water

system improvements as identified.

Councilmember Garnes asked if the Council moves forward with this option if there will be
room for discussion regarding the equity of the Dinsmore zone surcharge.

City Manager Knopp stated that he would be happy to talk with Kay Peake after the meeting to
help explain how the breakdown on that zone is and said the recommendation of the rate
consultant was to ignore the arbitrary city boundary issue and the 150% rate and base the rates
strictly on how the system is composed which is by pressure zone. He said he believes the rates
are very defendable legally and also from an ethical and good neighbor standpoint that this
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change is appropriate and also a step in the right direction for harmony between everyone
involved.

Mayor Wilson said with this rate proposal, and as staff moves forward and investigates and finds
other solutions, questioned the ability to adjust the numbers in the cost analysis on an annual
basis as the numbers may change.

City Manager Knopp stated that it may be more of a legal question but said it would have to
specify to the public in the 218 materials exactly what the City is going to do so it will have to be
spelled out as Councilmember Johnson explained unless there is some way to re-word the notice
to allow for additional adjustments, staff would have to come back to Council and begin another
Prop 218 process to change the rates.

City Attorney Gans stated for clarification that the law gives the City Council the ability to lower
rates at any time without going through the Prop 218 process but requires the Prop 218 process
to be followed when increasing rates. He said the City Council can always re-evaluate the rate
structure if they think it’s no longer reflecting actual costs of providing the service. He said one
other important point is if the Council were to approve Councilmember Johnson’s motion, the
direction should also be to direct staff to consult with the rate consultant to make sure the revised
rate structure is Prop 218 compliant in terms of providing the service. He said practically
speaking, he can’t think of any reason for it not to be compliant because in essence it will be
going in a bit less than the true cost to provide the service and incrementally capturing it over
time. He said this is something the rate consultant should access. He added that the City
Manager is correct in that the rate cost analysis has to be complete at the time the Prop 218

noticing process begins.

Mayor Wilson said with the Water Infiltration Gallery decision there is potentially some money
to offset some of the costs and if he understands it, the beginning costs were estimated in excess
of a million dollars and now somewhere below that so the numbers should be adjusted
accordingly. Also, he asked for clarification on Councilmember Johnson’s motion that one-half
of the rate increase would be implemented during the first 2 years and the other half over 4 years
for a total of 6 years. He also asked how this rate structure will reflect on the State’s requirement

to meet 1.5% of the MHI.

Councilmember Johnson said he was correct and that it would capture 100% of the proposed
revenue over 6 years rather than 5 years.

Councilmember Thompson said it sounds like there are several changes being proposed and
suggested staff put together some firm numbers and before beginning the Prop 218 process with
noticing the public, perhaps have Richard Culp look at the proposed rate structure then bring it

back to the Council for final approval.
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City Manager Knopp said he believes the Council has potentially achieved the ceiling here and
as such, staff would ask for some flexibility. He said certainly the numbers could come down in
the areas of the infiltration gallery but staff also has some work to do to double check and make
sure everything is correct before engaging in the 45-day noticing period and asked the Council to
allow some flexibility to carry out that process. He noted that staff will obviously not exceed
that ceiling and will work within the perimeters the Council has set and do its best to make it as
efficient and tight a package before going out to the public as possible.

He said staff will come back to the Council on October 6, 2015 with the revised rate schedule
and draft public notice to begin the Prop 218 process. He noted that this may push the noticing
period to the end of November.

Councilmember Garnes asked when the new rates are projected to go into effect.

City Manager Knopp indicated the earliest the rates could go into effect would be the December
billing but more realistically the January billing.

Mayor Wilson called for public comment as to the pending motion.

Melissa Marks asked if the annual 3% increase for inflation is still in effect; staff responded that
the 3% increase on July 1* of each year will continue.

Motion then carried 5-0.
REPORTS/STAFF COMMUNICATIONS

Finance Director Woodcox reported on recent activities in the finance department and
said they have been very busy and will be providing information to the auditor to begin

the FY 2014-2015 audit process.
COUNCIL REPORTS/COMMUNICATIONS

Councilmember Johnson requested an item be placed on the October 6, 2015 agenda regarding

a request originated with HCAOG and explained they have some money and want to do a survey
regarding the best way to get money for streets and roads. He said all of the HCAOG
representatives are going back to their respective boards and talking about whether they want a
survey, want to put $30,000 into lobbying efforts, forget about it, or put the $30,000 somewhere

else.

Councilmember Thompson provided a brief update on HWMA and the final capping of the
Cumming landfill. He said the 3-year project cost $13.2 million of which the State held 20%
pending completion of the project. He said they were successful in paying the bills but will feel
a lot better finally getting the $2 million back into HWMA’s hands.
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ADJOURNMENT

Motion was made by Johnson/Marks to adjourn the meeting at 9:15 p.m. to the October 6, 2015
regular meeting. Motion carried 5-0.

Frank Wilson, Mayor
Attest:

Karen Dunham, City Clerk

16



CITY OF

675 Wildwood Avenue DELL
Rio Dell, CA 95562 e
(707) 764-3532 s

(707) 764-5480 (fax)
CITY OF RIO DELL
STAFF REPORT
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
October 6, 2015
TO: Mayor and Members of the City Council

THROUGH: Kyle Knopp, City Manager

FROM: Brooke Woodcox, Financs Director ¢
DATE: October 6, 2015

SUBJECT:  Authorize Finance Director to sign and submit Regional Surface
Transportation Program (RSTP) claim for Fiscal Year 2014-2015

RECOMMENDATIONS

Authorize Finance Director to sign and submit the City’s annual Regional Surface Transportation
Program claim for RSTP revenues distributed annually by Humboldt County Association of
Governments (HCAOG).

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

RSTP funds come from the federal excise tax on gasoline and are distributed each year throughout
the County by HCAOG. The funds can be used to support various transportation projects.
According to HCAOG, the majority of RSTP funds that go to the County and local districts are
applied towards road budgets.

ATTACHMENTS

1.1 FY 2014-2015 Annual Project List

1.2 Statement of Compliance with Exchange Agreement
1.3 FY 2013-2014 Annual Report

1.4 HCAOG RSTP Policy and Allocation
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i1
HUMBOLDT COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP)
Section 182.6{(d)(1)

Annual Project List — Fiscal Year 2014-15

(List all Potential Projects)

Street/Road Type of Project Functional Classification Est. Amount
eIty WIDE STREETS - MAINTENANCE $22.57L
4
Authorized Signature Date

_Paooxe Weencox  Emnance DigecTor,

Printed Name & Title
et F
Agency
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HUMBOLDT COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP)
Section 182.6(d)(1)

Statement of Compliance
with Exchange Agreement

Pursuant to the Regional Surface Transportation Program Section 182.6(d)(1) program, the undersigned
claimant hereby acknowledges that he/she has received a copy of the Exchange Agreement dated April
22, 2015 between HCAOG and the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), and agency agrees to
comply with the applicable required conditions contained therein.

Undersigned claimant also acknowledges that jurisdictions receiving State RSTP funds have complied
with Section 1220.4(6) 4 special fund for the purpose of depositing exchange fimds has been established
within a jurisdiction’s special gas tax street improvement fund or county road fund.

Authorized Signature Date

CE DIRECTOR_
Printed Name and Title
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HUMBOLDT COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP)
Section 182.6(d)(1)

Annual Report

Reporting Period: Fiscal Year ending 2013-14 Amount Received $__ 21,992

Briefly describe how the RSTP funds were expended by your agency during the previous fiscal year. !f
expenditures do not match the previously submitted project list, please provide a written explanation.

CINWIDE STREET MRINTENANCE

If your agency is “saving” the RSTP funds for a larger project that cannot be funded in a single year, please
indicate below. If funds are being carried over for any other reason, please explain.

1. RSTPd(1) funds were expended on the following project(s):

Street/Road Type of Project Functional Classification Amount
CITWIdE STREET" HAINTENANCLE 21,991

2. RSTP d(1) funds are being carried over as described below:

-DROOKE «OpODeoY.  FIMNANCE DIRECTER.

Authorized Signature Date Printed Name & Title

LTy oF R bEL),

Agency




HCAOG
Regional Transportation

Planning Agency

611 1 Street, Suite B
Eureka, CA 95501
707.444.8208
Fax: 707.444.8319
www.hcaog.net

i

September 18, 2015

Kyle Knopp, City Manager
City of Rio Dell

675 Wildwood Avenue
Rio Dell, California 95526

Dear Kyle Knopp:

The Humboldt County Association of Governments (HCAOG)
Board approved the attached Regional Surface Transportation
Program (RSTP) Policy and Allocation at their meeting of
September 17, 2015.

Prior to the annual distribution of funds, an RSTP Exchange
Agreement is executed between HCAOG and the State Department
of Transportation (Caltrans). This exchange of RSTP funds for State
funds eliminates the administrative burden of some federal
requirements for use of the funds. A copy of the Agreement detailing
requirements for RSTP fund recipients is enclosed.

RSTP funds will be distributed to eligible recipients when the funds
become available ahd upon the return of the three signed forms
provided in the Policy.

Please feel free to contact Debbie Egger at 444-8208 or
debbie.egger@hcaog.net if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
s }‘/} Ll (/(G/?«f/k,

Marcella Clem
Executive Director

A

Encl: (1) FY 14-15 RSTP Policy and Allocation
(2) FY 14-15 RSTP Agreement No. X15-6133(044)

Electronic cc: Brooke Woodcox
Jesse Willor
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FY 2014-15

Regional Surface Transportation Program

Policy and Allocation

September 2015

Humboldt County Assaciation of Governments
611 | Street, Suite B

Eureka, CA 95501

Phone: 707.444,8208

www.hcaog.net
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Background

The Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) was established by California State Statute
utilizing Surface Transportation Program Funds that are identified in Section 133 of Title 23 of the
United States Code. Cdlifornia Streets and Highways Code Section 182.4(d) was enacted under
federal transportation bills, beginning in 1991 with the Infermodal Surface Transporiation Efficiency
Act (ISTEA) legislation, subsequently under the Transportation Equity Act for the 21 Century (TEA-21)
and the Sofe, Accountable. Flexible, Efficient Transporiation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
{SAFETEA-LU).

The Federal Aid Urban (FAU) and Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) regulations implemented through
Section 182.6(d} were repealed by the federal govemment through the passage of Moving Ahead
for Progress in the 21+ Century (MAP-21). However, the FAU/FAS regulations currently remain in State
law.

RSTP funds originate from the federal excise tax on gasoline. The State of California distributes the
funds io regional agencies and counties based on population. As a rural agency. HCAOG is
dllowed to participate in an exchange of these federal funds to nonfederal State Highway Account
funds. Prior to an annual distribution of funds, an Exchange Agreement is executed between
HCAQOG and the State Department of Transportation (CALTRANS). This exchange allows for greater
flexibility with fewer administrafive burdens. The County of Humboldt receives RSTP funds through a
separate Exchange Agreement.

RSTP funds support a broad range of transportation projects. In the Humboldt region, most are used
to augment city and county road budgets. Beginning with the 2007-08 RSTP cycle, HCAOG began
setting aside funds for fribal govemments. The County of Humboldt has agreed to administer the
funds for a single project.

Exchange funds are subject to financial and compliance audits by State of California auditors.

Eigible Projects

The exchange of funds requires agreement to projects defined under Title 23-Section 133 of the
Federal Aid for Highway and in accordance with the State of California Constitution. Section 133(b)
provides for the following eligible projects:

(1} Construction, reconstuction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration, ond operational
improvements for highways (including Interstate highways) and bridges (including bridges on
public roads of all functional classifications), including any such construction or reconstruction
necessary fo accommodate other fransportafion modes. and including the seismic retrofit and
painting of and application of calcium magnesium acetate, sodium acetate/formate, or other
environmentally acceptable, minimally comosive anti-icing and de-icing composifions on
bridges and approaches thereto and other elevated structures, mitigation of damage io
wildlife, habitat, and ecosystems caused by a transportation project funded under this title.

{2} Capital costs for transit projects eligible for assistance under chapter 53 of title 49, including
vehicles and facilities, whether publicly or privately owned, that are used to provide intercity
passenger service by bus.
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(3) Carpool projects. fringe and corridor parking facilities and programs, bicycle transportation
and pedestrion walkways in accordance with section 217, and the medification of public
sidewalks to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.).

{4) Highway ond fransit safety infrastructure improvements and programs, hazard eliminations,
projects to mitigate hazards caused by wildlife and railway-highway grade crossings.

{5) Highway and fransif research and development and technology transfer programs.

(6) Capital and operating costs for traffic monitoring, management, and control facilities and
programs, including advanced truck stop electrfication systems.

(7] Surface transportation planning programs.
(8) Transportation enhancement activities.

(?) Transportation control measures listed in section 108 {f)(1){A) (other than clause (xvi}} of the
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7408 (f)(1){A)).

{10) Development and establishment of management systems under Section 303.

(11} In accordance with all applicable Federal low and regulations, participation in natural
habitat and wetlands mitigation efforts related to projects funded under this title, which may
include participation in natural habitat and wetlands mitigation banks; contributions to
statewide and regional efforts to conserve, restore, enhance, and create natural habitats and
wetlands; and development of statewide and regional natural habitat and wetlands
conservation and mitigation plans, including any such banks, efforts, and plans authorized
pursuant to the Water Resources Development Act of 1990 (including crediting provisions).
Contributions to such mitigation efforts may take place concurrent with or in advance of project
construction. Contributions toward these efforts may occur in advance of project construction
only if such efforts are consistent with all applicable requirements of Federal law and regulations
and State transportation planning processes. With respect to participation in a natural habitat or
wetland mitigation effort related to a project funded under this title that has an impact thot
occurs within the service area of a mitigation bank, preference shall be given, to the maximum
exient practicable, to the use of the mitigation bank if the bank contains sufficient available
credits to offset the impact and the bank is approved in accordance with the Federal
Guidance for the Establishment, Use and Operation of Mitigation Banks (60 Fed. Reg. 58405
(November 28, 1995)) or other applicable Federal law [inciuding regulations).

(12} Projects relating to intersections that—
{A) have disproportionately high accident rates;
(B) have high levels of congestion, as evidenced by—
(i) interrupted traffic flow at the intersection: and

(ii} a level of service rating that is not better than "“F" during peak travel hours, calculated in
accordance with the Highway Capacity Manual issued by the Transportation Research
Board: and

(C) are located on a Federal-aid highway.
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{13) Infrastructure-based intelligent transportation systems capital improvemenis.
(14) Environmental restoration ond pollution abatement in accordonce with Section 328.

{15) Control of noxious weeds and aquatic noxious weeds and establishment of native species in
accordance with section 329,

Agreement with jurisdictions

The following adminisirative requirements are hereby implemented to assure that the agencies
receiving the RSTP funds are using the funds properly, and to assure that HCAOG is properly tracking

the funds.

I

Project Lists. Each entity shall be required to submit to HCAOG a list of eligible projects on
which they expect fo expend the funds, prior to funds being distibuted by HCAOG. The list
shall include the name of all streets and roads with potential projects, the type of project
frehabilitation, mainfenance, etc.) and the functional classification based on the “annual
maintained mileage report” prepared by each agency. [Form is attached)

h I [i . HCAOG is required to sign an annual Exchange
Agreement with the State which states that HCAOG [and project sponsors) agree to comply
with required condifions. Therefore, each entity shall receive a copy of the agreement and be
required fo sign a statement of compliance in order o receive funds. Compliance includes a
requirement that a special fund for the purpose of depositing exchange funds has been
established within a jurisdiction’s special gas tax street improvement funds or county road
fund. {Form is attached)

Annual Report. Each entity shall be required to submit an annual report before receiving new
RSTP funds each annual cycle. The report shalt indicate how funds were expended or explain
if funds are being carried over for a larger project. {Note: The annual report should agree with
the project fist submitted, otherwise a written explanation will be required). {Fom is attached)

RSTP Formula Distribution

During a normal funding cycle, HCAOG receives instructions from the State to begin the process to
exchange the RSIP funds sometime during the calendar year, resulting in an executed Exchange
Agreement and receipt of funds by or near June 30 of each fiscal year. HCAOG staff then prepares
a draft RSTP Program for stakeholder and public review and discussion at HCAOG Technical
Advisory Commitiee and Board meetings. Upon HCAOG Board approval, HCAOG notifies eligible
claimants of the amount of available funding per the formula distribution. Funds are then distributed
to the Counfy and Cities upon compliance with the Agreement with Jurisdictions, as explained
above.
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Humboldt County Association of Governments
Regional Suiface Transporialion Program FY 2014-15

Total Available to Region
Regionadl Apportionment

Excess Fund Apportionment

The Regional Apportionment is apporioned to the four former Federal Aid Urban FAU recipients in 1990
era urbanized proportions. The amount of $262,188 has remained constant in this formula of distribution.

Historically. McKinleyville's share (15%) is taken off the top. along with the $100,000 transit-set-aside for
the County. The transit-set-aside is a payment to the County for allocating $200.000 of their Local
Transportation Fund to the Humboldt Transit Authority for bus procurement. The resulting percentages fo
the three other areas were then calculated on 85% of the remaining funds to account for the 15%

$1.154.886

- $242,188
$892,698

allocated off the top for McKinleyville.

For clarity, the $100,000 transit set-aside is the only item taken off of the top. The remaining amount
($162.188) is then apportioned to the four FAU areas based on the following percentages sef in the

1990's.

23.8% Arcata 44.6% Eureka 14.6% Fortuna
Regional Apportiionment 262,188
Transit Set Aside {County of Humbaoldi) {100,000)
Balance $162,188
McKinleyville {County of Humboldt) {15%) 24,328
City of Arcata {23.8%) 38.601
City of Eureka {44.6%) 75,580
City of Fortuna {14.6%) 23,679
Tolal $162,188

The Excess Fund Apporlionment is allocated to the former FAU recipients and the FAS recipient

15.0% MeKinleyville

(Humboldt County) after funds for the Small Agency Program are deducted.
The historical FAU/FAS ratio is as follows:

FAU 32.8% (Arcata, Eureka, Fortuna and McKinleyville)
FAS 67.2% {County of Humboldt)

Excess Fund Appordionment 892,698

Small Agency Program (8.9%) 79,450

Remainder to FAU/FAS 813,244

Eniity T ;’;32,243 e ::;:1%.248 ———

County of Humboldt 100 n/a 546,503

Arcata nfa 238 63,485

tureka n/a 46.6 124,303

Fortuna n/a 4.4 38.945

McKinleyville n/a 15 40,012
Total 100% 100% $813,248
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Smalt Agency Program based on 8.9% of the Excess Fund Apporiionment

% of Small
% of Smal! Program Agency
Jurisdictions Population Estimates population Program Allocation
Blue Lake 1,260 0.9% 10.6% 8,434
Ferndale 1.369 1.0% 11.5% 9,164
Rio Dell 3.372 2.4% 28.4% 22,572
Trinidad 363 0.3% 3.1% 2,430
Tribal Areas 5,505 3.9% 46.4% 36.850
Total 11,869 8.9% 100% $79.450

City population data from Table E-1, California Department of Finance

Population data for tribal areas

Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria 141
Blue Lake Rancheria 203
Cher-Ae Heights Indian Community 106
Hoopa Valley Tribe 2.748
Karuk Tribe 1.069
Yurok Tribe 1,236 |
Total 5,505

Population data provided from the Humboldt County Tribal Transportation Commission

summary of Apportionments

County of Humboldt

{(100,000+24,328+546.503+40.012}) 710,843

Arcata

(38.,601+63.485}) 102.086

Blue Lake 8.434

Eureka

(75.580+124,303} 199,883

Ferndale 2,164

Fortung

(23.679+38,945) 62.624

Rio Dell 22,572

Trinidad 2,430

Tribal Governments 36,850
Total 51,154,886
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FEDﬁ._ L APPORTIONMENT EXCHANGE ( OGRAM
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY

District: 01
Agency: Humboldt County Association of Governments

Agreement No. X15-6133(044)
AMS Adv ID:0115000081

THIS AGREEMENT is made on _Yay 17, 2o/ £ by Humboldt County Association of
Governments, a Regional Transportation”Planning Agency (RTPA) designated under Section
29532 of the California Government Code, and the State of California, acting by and through the
Department of Transportation (STATE).

WHEREAS, RTPA desires to assign RTPA's portion of apportionments made available to STATE
for allocation to transportation projects under "Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act"
(MAP-21), as modified in accordance with Section 182.6 of the Streets and Highways Code
(Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds) in exchange for nonfederal State
Highway Account funds:

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:

1. As authorized by Section 182.6(g) of the Streets and Highways Code, RTPA agrees to assign
to STATE the following portion of its estimated annual RSTP apportionment:

$1,154,886.00 for Fiscal Year 2014/2015

The above referenced portion of RTPA's estimated annual RSTP apportionment is equal to the
estimated total RSTP apportionment less (a) the estimated minimum annual RSTP apportionment
set for the County under Section 182.6(d)(2) of the Streets and Highways Code, (b) any Federal
apportionments already obligated for projects not chargeable to said County's annual RSTP
minimum apportionment, and (c) those RSTP apportionments RTPA has chosen to retain for
future obligation.

2. RTPA agrees the exchange for County's estimated annual RSTP minimum apportionment
under Section 182.6(d)(2) of the Streets and Highways Code will be paid by STATE directly o
Humboldt County.

For Caltrans Use Only

| hereby Certify upon my own personal knowledge that budgeted funds are available for this
encumbrance

%’#Amunﬁng Officer | Date efisf15” | $ 1,154, 885,00

Page1of 4 RTPA (Rev. 04/02/2015 1835)

28









