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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL

Council Chambers
1735 Montgomery Street
Regular Meeting

FEBRUARY 18, 2014
CLOSED SESSION 5:00 P.M.
OPEN SESSION 6:00 P.M.
AGENDA

CLOSED SESSION (5:00 P.M.)

ROLL CALL

Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor Wilcox, Mayor Dahlmeier

CONVENE TO CLOSED SESSION (ITEMS LISTED ON PAGE NO. 5 AND 6)

A New Business Acknowledgement and Welcome to Oroville for Joe’s Auto and Truck Repair.

RECOGNITION OF INDIVIDUALS WHO WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEMS

This is the time the Mayor will invite anyone in the audience wishing to address the Council on a matter thatis on the
agenda to state your name and the agenda item on which you wish to speak. When that item comes up on the
agenda, you will be asked to step to the podium, repeat your name for the record, and make your presentation or ask
questions regarding the agenda item. Following your remarks, Council and/or staff may respond to your comments
or questions. Presentations are limited to three minutes per person. Under Government Code Section 54954.3
the time allotted for presentations may be limited.
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CONSENT CALENDAR

1. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE FEBRUARY 4, 2014 REGULAR MEETING OF THE OROVILLE
CITY COUNCIL — minutes attached

2. MUNICIPAL AUDITORIUM FEE WAIVER REQUEST BY YMCA - staff report

The Council will recelve an update on a recently approved fee waiver request for use of the Municipal
Auditorium for the 15™ Annual YMCA Comedy Night Fundraiser and 100™ year celebration of serving the
community of Oroville. (Donald Rust, Director of Community Development and Luis Topete, Associate
Planner)

Council Action Requested: None.

3. LOANING OF CHINESE TEMPLE ARTIFACT TO THE NEW YORK HISTORICAL SOCIETY MUSEUM
AND LIBRARY - staff report

The Council may consider entering into a loan agreement with the New York Historical Society Museum and
Library for the loaning of the “Ship of Lights” artifact in full compliance with the City's Museum and Cuitural
Facilities Policy and Procedure No. 36, “Artifact Loans to other Institutions”. (Donald Rust, Director of
Community Development and Luis Topete, Associate Planner)

Council Action Requested: Direct staff to prepare a loan agreement with the New York Historical
Society Museum and Library for the loaning of the “Ship of Lights” artifact in full compliance with
the City’s Museum and Cultural Facilities Policy and Procedure No. 36, “Artifact Loans to other
Institutions”.

4, ACCEPTANCE OF DONATION FROM THE ANNIE B FOUNDATION - staff report

The Council will receive information about a donation, in the amount of $5,232, that was received on October
10, 2012 from the Annie B Foundation Community Drive. (Randy Murphy, City Administrator)

Council Action Requested:

1. Accept the donation, in the amount of $5,232, from the Annie B Foundation Community
Drive.

2. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-38 as indicated in The February 18.
2014 staff report.

5. CALRECYCLE BEVERAGE CONTAINER RECYCLING CITY AND COUNTY GRANT PROGRAM - staff
report

The Council may consider the submission of a funding request, in the amount of $5,000, to CalRecycle for
activities related to beverage container recycling or litter abatement. (Pat Clark, Director of Business
Assistance and Housing Development)

Council Action Requested: Adopt Resolution No. 8180 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL APPROVING THE SUBMISSION OF A FUNDING REQUEST, IN THE AMOUNT OF $5,000, TO
CALRECYCLE, FOR ACTIVITIES RELATED TO BEVERAGE CONTAINER RECYCLING OR LITTER
ABATEMENT.
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PUBLIC HEARINGS

FEES FOR LANDMARK DESIGNATION, MODIFICATION AND DEMOLITION, FILMING PERMITS AND
FINDINGS OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE OR NECESSITY - staff report

The Council will conduct a public hearing and may consider the proposed fees for the issuance of landmark
demolition, modification and demolition permits, filming permits and findings of public convenience or
necessity. (Donald Rust, Director of Community Development and Luis Topete, Associate Planner)

Council Action Requested: Adopt Resolution 8181 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL ADOPTING THE PROPOSED FEES FOR THE DESIGNATION, MODIFICATION AND
DEMOLITION OF LANDMARKS, FILMING PERMITS AND FINDING OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE OR
NECESSITY.

INITIATION OF PROCEEDINGS FOR ANNEXATION OF 161 ACACIA AVENUE - staff report

The Council will conduct a public hearing and may consider the initiation of proceedings for the annexation of
161 Acacia Avenue, Oroville (APN: 033-121-017). (Donald Rust, Director of Community Development
and Luis Topete, Associate Planner)

Council Action Requested: Adopt Resolution No. 8182 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING THE INITIATION OF APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF OROVILLE
REQUESTING THE BUTTE COUNTY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION TO TAKE
PROCEEDINGS FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE PROPERTY IDENTIFIED AS 161 ACACIA AVENUE,
OROVILLE (APN: 033-121-017).

AMENDMENT TO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM AGREEMENT NO. 12-
CDBG-8405 AND ALLOCATION OF ADDITIONAL PROGRAM INCOME TO SUPPLEMENT PUBLIC
SERVICE ACTIVITY RELATED TO THE YMCA - staff report

The Council will conduct a public hearing and may consider an Amendment to the Community Development
Block Grant Agreement No. 12-CDBG-8405 as well as the transfer of Community Development Block Grant
Program Income equaling $249,821 to supplement a public service activity for youth services through the
YMCA and to transfer grant activity funds from the Public Service Activity to the Home Ownership Assistance
Program. (Pat Clark, Director of Business Assistance and Housing Development)

Council Action Requested:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 8183 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
INCOME, IN THE AMOUNT OF $249,821, TO SUPPLEMENT A PUBLIC SERVICE ACTIVITY
FOR YOUTH SERVICES THROUGH THE YMCA AND TO TRANFER GRANT ACTIVITY FUNDS
FROM THE PUBLIC SERVICE ACTIVITY TO THE HOME OWNERSHIP ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM.

2. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-37 as indicated in the February 18,
2014 staff report.

REGULAR BUSINESS

9.

ANNUAL AUDIT AND COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL REPORT - staff report

The Council will receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial Report. (Diane

February 18, 2014 ~ 5:00 p.m. Oroville City Council Meeting ~ Agenda Page 3of 7



10.

11.

12.

13.

MacMillan, Director of Finance)

Council Action Requested: Receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial
Report.

AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE OROVILLE CITY
EMPLOYEE’S ASSOCIATION - staff report

The Council may consider an Amendment to the Memorandum of Understanding between the City of
Oroville and the Oroville City Employee’s Association to add the position of Senior Code Enforcement
Specialist and to allow for a boot allowance for the Senior Code Enforcement Specialist and Code
Enforcement Specialist positions. (Liz Ehrenstrom, Human Resource Analyst i1)

Council Action Requested: Adopt Resolution No. 8184 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE
CITY EMPLOYEE’S ASSOCIATION TO ADD THE POSITION OF SENIOR CODE ENFORCEMENT
SPECIALIST AND TO ALLOW FOR A BOOT ALLOWANCE FOR THE SENIOR CODE ENFORCEMENT
SPECIALIST AND CODE ENFORCEMENT SPECIALIST POSITIONS - (Agreement No. 1432-12).

REVIEW OF THE CURRENT FACILITY AND PARK FEE WAIVER ORDINANCE - staff report

The Council may consider potential amendments to the current Facility and Park Fee Waiver Ordinance.
(Donald Rust, Director of Community Development)

Council Action Requested: Provide direction, as necessary.

REVISED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND FEATHER
RIVER RECREATION AND PARK DISTRICT TO ALLOW THE SHARING OF RESOURCES - staff report

The Council may consider the revised Memorandum of Understanding between the City of Oroville and
Feather River Recreation and Park District to allow the sharing of resources. (Donald Rust, Director of
Community Development)

Council Action Requested: Adopt Resolution No. 8185 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND FEATHER RIVER RECREATION AND
PARK DISTRICT TO PROVIDE STREET SWEEPING OF THE PARKING LOTS AT RIVERBEND AND
BEDROCK PARKSAND ASSISTANCE IN FILLING A 1,000 GALLON WATER TANK WITHIN
RIVERBEND PARK IN EXCHANGE FOR THE UTILIZATION OF UP TO 25,000 GALLONS OF WATER
PER WEEK FROM THE WATER WELL AT RIVERBEND PARK — (Agreement No. 3042).

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH OMNI-MEANS, LTD - staff report

The Council may consider a Professional Services Agreement with Omni-Means, Ltd., for engineering
design services relating to the Oro Dam Boulevard Bicycle Lanes Project, in an amount not to exceed
$19,947. (Donald Rust, Director of Community Development and Rick Walls, Interim City Engineer)

Council Action Requested:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 8186 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH OMNI-MEANS, LTD, TO PROVIDE ENGINEERING DESIGN SERVICES
RELATING TO THE ORO DAM BOULEVARD BICYCLE LANES PROJECT, IN AN AMOUNT
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14.

15.

16.

NOT TO EXCEED $19,974 — (Agreement No. 3052).

2. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-38 as indicated in the February 18,
2014 staff report.

AGREEMENT WITH SKYDIVE LAKE OROVILLE TO CONDUCT A SKYDIVING BUSINESS AT
OROVILLE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT - staff report

The Council may consider an Agreement with Skydive Lake Oroville to conduct a skydiving business at the
Oroville Municipal Airport. (Donald Rust, Director of Community Development and Rick Walls, Interim
City Engineer)

Council Action Requested: Adopt Resolution No. 8187 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH
SKYDIVE LAKE OROVILLE TO CONDUCT A SKYDIVING BUSINESS AT THE OROVILLE MUNICIPAL
AIRPORT - (Agreement No. 3053).

MUNICIPAL INVESTMENT IN DEVELOPMENT TO ACHIEVE SUCCESS (MIDAS PROGRAM) — staff
report

The Council will receive an update of the Municipal Investment in Development to Achieve Success
Program, a capital improvement and economic development program. (Randy Murphy, City
Administrator)

Council Action Requested: Provide direction, as needed.

GENERAL FUND MID-YEAR 2013/14 BUDGET REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF BUDGET ADJUSTMENTS
— staff report

The Council will hear the mid-year General Fund budget review and may consider budget adjustments for
fiscal year 2013/14. (Randy Murphy, City Administrator and Diane MacMillan, Director of Finance)

Council Action Requested:

1. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-39 as indicated in the February 18,
2014 staff report.

2. Provide staff with direction or recommendations, as necessary.

SUCCESSOR AGENCY

17.

18.

ANNUAL AUDIT AND COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL REPORT - staff report

The Commission will receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial Report. (Diane
MacMillan, Director of Finance)

Commission Action Requested: Receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report.

ADOPTION OF THE JULY THOUGH DECEMBER 2014 RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT
SCHEDULE (ROPS14-15A) AND THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET - staff report

The Successor Agency may consider approving the Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule

February 18, 2014 ~ 5:00 p.m. Oroville City Council Meeting - Agenda Page 50f 7



(ROPS 14-15A) and the Successor Agency Administrative Budget for July through December 2014.
(Rick Farley, Enterprise Zone and Business Assistance Coordinator)

Commission Action Requested:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 14-01 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT BOARD OF THE
OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE FORMER REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE
CITY OF OROVILLE ADOPTING THE JULY THROUGH DECEMBER 2014 RECOGNIZED
OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 14-15A) PURSUANT TO HEALTH AND SAFETY
CODE SECTION 34177(m).

2. Adopt Resolution No. 14-02 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT BOARD TO THE
OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE FORMER REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE
CITY OF OROVILLE ADOPTING THE JULY THROUGH DECEMBER 2014 ADMINISTRATIVE
BUDGET PURSUANT TO HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 34177(j).

MAYOR/ COUNCIL REPORTS

COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS/COMMITTEE REPORTS (A verbal report may be given regarding any
committee meetings attended.)

e Business Assistance and Housing Development Department — activity report
e Public Safety Department — activity report

CORRESPONDENCE

¢ Butte County Air Quality Management District, received January 31, 2014
e League of California Cities, received February 13, 2014

HEARING OF INDIVIDUALS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

This is the time the Mayor will invite anyone in the audience wishing to address the Council on a matter not listed on
the agenda to step to the podium, state your name for the record and make your presentation. Presentations are
limited to 3 minutes. Under Government Code Section 54954.2, The Council is prohibited from taking action except
for a brief response by the Council or staff to a statement or question relating to a non-agenda item.

CLOSED SESSION

The Council will hold a Closed Session on the following:

1. Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6, the Council will meet with Labor Negotiators and City
Attorney to discuss labor negotiations for the Oroville Fire Fighters’ Association.

2. Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6, the Council will meet with Labor Negotiators and City
Attorney to discuss labor negotiations for the Oroville City Employee’s Association.
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3. Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(b), the Council will meet with the City Administrator, Director
of Public Safety and the City Aftorney regarding potential litigation — one case.

4. Pursuantto Government Code section 54956.9(a), the Council will meet with the City Administrator and City
Attorney relating to existing litigation: City of Oroville v. Department of Finance, et al., Sacramento County
Superior Court, Case No. 34-2013-80001543.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting will be adjourned. The next regular meeting of the Oroville City Council will be held on Tuesday, March
4, 2014 at 5:00 p.m.

Accommodating Those Individuals with Special Needs — In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Oroville encourages
those with disabilities to participate fully in the public meeting process. If you have a special need in order to allow you to attend or participate in our
public meetings, please contact the City Clerk at (530) 538-2535, well in advance of the regular meeting you wish to attend, so that we may make
every reasonable effort to accommodate you. Documents distributed for public session items, less than 72 hours prior to meseting, are available for
public inspection at City Hall, 1735 Montgomery Street, Oroville, California.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 4, 2014 - 5:00 P.M.

The agenda for the February 4, 2014 regular meeting of the Oroville City Council was posted on the
bulletin board at the front of City Hall on Friday, January 31, 2014, at 1:48 p.m.

The February 4, 2014 regular meeting of the Oroville City Council was called to order by Vice Mayor
Wilcox at 5:03 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Present: Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor Wilcox
Absent: Mayor Dahlmeier (excused)

Staff Present:

Randy Murphy, City Administrator Scoft E. Huber, City Attorney

Diane MacMillan, Director of Finance Bill La Grone, Director of Public Safety
Donald Rust, Director of Planning & Development Services Jamie Hayes, Deputy City Clerk

Pat Clark, Director of Bus. Asst. & Housing Development Karolyn Fairbanks, City Treasurer

Rick Farley, Enterprise Zone and Business Asst. Coordinator

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by City Administrator, Randy Murphy.

PROCLAMATIONS | PRESENTATIONS

Council Member Pittman presented Cindy Hawthorne, Catalyst, with a Proclamation recognizing
February 2014 as National Teen Dating Violence Prevention and Awareness Month.

Vice Mayor Wilcox presented David and Casie Leach with a New Business Acknowledgement and
Welcome to Oroville for Glass Doctor of Northern California.

Donald Rust, Director of Community Development, introduced the City's new Building Official, Gary
Layman.

A motion was made by Council Member Bunker, seconded by Council Member Pittman, to approve
the following Consent Calendar, with exception to ltem No. 1:

1. THIS ITEM WAS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR (SEE BELOW)

2. DEACCESSION OF ITEMS FROM THE CITY’S MUSEUM COLLECTIONS - staff report
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The Council considered a recommendation from the Park Commission to approve the
deaccession of identified items from the City's museums. (Donald Rust, Director of
Community Development and Luis Topete, Associate Planner)

Council Action Requested: Approve the deaccession of identified items from the City’s
museums as indicated in the February 4, 2014 staff report.

The motion to approve the above Consent Calendar was passed by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor
Wilcox

Noes: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Mayor Dahimeier

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE JANUARY 21, 2014 REGULAR MEETING OF
THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL - minutes attached

This item was removed from the Consent Calendar at the request of Council Member
Bunker for clarification and comment.

A motion was made by Council Member Bunker, seconded by Council Member Berry, to:

Approve the minutes of the January 21, 2014 regular meeting of the Oroville City
Council.

The motion was passed by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor
Wilcox

Noes: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Mayor Dahimeier

PUBLIC HEARING - None

REGULAR BUSINESS

3.

AMENDMENT TO THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH HARVEST
ACCOUNTING AND MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS - staff report (Continued from January
21, 2014)

The Council considered an amendment to the Professional Services Agreement with
Harvest Accounting and Management Systems for Business Technical Assistance
Consulting Services and to carryover the current contract balance of $29,775. (Pat Clark,
Director of Business Assistance and Housing Development)
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Following discussion, a motion was made by Council Member Pittman, seconded by Council
Member Andoe, to:

Adopt Resolution No. 8179 ~ A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH HARVEST ACCOUNTING AND
MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $29,775 — (Agreement No.
1857-6).

The motion was passed by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor
Wilcox

Noes: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Mayor Dahlmeier

4. AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE
CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE POLICE OFFICERS’ ASSOCIATION -
NON-SWORN UNIT - staff report

The Council considered approving an Amended and Restated Memorandum of
Understanding between the City of Oroville and the Oroville Police Officers’ Association —
Non-Sworn Unit (OPOA - NSU). (Randy Murphy, City Administrator) (Continued from
January 14, 2014)

Following discussion, a motion was made by Council Member Simpson, seconded by
Council Member Bunker, to:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 8172 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN
AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE POLICE OFFICERS’
ASSOCIATION NON-SWORN UNIT — (Agreement No. 1448-7).

2. Adopt Resolution No. 8175 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF OROVILLE AUTHORIZING EMPLOYER PAID MEMBER
CONTRIBUTIONS THROUGH CALPERS FOR THE OROVILLE POLICE
OFFICERS’ ASSOCIATION — NON-SWORN UNIT.

The motion was passed by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor
Wilcox

Noes: None

Abstain: None

Absent: Mayor Dahimeier
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5. AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE
CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE POLICE OFFICERS’ ASSOCIATION —
SWORN UNIT - staff report

The Council considered approving an Amended and Restated Memorandum of
Understanding between the City of Oroville and the Oroville Police Officers’ Association —
Sworn Unit (OPOA - SU). (Randy Murphy, City Administrator) (Continued from January
14, 2014)

A motion was made by Council Member Simpson, seconded by Council Member Bunker, to:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 8173 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN
AMENDED AND RESTATED MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE POLICE OFFICERS’
ASSOCIATION - SWORN UNIT - (Agreement No. 1447-9).

2. Adopt Resolution No. 8176 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF OROVILLE AUTHORIZING EMPLOYER PAID MEMBER
CONTRIBUTIONS THROUGH CALPERS FOR THE OROVILLE POLICE
OFFICERS’ ASSOCIATION - SWORN UNIT.

The motion was passed by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Mayor
Wilcox
Noes: None
Abstain; None
Absent: Mayor Dahimeier
MAYOR/ COUNCIL REPORTS

After Council Member Simpson recused himself from a possible conflict-of-interest, the Council
unanimously approved the re-appointment of Chad Gunderson to the Oroville Mosquito Abatement
District, for a two-year term ending December 31, 2015.

The motion was passed by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Member Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Vice Mayor Wilcox
Noes: None

Abstain: Council Member Simpson

Absent: Mayor Dahimeier

Donald Rust, Director of Community Development, reported a rebate in the amount of $19,650, from
PG&E for the installation of LED streetlights.

Mr. Rust also reported that the City of Oroville had been recognized by the Arbor Day Foundation
with the 2013 Tree City USA Award.

February 4, 2014 — 5:00 p.m. Oroville City Council Meeting Minutes Page 4 of 6



Pat Clark, Director of Business Assistance and Housing Development, reported that the State of
California Housing Rewards Grant application, requesting $309,000 in funding, had been submitted
for consideration.

Diane MacMillan, Director of Finance, reported that the Annual Audit and Comprehensive Financial
Report and mid-year budget review would be presented to Council for consideration on February 18,
2014.

Randy Murphy, City Administrator, reported that Butte College was available for Team Training for
the City Council and Department Heads. Current available training dates include March 10 — 11,
2014 and March 27 — 28, 2014. The Council requested Mr. Murphy to provide additional dates for
consideration.

CORRESPONDENCE
e Oroville Mosquito Abatement District, received January 17, 2014
» Butte County Mosquito & Vector Control District, received January 22, 2014
o Department of General Services, received January 23, 2014
e Doug Krause, received January 27, 2014

RECOGNITION OF INDIVIDUALS WHO WISH TO SPEAK ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

Council Member Bunker had questions relating to the drought declaration made by the State of
California’s Department of General Services.

CLOSED SESSION

The Council held a Closed Session on the following:

1. Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6, the Council met with Labor Negotiators and
City Attorney to discuss labor negotiations for the Oroville Police Officers’ Association —
Sworn and Non-Swormn.

2. Pursuant to Government Code section 54857.6, the Council met with Labor Negotiators and
City Attorney to discuss labor negotiations for the Oroville Fire Fighters’ Association.

3. Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(b), the Council met with the City
Administrator, Director of Public Safety and the City Attorney regarding potential litigation —
one case.

4. Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(a), the Council met with the City
Administrator and City Attorney relating to existing litigation: City of Oroville v. Department of
Finance, et al., Sacramento County Superior Court, Case No. 34-2013-80001543.

5. Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(b), the Council met with the City
Administrator and the City Attorney regarding potential litigation — three cases.
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6. Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.8, the Council met with Real Property
Negotiators (City Administrator, Director of Planning, Director of Finance and City Attorney),
regarding the property identified as 525 Airport Parkway, Oroville

Vice Mayor Wilcox announced that no actions had been taken in Closed Session and direction had
been given to staff.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 7:02 p.m. A special meeting of the Oroville City Council will be held
on Tuesday, February 18, 2014 at 5:00 p.m.

Randy Murphy, City Clerk Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor

February 4, 2014 — 5:00 p.m. Oroville City Council Meeting Minutes Page 6 of 6



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR (530) 538-2433
LUIS A. TOPETE, ASSOCIATE PLANNER (530) 538-2408
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: MUNICIPAL AUDITORIUM FEE WAIVER REQUEST BY YMCA
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014
SUMMARY

The Council will receive an update on a recently approved fee waiver request for use of
the Municipal Auditorium for the 15 Annual YMCA Comedy Night Fundraiser and 100"
year celebration of serving the community of Oroville.

DISCUSSION

On January 17, 2014, the City of Oroville received a fee waiver request from the YMCA
of Superior California for their 15™ annual comedy night fundraiser which will also be a
celebration of their 100" year of serving the community of Oroville. The event includes
food, wine/beer tasting, a silent auction, raffles, and a comedian.

The event is scheduled to take place on Saturday, September 13, 2014 at the Municipal
Auditorium. Event set-up is scheduled from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., the event will take
place between 5:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m., and clean-up will take place between 9:00 p.m.
and 10:00 p.m. The rental of the Municipal Auditorium is $625.00 for the first eight (8)
hours and $35.00 for each hour over eight (8). Additionally, a booking guarantee and
refundable cleaning/damage deposit in the amount $500.00 is required. The City fees
for this event are as follows:

¢ Rental of Municipal Auditorium from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. ($625 + ($35*7):
$870.00 (Does not include $500 security/cleaning deposit)

The applicant is requesting a total fee waiver in the amount of $435.00, which is 50% of
the rental fees (does not include $500 security/cleaning deposit). Per the City Code 26-
10.200, the fee waiver has been approved as the applicant has conformed with the
City’s Facility and Park Fee Waiver Policy, including the submittal of the fee waiver
application/reduction at least 90 days prior to actual date of the event.
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FISCAL IMPACT

City will not receive an amount of $435.00 for the rental of the Municipal Auditorium.

RECOMMENDATIONS

None.
ATTACHMENTS

A — Letter of Approval
B — FFee Waiver Request
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EXHIBIT - A

City of Oroville

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT SEESIOR
1735 Montgomery Street

Oroville, CA 95965-4897

(530) 538-2430 FAX (530) 538-2426

www._cityoforoville.orq

January 27, 2014

Celeste Silva

YMCA of Superior California
1684 Robinson Street
Oroville, CA 95965

RE: MUNICIPAL AUDITORIUM FEE WAIVER REQUEST: YMCA ANNUAL COMMEDY
NIGHT FUNDRAISER (100" YEAR CELEBRATION)

On January 17, 2014, the City of Oroville received a fee waiver request from the YMCA of
Superior California for their 15" annual comedy night fundraiser which will also be a
celebration of their 100™ year of serving the community of Oroville. The event includes food,
wine/beer tasting, a silent auction, raffles, and a comedian.

The event is scheduled to take place on Saturday, September 13, 2014 at the Municipal
Auditorium. Event set-up is scheduled from 7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., the event will take place
between 5:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m., and clean-up will take place between 9:00 p.m. and 10:00
p.m. The rental of the Municipal Auditorium is $625.00 for the first eight (8) hours and $35.00
for each hour over eight (8). Additionally, a booking guarantee and refundable
cleaning/damage deposit in the amount $500.00 is required. The City fees for this event are
as follows:

¢ Rental of Municipal Auditorium from 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. ($625 + ($35*7)): $870.00
(Does not include $500 security/cleaning deposit)

The applicant is requesting a total fee waiver in the amount of $435.00, which is 50% of the
rental fees (does not include $500 security/cleaning deposit). Per the City Code 26-10.200,
the fee waiver has been approved as the applicant has conformed with the City’s Facility and
Park Fee Waiver Policy, including the submittal of the fee waiver application/reduction at
least 90 days prior to actual date of the event.

If you are unsatisfied with the determination in this letter, you have the option of appealing
this determination to the City Council. Any appeals must be submitted in writing and received
by the City within 15 days from the receipt of this letter. The appeal must include a detailed
description on why the applicant believes the appeal should be granted.

If you have any questions about the information in this letter please contact Donald Rust at
(530) 538-2433 or at rustdi@cityoforoville.org.




EXHIBIT - B

City of Oroville
JAN 1 ¢ 2U%

dministration DISCOVER GOLD . .. DISCOVER OROVILLE

CITY OF OROVILLE
Parks and Trees Department
1735 MONTGOMERY STREET ~ OROVILLE, CALIFORNIA 95965
Phone: 5§30-538-2415 Fax 530-538-2426

FACILTY USE FEE WAIVER APPLICATION
APPLICATION MUST BE RECEIVED AT LEAST 90 DAYS PRIOR TO DATE OF THE EVENT

For Ofco Use Only .
ry 20151 APPL# AMTS APPROVED DENIED

Important: Pleaso complete the entire form, Including budget and narrative nquiremencs intomplete forms wilt be returned.
Your complmd application with supplemental materials must ba asubmitted to the address listed above a minimum of ninety

(90) days prior to the event date. Fs
A

licant |

\)’M(‘A Cu ggu L)Ql l()l (/.ﬁ /'lﬁ:\tzpi'll\d’f

Applicant Legal Orgunlzation Name DBA (inclutling doing business as...Organization Name)

Orgénization Local Address

/e K4 Qo,’mnSm\ St . Ocou. //G(ﬁ A/
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/;9/5“ 7LC Q /rhﬁ Cepluice A (€« OI{‘@C{“();’“
“Conlact Person Titie
S30:533- 542) 5303 20- Y 930-® Y- 228"

Daviime Phone Evening Phone

C.Sa l Wi (l(-\ \/MCCK% t’_ui?C t“it”.‘(u{ o ¥a
Emall addross
Type of Crganizalion: d/_’ 501 {c) (Please speclfy type of 501 status): 2
Govermnment Entity ___ Ofner (Explain)

+h
Requesting Walver For {(name of event/prograrm) (00 00 \! e QJ___CQ_ZQM + COR

ls this activly an annual evant or & one time only event?_ZA 2 ¢+ &7 ¢ @A N ag ] (O c;:[)L.«.V 94‘/‘

Gity Faclity Requestad /f//m.” Cu?ﬁ/ Au/f toriy b1

ncatyroscnogus s 3 70 - 00 ( LRS54 7 HRs @ Ss/m(zc{g%
Total Fae Waiver Roquested s__ 73>+ O ()
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Section B - Budget Information Applicant Name \{M C /4’

TheI following information is required in order for the City to consider waiving the Facfity Use Fes. Only diract event or program fee may
be listed.

EVENT OR PROGRAM EXPENSES EVENT OR PROGRAM INCOME
A Salaries / Feas oo —
A. Registration Income $ I;D:,LC’_(__(_-_
1. Artists/Performers/Speakers/Contracted Staff s ¢
a8 o §%_pariicipants x §_JO - _ registration fee
s [, QJU. ¢ O
B. Donations or Sponsorships
2. Administrative $ o e
—= s b [,(_ 1. Corporale / Business s D / C. ¢ O
3. Pragram Staff 2;,.C0C. CC
L 3 o 2. Foundations 3
4. Other (Specify) 5 . -
Fe ) e 3. Clubs / Crganizalions $
A. Total Salaries / Fees s/, Q cé.¢eC
4. Other (spacify) s,
B. Space Rental ] —
{non - City) B. Total Donations/Sponsorship Total §
C. Remalning Costs (liemized) C. Othet Income S
1. Equipment rental s SOU-C( Explain Other income Source: -
2. Printing $ ‘:.'“‘C.[‘:}. A3
3. Suppli S}‘Q il [2 )
Hppies X TOTAL EventlProgram s1/, 000
4. Food $ _L)_LL‘C_(__Q OPERATING INCOME
(A+B+C)
5. Trophles S
8. Travel s
7. Insurance $
o RQngr ) s /0. ¢C
C o lydiceage ]
C. Total Remaining Costs $c Q o LL VG
D. City Facliity Use Fees e,
Attach additional pages as nesded to lliustrate details of
axpenses listed above. ,
L) SO oy
TOTAL Event/Program s Co
Oporating Expenses
{A+B+C+D)
SECTION C

Awﬂlorlzéd_o!‘:lg[mlums. The signature balow {s that of a person authorized 1o testify as to the accuracy af this application.

: L .. - -
%mff/ LAL ],(/(J,LJ& j\}, mc.‘:{c;’" /" /(, - _/(Z{__F

Tile Date

Reviewed by City Administrator/ his/her designee  Dats Signature:

Fee Waiver approved Fee Walver Denled
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Program Narratives (attach additlonal pages If necessary)

1. Explain the event/program:
We are (?/E/)((Af(tﬂ( (it /(/1,: \/((-u
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previously, please list number of years it has been offered.
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6. What City Facility Is needed for this event/program? _Z /U h. C /',’/’a‘ / /‘L’ L g / J’Lr L {27
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a. If yes, list amount paid
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7. Exptain why paying Gity Facility Use Fee causes a significant financial burden for this event/program.
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR (530) 538-2433
LUIS A. TOPETE, ASSOCIATE PLANNER (530) 538-2408
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: LOANING OF A CHINESE TEMPLE MUSUEM ARTIFACT TO THE NEW
YORK HISTORICAL SOCIETY MUSEUM AND LIBRARY

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council may consider directing staff to enter into a loan agreement with the New
York Historical Society Museum and Library for the loaning of the “Ship of Life” artifact
in full compliance with the City’'s Museums and Cultural Facilities Policy and Procedure
No. 36, “Artifact Loans to other Institutions.”

DISCUSSION

The New-York Historical Society was founded in 1804 and is one of New York’s major
history museums and research libraries. They mount history and art exhibitions using
their own collections and borrowing from other institutions. They also host one of the
country’s first children’s history museums. They are located on the border of Central
Park, right next to the American Museum of Natural History.

On December 27, 2013, a representative of the New York Historical Society visited the
Oroville Chinese Temple and Museum Complex. After the visit to the Chinese Temple,
the New York Historical Society provided the City with a letter requesting the City’s
approval to loan the “Ship of Life” sculpture for display at their forthcoming exhibition,
Chinese American: Exclusion/Inclusion. The exhibition dates are scheduled for
September 26, 2014 through May 31, 2015.

Chinese American: Exclusion/Inclusion exhibition will tell a story that begins with the
Boston Tea Party and ends in the present. It constructs a narrative that captures the
experience of Chinese in the United States and integrates Chinese American history
into a broader American history. The exhibit will highlight extraordinary individuals as
well as social, political and economic movements. The City’s “Ship of Life” will help
them establish the early settlement of Chinese in California and the active cultural life
they established here.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 1 02.18.2014



Chinese American: Exclusion/Inclusion will be their major history exhibit for the 2014 -
2015 season. It will be accompanied by an exhibit publication authored by Professor
John Kuo Wei Tchen of New York University and published by Scala. They will also
create a full school curriculum and a robust schedule of public programs. N-YHS will
mount a substantial advertising campaign for the exhibition and expects to attract
significant attendance.

The New York Historical Society will be sending a facilities report about New-York
Historical demonstrating that environmental and security conditions at N-YHS meet
professional standards. They are also willing to pay all costs for the loan and make all
arrangements necessary. Additionally, they will provide fine arts packing and shipping
as well as full insurance.

FISCAL IMPACT

No fiscal impact.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Direct staff to prepare a loan agreement with the New York Historical Society Museum
and Library for the loaning of the “Ship of Life” artifact in full compliance with the City’s
Museums and Cultural Facilities Policy and Procedure Number 36, “Artifact Loans to
other Institutions.”

ATTACHMENTS
A — Policy and Procedure #36

B — Draft Loan Agreement
C — Loan Request

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 2 02.18.2014



EXHIBIT- A

CITY OF OROVILLE

Policies and Procedures

NUMBER: 36 SUBJECT: Artifact Loans to other Institutions

géJE B22509 SECTION: Museums and Cultural Facilities

POLICY: The Oroville City Museums may lend artifacts to other
museums or professional institutions for the purpose of
exhibition, research or conservation.

PROCEDURE: Upon receiving a request for the loan of an object, the

following instructions shall be followed:

The Museums shall follow the following criteria:

1.

Outgoing loans will only be granted to institutions with
standards of care and security equal to or in excess of the
City's. The borrower must also ensure adequate artifact
environment, handling and insurance.

The City must have clear title to an object to consider it for
an outgoing loan, without restrictions which would inhibit
such a loan.

When possible, loaned materials will be duplicates in the
collection, replicas or copies. Items which are irreplaceable
will not be loaned.

Objects will not be loaned if the proposed use might present
unreasonable risks to the objects, or if the use might in any
way reflect on the integrity of the City’s Museums.

Objects must be stable, and sound enough to withstand
handling, packing, shipment, and significant climate shifts.
Property on loan to the City museums may not be loaned out
by the City.

All loans must be for a stated term, and no indefinite loans
will be made.

The signatory of a loan agreement will be held personally
responsible for the object(s) borrowed on behalf of his/her
agency or organization.
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Process for Outgoing Loans

Loans will be formalized with the loan agreement form that
spells out the conditions of the loan, including issues of
insurance, photographic rights, duration, credits, etc. The
completed loan agreement will be presented to the Park
Commission for their approval with a minimum of three votes
in favor. The Park Director shall be the designated signer. A
log sheet will be kept of the loan process.

In order to maintain the research and interpretive value of
the City Museums’ collections, the borrower must agree to
submit one copy of any and all reports, photographs or
drawings, analyses or articles based on the study of or other
use of the loaned material. Loaned items which are
exhibited should be credited to the loaning museum, and a
copy provided to the City of any literature (flyers, catalogs,
etc.) in which the object(s) has been mentioned.

The borrower must provide “wall-to-wall” insurance for all
objects borrowed, and must provide evidence that insurance
has been obtained, or, otherwise must provide assurances
that loss or damage will be indemnified.

A facility report may be required from the borrower if the
object requested is fragile and/or the length of time
requested or other conditions put the object(s) at risk for
environmental degradation.

Photographs of the object(s) shall be taken before their
removal from the museum, and upon their return so as to
document the object(s)’ condition

Even if proposed use of a loaned object(s) has been
approved, the Park Commission has authority to rescind the
loan if it is later shown that there is risk to the object(s) or
that use is reflecting negatively on the integrity of the City
Museums.

Restrictions on Outgoing Loans
Object(s) on loan from the City museums may not be
reproduced by casting, copying, or other methods without

express written permission of the Park Commission.
Borrowed items may not be reproduced for sale by other
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institutions or individuals without express permission from
the Parks Commission and City Council, and with
appropriate compensation as approved by the City Council.

Loans ordinarily will be for a period of one year or less,
unless there are special circumstances. The borrower is
responsible for packing the loan for safe return, in the
manner in which it was received from the City museums.
Upon receipt of the returned loan and inspection of
condition, the City will provide the borrower with a signed
receipt for object(s). Any damage will be noted, in writing, at
the time of receipt or within 72 hours thereafter.

Individualized agreements will be made for outgoing loans
approved for special traveling exhibits to include: justification
for request of the object(s), proposed duration and venues of
the exhibition, insurance coverage arrangements, customs
agreements if needed, condition reporting to be required for
the exhibition, emergency notification procedures, provisions
for return of the loan, and policies and procedures of the
circulating institution regarding packing, handling, exhibition
methods, storage environment, shipping dates and
instructions.

ATTACHMENTS: Proposed Artifact Loan Form and Log sheet.
EXCEPTIONS: None, unless authorized by City Council.
INITIATED: Park Commission APPROVED BY: City Council
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EXHIBIT-B

OROVILLE CITY MUSEUMS
OUTGOING LOAN AGREEMENT
PROCESS CHECK LIST

City of Oroville Museums

Loan #

Date

Done Date Initial Action ltem

Request for Loan received

Request review by Curator

Loan Log book entry opened

Requested object inspected

Request reviewed by loan committee

Loan Agreement Forms sent to requestor

Completed forms received

Requested Items Photographed

Request presented to Parks Commaission

Approved Denied
Requested Items packed for transporting

Packing photographed

Receipt of items confirmed by borrower

Photographs of display received

Return of items, inspection of condition

Loan Item Log book entry closed

Policy 36 Object Loan Form 6-09



OUTGOING LOAN AGREEMENT

Loan #
City of Oroville Museums
Date
Pioneer Memorial Museum  C. F. Lott Home Museum Chinese Temple Complex & Museum

Bolt’s Antique Tool Museum Bathhouse Museum
1735 Montgomery Street, Oroville, CA 95965 530-538-2497

The following items from the enter museum collection here are being loaned to

of

for the purpose of

for the period of to

Borrower agrees to take full responsibility for all items and to return them in the condition in
which they were received. All items must be handled exclusively by the borrower, who will
accept liability for the items from the time they leave the museum until they are returned.
Borrower also agrees to all terms of the Loan Care Agreement printed on the back of this form.
Attached to this form shall be a copy of the insurance certificate.

Special conditions:

Number Item and Condition Value

Date

Signature of Park Commission Chairperson

Date

Signature of Borrower

Date Returned

Signature of Park Director or Museum Curator

Page ! of 2
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City of Oroville Museums

Loan Care Agreement

Borrower agrees to take full responsibility to loaned objects and return them in the condition in which
they were received. S/he further agrees to keep and maintain them in personal custody except as
otherwise noted on the loan agreement.

CARE OF OBJECTS

These museums are devoted to permanent preservation of its collections. This means that you cannot
think of caring for borrowed items as you would for something in your own home, which you would
only expect to last for ten to twelve years. Museum items must be thought of as lasting, if possible, for at
least 100 or more years. Please take better care of these objects than if they were your own.

Even with the best of handling, or even no handling at all, all materials deteriorate minutely all the
time. The following handling rules will help minimize this:

Wash hands before handling. Dirt and even natural oil from hands causes damage.
Do not use pins, scotch tape, masking tape, etc., on the items in any way.

No smoking while handling objects! Minute crystalline smoke particles cause damage. Smoking
also constitutes a fire hazard.

Never allow food or drink near items. Do not eat or drink while handling objects.
Never leave objects out where other people may handle them in your absence.

If you have borrowed items with organic content (fabric, wool, feathers, wood, paper, fur, etc.) do not
allow them to be exposed to sunlight. Limit their exposure to artificial light as much as possible.

Do not remove any identifying marks or features.

TRANSPORTATION
Use two hands to lift any object. Support it from below with one hand. Take care not to put a strain
on any protruding part (handle, chair arm, etc.) or any other portion of an object. An object’s own
weight may put strain on these parts.

Use extra care in moving items. Protect them from any potential damage from scratches, bumps,
falling objects, etc.

Do not overcrowd a box or container in which you are carrying objects. Don’t mix heavy things
with fragile things.

Never attempt to repair any damage to an object which may have occurred. It must be done
professionally.

Damage caused by careless handling may suffer loss of value or appearance. Prevention is better.
(Restoration is also prohibitively expensive.) Different objects may have different care requirements
which cannot be enumerated here. Please be conscious of everything that might happen to an object and
use preventative measures.

Damage to museum items, or their loss, may not be recoverable and usually cannot be compensated for.

Please help us keep these historic or special things for future generations to appreciate.
Thank you.

Page 2 of 2
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NEW-YORK HISTORICAL SOCIETY
MUSEUM (‘. LIBRARY

EXHIBIT- C

January 6, 2014

Donald Rust

Director of Community Development
City of Oroville

1735 Montgomery Street

Oroville, CA 95965

Dear Mr. Rust:

The New-York Historical Society respectfully requests the loan of the “Ship of Life” sculpture in the
Oroville Temple and Museum Complex for display in our forthcoming exhibition, Chinese
American: Exclusion/Inclusion. The exhibition dates are September 26, 2014 through May 31, 2015.

Chinese American: Exclusion/Inclusion promises to be a groundbreaking exhibit. It tells a story that
begins with the Boston Tea Party and ends in the present. It constructs a narrative that captures the
experience of Chinese in the United States and that integrates Chinese American history into a
broader American history. We will highlight extraordinary individuals as well as social, political and
economic movements. Your beautiful “Ship of Life” will help us establish the early settlement of
Chinese in California and the active cultural life they established there. We will include many
wonderful objects in the exhibit, but few can offer the authenticity and rich cultural resonance of this
one.

The New-York Historical Society was founded in 1804 and is one of our city’s major history
museums and research libraries. We mount history and art exhibitions using our own collections and
borrowing from other institutions. We also host one of the country’s first children’s history
museums. We are located on the border of Central Park, right next to the American Museum of
Natural History.

Chinese American: Exclusion/Inclusion will be our major history exhibit for the 2014-15 season.

It will be accompanied by an exhibit publication authored by Professor John Kuo Wet Tchen of New
York University and published by Scala. We will also create a full school curriculum and a robust
schedule of public programs. N-YHS will mount a substantial advertising campaign for the
exhibition and expects to attract significant attendance.

This letter requests permission to borrow the Ship of Life only for the eight-month run at New-York
Historical, but as you and I discussed on the phone, the exhibit will travel to other sites afterwards.
Currently sites in San Francisco and Portland are confirmed, and with the addition of other sites, we
expect the travel period to extend through 2017. If you approve our loan request for New York,
perhaps we can discuss the possibilities of travel at a later point.

170 Central Park West at Richard Gilder Way  New York, NY 10024 Tel 212 873 3460



Donald Rust 2/2
January 6, 2014

I greatly enjoyed my visit to the city’s Temple and Museum Complex, and am very grateful for
everybody’s help and welcoming response. Thank you very much for considering our loan request:
We know the piece would add immeasurably to the visitor experience and understanding of the
Chinese experience in America.

We are happy to discuss loan conditions at any point, but for now, I will mention a few things. We
will send a facilities report about New-York Historical, and please know that environmental and
security conditions at N-YHS meet professional standards. We will pay all costs for the loan and
make all arrangements. We will additionally provide fine arts packing and shipping as well as full
insurance. Questions about the loan can also be directed to our registrar Dottie Teraberry,
dottie.teraberry@nyhistory.org.

Yours sincerely,

/%MhM

Marci Reaven
Vice-President for History Exhibitions

600 Town Center Drive  Costa Mesa, CA 92626 T 714.556.2122 F 714.556.8984 OCPAC.org



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS

FROM: RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

RE: ACCEPTANCE OF DONATION FROM THE ANNIE B FOUNDATION
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014
SUMMARY

The Council will receive information about a donation, in the amount of $5,232, that was
received October 10, 2012, from the Annie B Foundation Community Drive.

DISCUSSION

In September of 2012, the City of Oroville participated in the 100" anniversary of the
establishment of the Tong Fong Low Restaurant. As part of the celebration the
proprietors of the Tong Fong Low Restaurant held an event at the Historic State
Theatre. The event was called “An Unforgettable Fun Fund Evening” with proceeds
earmarked to several local charitable organizations including the City of Oroville,
Chinese Temple and Museum Complex with funds to be used specifically towards
lighting enhancements in the Tapestry Hall. Simultaneous to the Tong Fong Low event,
the Annie B Foundation Community Drive occurred which provided an opportunity to
receive additional funds. Checks totaling $4,800 from the Tong Fong Low event were
deposited with the Annie B Foundation and a check was sent to the City with and
additional $432 from the Foundation. The total amount received was $5,232.

FISCAL IMPACT

$5,232 to be placed in the restricted account for the Chinese Temple (001-3130), for
lighting enhancements in the Tapestry Hall at the Chinese Temple and Museum
Complex.

RECOMMENDATION

1. Accept the donation, in the amount of $5,232, from the Annie B Foundation
Community Drive.

2. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-36 as indicated in the
fiscal impact of this staff report, dated February 18, 2014.

ATTACHMENTS

Settiement Report from Annie B’s Annual Fundraiser m

ADMINISTRATION Page 1 02.18.2014
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: PAT CLARK, DIRECTOR OF BUSINESS ASSISTANCE AND
HOUSING DEVELOPMENT

RE: CALRECYCLE BEVERAGE CONTAINER RECYCLING CITY
AND COUNTY GRANT PROGRAM

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council may consider the submission of a funding request, in the amount of
$5,000, to CalRecycle for activities related to beverage container recycling or
litter abatement.

DISCUSSION

The California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle)
has made grants in the amount of $5,000 available to cities to assist CalRecycle
in attaining and maintaining its goal of an 80 percent recycling rate for all
California Refund Value (CRV) beverage containers — aluminum, glass, plastic
and bi-metal. Projects implemented by cities and counties will assist in reaching
and maintaining this goal.

Eligible activities include, but are not necessarily limited to:

e Supporting AB 341 Mandatory Commercial Recycling (MCR) requirements

e Infrastructure for businesses to recycle beverage containers

e Support for new or existing beverage container recycling programs for
multi-family residential dwellings

e Public education and outreach (that contains a beverage container
recycling component)

¢ Supporting new or existing curbside recycling programs

¢ Neighborhood drop-off recycling programs

e Public education promoting beverage container recycling

e Litter prevention and cleanup where the waste stream includes beverage
containers that will be recycled

¢ Cooperative regional efforts among two or more cities and counties

e Other beverage container recycling programs

5



Funds used to purchase recycled content products must include recycled content
from beverage containers. The intent of the funds is to promote beverage
container recycling.

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution 8180 A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
APPROVING THE SUBMISSION OF A FUNDING REQUEST, IN THE AMOUNT

OF $5,000, TO CALRECYCLE FOR ACTIVITIES RELATED TO BEVERAGE
CONTAINER RECYCLING OR LITTER ABATEMENT.

ATTACHMENT

Resolution No. 8180



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
RESOLUTION NO. 8180

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL APPROVING THE
SUBMISSION OF A FUNDING REQUEST IN THE AMOUNT OF $6,000 TO
CALRECYCLE FOR ACTIVITIES RELATED TO BEVERAGE CONTAINER
RECYCLING OR LITTER ABATEMENT

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Oroville City
Council as follows:

1. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute resolution
authorizing the submission of a funding request in the amount of $5,000 to
CalRecycle.

2. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting
held on February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR DAHLMEIER, COUNCIL MEMBERS AND
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR (530) 538-2433
LUIS A. TOPETE, ASSOCIATE PLANNER (530) 538-2408
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: FEES FOR LANDMARK DESIGNATION, MODIFICATION AND
DEMOLITION, FILMING PERMITS AND FINDINGS OF PUBLIC
CONVENIENCE OR NECESSITY

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council will conduct a public hearing and may consider the proposed fees for the
issuance of landmark demolition, modification and demolition permits, filming permits
and findings of public convenience or necessity.

BACKGROUND

Film Permit Process

Ordinance No. 1529 was passed and adopted by the Oroville City Council on March 5,
1996. This ordinance established a film permit process as found in Article IX, Chapter
22, Section 22-901 through 22-906 of the Oroville Municipal code. Section 22-901(E) of
this section reads: “Permit fee” shall mean the fee charged for the actual processing of
a film permit on either private or public property.

Landmark Designation

Section 26-50.040 of the Oroville Municipal Code defines the process of designating
any site or improvement as a landmark. Section 26-50.040(B) states: “The application
shall be in a form established by the Zoning Administrator and accompanied by a fee
established by resolution of the City Council.”

Landmark Modification

Section 26-50.050 of the Oroville Municipal Code defines the process for modifying
landmarks in order to protect their historic character. 26-50.050(E)(2) reads as follows:
“An application for development review may be combined with an application for a
landmark modification permit.”
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Landmark Demolition

Section 26-50.060 of the Oroville Municipal Code defines the process for the demolition
of landmarks. 26-50.060(F) states: “Application for a landmark demolition permit shall
be made in a form prescribed by the Zoning Administrator and accompanied by a fee
established by resolution of the City Council.”

Finding of Public Convenience or Necessity

When someone applies for a license to sell alcoholic beverages in a high-crime area or
an area that has an undue concentration of licenses, the California Department of
Alcoholic Beverage Control (ABC) requires the local governing body to determine
whether the issuance of the license would serve public convenience or necessity.

DISCUSSION

The proposed fees are as follows:

Permit

Proposed
Fee

Reasoning

Filming

$225.00

The processing of a film permit can involve a relatively extensive
amount of paper work and coordination, including the
coordination of dates and times of the film shooting with any
requested road closures or other City services; ensuring
applicant has any other required permit (e.g. if filming in flood
control properties); the applicant has the appropriate liability
insurance, workers compensation insurance, and faith
performance bond if applicable; ensure a hold harmless
agreement is executed between City and applicant; circulate
permit request to department heads and affected agencies; and
daft the permit with appropriate conditions.

Landmark
Designation

$1,095.00

Public hearings on the application shall be held before the Historic
Advisory Commission (HAC) in an advisory capacity, and the City
Council for a final decision, in accordance with the procedure for
amendments and rezonings, as specified in Section 26-56.090 of the
City Code. The process involves staff time to write and present staff
reports at both the HAC and City Council, newspaper notice for both
meetings, notice to petitioners or anyone requesting notice, and notice
to surrounding property owners within 300ft of the project. Additionally,
the appropriate environmental review is required.

Landmark
Madification

$225.00

The procedure to apply for and issue a landmark modification permit
shall be as specified for development review in Section 26-53 of the
City Code.

Landmark
Demolition

$1,095.00

After the appropriate environmental review has been performed, the
Zoning Administrator shall submit the application to the Historic
Advisory Commission (HAC) who is required to make certain findings
in order for the permit to be issued. This process involves staff time to
write and present a staff reports at the HAC and City Council,
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newspaper notice, notice to petitioners or anyone requesting notice,
and notice to surrounding property owners within 300ft of the project.

Finding of | $155.00 Requires a staff report to Planning Commission to authorize the
Public Zoning Administrator to sign a letter specifying the City's determination
Convenience that issuance of the ABC license to sell alcoholic beverages will serve
or Necessity public convenience or necessity.

On September 23, 2013, the Oroville Planning Commission reviewed this item and
determined that the fees being proposed were appropriate for covering the cost of staff
time. The Planning Commission has forwarded a recommendation to the City Council to
adopt the fees being proposed.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This action has been determined to be exempt from the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) review pursuant to Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Section
15061(b)(3), commonly known as the “general rule.” A project is exempt from CEQA if
the activity is covered by the general rule that CEQA applies only to projects, which
have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Where it can be
seen with certainty that there is no possibility that the activity in question may have a
significant effect on the environment, the activity is not subject to CEQA. Staff has
determined that there is no possibility that the proposed fees will have a significant
effect on the environment. Thus, this action is exempt from CEQA.

FISCAL IMPACT

The fees being proposed are intended to cover the actual cost of staff time spent to
appropriately process the aforementioned items.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21089, and as defined by the Fish and
Game Code Section 711.4, fees ($50) are payable by the project applicant (City) to file
the Notice of Exemption with Butte County by the City of Oroville — Planning and
Development Services Department within five working days of approval of this project
by the City Council.

RECOMMENDATION
Adopt Resolution No. 8181 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
ADOPTING THE PROPOSED FEES FOR THE DESIGNATION, MODIFICATION AND

DEMOLITION OF LANDMARKS, FILMING PERMITS AND FINDINGS OF PUBLIC
CONVENIENCE OR NECESSITY.
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ATTACHMENTS

A — Notice of Exemption

B — Resolution No. 8181

C - Ordinance No. 1529 (Film Permit Process)

D - Oroville Municipal Code Sections 26-50.040, 26-50.050, 26-50.060 (Landmarks)
E — Master Fee Schedule

F — Newspaper Notice

G - Other City Fees
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EXHIBIT- A

Clty Of OI’OViHe Donald Rust

DIRECTOR
COMMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
1735 Montgomery Street
Oroville, CA 95965-4897
(530) 538-2430 FAX (530) 538-2426
www.cityoforoville.org

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

TO: Butte County Clerk FROM: City of Oroville
25 County Center Drive 1735 Montgomery Street
Oroville CA, 95965 Oroville, CA, 95965

Project Title: Fees for Landmark Designation, Modification, and Demolition, Filming Permits, and Findings of Public
Convenience or Necessity

Project Location — Specific: Citywide

Project Location - City: City of Oroville

Project Location — County: Butte County

Description of Nature, Purpose, and beneficiaries of project: The City of Oroville has adopted regulations that detail the
process for designating, modifying, or demoliting a landmark, and for processing film permits, but has not adopted fees for
the amount that should be charged to cover the cost of staff time to process such permits. Additionally, when the City
receives notice that someone has applied to the Department of Alcohol Beverage Control (ABC) for a license to sell
alcohol in a high-crime area or an area that has an undue concentration of licenses, the City is required to make a finding
of public convenience or necessity in order for the license to be approved. However, a fee has not been established for
covering the expense to the City for this process. The fees being proposed cover the cost of staff time to process the
aforementioned items.

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: City of Oroville

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: City of Oroville — Planning & Development Services Department

Exempt Status (Check One):

[ ] Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268)

[:] Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a))

D Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c))

|X| Categorical Exemption: State type & section number: General Rule Exemption; Title 14, CCR, § 15061(b)(3)
D Statutory Exemption: State code number:

Reasons why project is exempt: This action has been determined to be exempt from the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) review pursuant to Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Section 15061(b)(3), commonly known as the
“general rule.” A project is Exempt from CEQA if the activity is covered by the general rule that CEQA applies only to
projects, which have the potential for causing a significant effect on the environment. Where it can be seen with certainty
that there is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is not
subject to CEQA. Staff has determined that there is no possibility that the proposed fees will have a significant effect on
the environment. Thus, this action is exempt from CEQA.

If filed by applicant:

1. Attach certified document of exemption finding.
2. Has a notice of exemption been filed by the public agency approving the project? [ ] Yes |:| No

Lead Agency Contact Person: Luis A. Topete Telephone: (530) 538-2408
Signature: Date:

[ 1 Signed by Lead Agency
[_] Signed by Applicant



EXHIBIT-B

CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8181

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL ADOPTING THE PROPOSED
FEES FOR THE DESIGNATION, MODIFICATION AND DEMOLITION OF
LANDMARKS, FILMING PERMITS AND FINDINGS OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE OR
NECESSITY.

WHEREAS, the City of Oroville has an adopted policy for the issuance of permits
for filming (Ordinance No. 1529) within City limits and for designating, modifying, and
demoliting landmarks (Oroville Municipal Code section 26-50.040, 26-50.050, and 26-
50.060); and

WHEREAS, when someone applies for a license to sell alcoholic beverages in a
high-crime area or an area that has an undue concentration of licenses, as a
requirement of issuing the license, the Department of Alcohol Beverage Control (ABC)
requires a determination from the local governing body that issuance of the license
would serve public convenience or necessity; and

WHEREAS, no fees have been adopted by the City of Oroville for processing the
aforementioned items; and

WHEREAS, the fees being proposed cover the actual cost of staff time for
processing the aforementioned items; and

WHEREAS, on September 23, 2013, the Oroville Planning Commission held a
noticed public hearing regarding a proposal to adopt the proposed fees and forwarded a
recommendation to the City Council to adopt the fees as contained herein; and

WHEREAS, at a noticed public hearing, the City Council considered the
comments and concerns of public agencies, property owners, and members of the
public who are potentially affected by the adoption of the proposed fees, and also
considered City staff's report regarding the proposed fees.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AS FOLLOWS:

1. The fees, as seen below, have been deemed necessary to cover the cost of staff
time to process and issue the items below.

Item Fee
Filming Pemmit ,.c...ossssiirissiissmimasas s $225.00
Landmark Designation Permit .............c..ooiiieeiiiicnicennn. $1,095.00

Landmark Modification Permit .............ccovvieiiniiiniiinnennn. $225.00



Landmark Demolition Permit .............coooviriiiiiiinnnn. $1,095.00
Finding of Public Convenience or Necessity ......... SU— $155.00

2. A recommendation shall be forwarded to the Oroville City Council that the
General Rule Exemption; Title 14, CCR, §15061(b)(3), is the appropriate level of
environmental review in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA) and Guidelines; and

3. A recommendation shall be forwarded to the Oroville City Council that the above
fees should be adopted.

*rkkRtrhkrhik

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting held
on February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk
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EXHIBIT - C

CITY OF OROVILLE

ORDINANCE NO. 1592

AN ORDINANCE RECODIFYING ORDINANCE NO. 1529 ESTABLISHING A FILM
PERMIT PROCESS AS ARTICLE IX OF CHAPTER 22 OF

THE OROVILLE CITY CODE

The Council of the City of Oroville do ORDAIN as follows:

SECTION ONE:

Ordinance No. 1529 establishing a film permit
process is hereby re-codified as Article IX of
Chapter 22 of the Oroville City Code, to read as

"Article IX.

Sec. 22-901.

A

Sec. 22-902

A,

‘ follows:
Film Permit Process.
Definitions.
‘Motion picture, television, still photography” shall mean and

include all activity attendant to staging or shooting commercial
motion pictures, television shows or programs, and commercials.

"Charitable films" shall mean commercials, motion pictures,
television, video tapes, or still photography produced by a
nonprofit organization, which qualifies under Section 501(c)(3) of
the Internal Revenue Code as a charitable organization. No
person, directly or indirectly, shall receive a profit from the
marketing and production of the film or from showing the films,
tapes or photos.

"News media" shall mean the filming or video taping for the
purpose of spontaneous, unplanned television news broadcast by
reporters, photographers or cameramen.

"User fee" shall mean the fee charged for use of public property
for filming purposes,

"Permit fee" shall mean the fee charged for the actual processing
of a ilm permit on either private or public property.

Permits and Exemptions.

Permit required: No person shall use any public or private
property, facility or residence for the purpose of taking
commercial motion pictures or television pictures or commercial
still photography W1thout first applying for and receiving a permit
from the City of Oroville.
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Sec. 22-903

A.

Exemptions.

1) News Media: The provisions of this Chapter shall not
apply to or affect reporters, photographers or cameramen
in the employ of a newspaper, news service, or similar
entity engaged in on-the-spot broadcasting of news events
concerning those persons, scenes or occurrences which
are in the news and of general public interest.

2) Private Use: The filming or video taping of motion pictures
solely for private-family use.

3)  Cable Access Corporation: The filming or video taping by
any cable access corporation.

4) Public Entities: The filming or video taping by a public
entity on its own premises or property.

Charitable Films. An applicant or project which qualifies under
Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code as a charity, must
provide the City with documentation of such charitable status,
If proven, they may apply for and receive a "no fee" permit
provided the applicant or project complies with all other
provisions of this chapter.

Applicants and Issuance

Issuing Authority. The issuing authority shall be the City
Administrator or its designee.

Applications. Applicants shall be required to complete an
application form prescribed by the City Administrator. The
application shall include information deemed necessary by the
Director of Finance. ,

Fees. Permit fees shall be imposed which reasonably reflect the
City's actual permit processing costs.

y

Public property use fees shall be imposed which reasonably
reflect actual costs to the City incurred by the use of the public

property.

Reimbursement for Personnel. The production company shall
reimburse the City for any personnel provided to the company
(ie., police, fire, traffic) at City’s expense for the purpose of
assisting this production.
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Sec. 22-904.

A.

Rules and Requlations

Change of Date. Upon the request of the applicant, the issuing
authority shall have the power, upon a showing of good cause,
to change the permit issue date provided established limitations
are complied with in respect to time and location.

Rules. The City Administrator or its designee is hereby
authorized and directed to promulgate rules and regulations,
subject to approval by Resolution of the Council, governing the
form, time and location of any film activity set forth within the
City. The issuing authority shall also provide for the issuance
of permits. ’I'h.e rules and regulations are as follows:

1) Advance Notice for Approval: An applicant will be
required to submit a permit request at least three (3)
working days prior to the date on which such person
desires to conduct an activity for which a permit is
required. If such activity interferes with traffic or involves
potential public safety hazards, an application may. be
required at least five (5) working days in advance.

2) Clean Up: The permittee shall conduct Operations in an
orderly fashion with continuous attention to the storage of
equipment not in use and the cleanup of trash and debris.
The area used shall be cleaned of trash and debris upon
completion of shooting at the scene and restored to the
original condition before leaving the site.

3) Filming on Private Property: An applicant is reciﬁired to

obtain and show proof prior to the issuance of a permit of
the property owner's permission, consent and/or lease for
use of property now owned or controlled by the City.

¢

4) Flood Control: Applicants must obtain appropriate permits
from the Butte County Flood Control District or the United
States Army Corps of Engineers when filming in a flood
control channel. An applicant must vacate a channel when
a permit indicates that they do so because of water
releases. When filming in or on flood control properties,
the permitting agency must be named as an additional
insured on the liability insurance certificate.

5) Public Works Dgpartments (Roads and Streets): Applicant
shall obtain permission from the City if applicant must
park equipment, trucks and/or cars in zones that do not

3
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6)

7)

normally permit parking. Applicant shall be responsible
for posting all signs, delineations, barricades, etc.,, where
required by the City in order to accommodate such
parking. Applicant must obtain permission from the City
to string cable across sidewalks or to run cable from a
generator to a service point. Applicant shall not block
driveways without obtaining written permission from the
property owner.

Traffic Control: For filming that will impair traffic flow,
applicant shall use California Highway Patrel, Butte County
Sheriff or local law enforcement bersonnel to assist in

" traffic control and shall comply with all traffic control

requirements.

a) Applicant shall furnish and install advance warning
signs and any other traffic control devices in
conformance with the Work Area Traffic Handbook.
All appropriate safety precautions shall be taken.

b) Upon approval from City, traffic may be restricted to
one 23-foot lane of traffic and/or stopped
intermittently. The period of time that traffic may
be restricted will be determined by City based on
location.

c) Traffic shall not be detoured across a double line
without prior approval of the appropriate department
representative.

d) Unless authorized by City and/or the local law
enforcement agency, the camera cars shall be driven
in the direction of traffic and must observe all traffic
laws.

e) Any emergency road work or construction by City
or County crews and/or private contractors, under
permit or contract to the appropriate department,
and all emergency vehicles shall have priority over
filming activities. '

Parking Lots: When parking in a parking lot, applicant
may be billed .according to the current rate schedule
established by City. In order to assure the safety of
citizens in the surrounding community, access roads which
Serve as emergency service roads must never be blocked.

4
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Sec. 22-905. Liability Provisions:

A. Liability Insurance. Before a permit is issued, a certificate of
insurance will be required in an amount not exceeding $1,000,000
naming City as an additionally insured party for protection
against claims of third persons for personal injuries, wrongful
deaths and property damage. The certificate shall not be subject
to cancellation or modification until after thirty (30) days actual
written notice to City. A copy of the certificate shall be filed
with the City Administrator.

B. Workers' Compensation Insurance. Applicant shall conform to

all applicable Federal and State requirements for Workers'
Compensation Insurance for all persons operating under a permit.

C. Hold Harmless Agreement: Applicant shall execute a hold
harmless agreement as provided by City prior to the issuance of

a permit under this Ordinance.

D. Faithful Performance Bond: To ensure cleanup and restoration
of the site, applicant may be required to post a refundable
faithful performance bond (amount to be determined) at the time
an application is submitted. Upon completion of filming and
upon cleanup and restoration of the site to the satisfaction of
City, the bond shall be returned to the applicant.

Sec. 22-906. Violation.

If applicant violates any provision of this Ordinance Or a permit issued
pursuant thereto, the City of Oroville may cancel the permit. Violation
of the terms and conditions of a film permit or of any provision of this
Chapter is punishable as a misdemeanor."

SECTION TWO: The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this
Ordinance and cause same to be published in the
manner required by the Charter.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Oroville

at a meeting of March 5, 19996 by the following vote:
AYES: Fairbanks, Geddis, Lightle, Morgan, Wilson, Thomas, Diver
NOES: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None
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APPROVED AS TO

ATTEST:

FO

City Clerk

City Attorney

4)




EXkiBIT-2

C. Application.
Application for a zoning clearance shall be made in a form prescribed by the Zoning Administrator.
The application shall be accompanied by any materials that are necessary to verify compliance with
this chapter's requirements, including but not limited to site plans and written descriptions of the
proposed uses and activities, as well as any fee established by resolution of the City Council.

D. Review and Approval.
The Zoning Administrator shall approve the zoning clearance upon verifying that the proposed
structure or use complies with all applicable requirements of this chapter.

E. Form of Zoning Clearance.

A zoning clearance may be issued as a stamp or seal of approval on a set of building plans, a
signature on a City approval document, or in another form approved by the Zoning Administrator.

26-50.040 Landmarks.

A. Landmark Designation Criteria.
Any site or improvement to a site may be designated as a landmark if it retains its historic integrity
and meets one or more of the following criteria:
1. It is designated as a California Historical Landmark, or it is listed on the National Register of
Historic Places.
It appears on a City inventory of historic resources.
It exemplifies or reflects elements of the City’s history.
It has special aesthetic or artistic qualities that are of historic value.
It is identified with historic persons or with important events in local, State or naticnal history.
It embodies distinguished architectural characteristics valuable for study of a period, style,
method of construction or cultural characteristic.
7. ltis a valuable example of indigenous materials or craftsmanship.

B. Landmark Designation Process.
Landmark designations shall be granted and revoked by the City Council as follows:

1. Any owner may request the designation of an improvement as a landmark, or the revocation or
modification of a landmark designation, by submitting an application to the Historic Advisory
Commission. The application shall be in a form established by the Zoning Administrator and
accompanied by a fee established by resolution of the City Council. In addition, the application
shall identify the specific portions of the improvement that are proposed for designation as a
landmark.

2. Public hearings on the application shall be held before the Historic Advisory Commission in an
advisory capacity, and the City Council for a final decision, in accordance with the procedure for
amendments and rezonings, as specified in Section 26-56.100 of this chapter. The hearing
before the Historic Advisory Commission shall be held within 90 days of filing the application.

3. When considering the application, the Historic Advisory Commission and City Council shall
consider the landmark designation criteria provided in this section.

4. Al landmark designations shall identify the specific portions of the site or improvement that are
designated for protection as a landmark.

C. Duty to Maintain.

1. Any person who owns or controls any landmark or landmark site shall regularly maintain the site,
and its buildings and structures, at a level that clearly ensures the continued availability of the
buildings, structures and premises for lawful, reasonable uses and prevents deterioration,
dilapidation and decay of the buildings, structures and premises. This maintenance requirement
shall apply to the exterior portions of buildings and structures; any interior portion that is

SN RSN
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specifically identified in the landmark designation as a protected feature; and any interior portions
that must be maintained in order to prevent the deterioration of the exterior.

2. Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to prevent the ordinary maintenance or repair of any
exterior improvement or exterior architectural feature that does not involve a change in design or
materials.

D. Modification and Demolition.

1. A landmark shall not be modified without first obtaining a landmark modification permit, as
provided in Section 26-50.050 of this chapter.

2. A landmark shall not be demolished without first obtaining a landmark demolition permit, as
provided in Section 26-50.060 of this chapter.

26-50.050 Landmark modification permits.

A. Purpose.
The purpose of requiring landmark modification permits is to ensure that alterations to landmarks and
landmark sites do not adversely affect their historic character.

B. Applicability.
A landmark modification permit shall be required for any restoration, rehabilitation or alteration that

would change the exterior appearance or otherwise affect the historic significance of any of the
following:

1. Any structure or site that is designated as a California Historical Landmark, or is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places.

2. Landmark buildings, structures or sites.

3. Buildings, structures or improvements that are identified in a City of Oroville historic survey for a
Downtown Historic Overlay (DH-O) district, provided as follows:

a. If the subject improvement has not previously been evaluated to determine whether it is a
contributing feature of the DH-O district, the Historic Advisory Commission shall make
this determination as provided in Section 26-42.040 of this chapter.

b. A landmark modification permit shall be required only for contributing features of the DH-O
district.
C. Rights Granted.

A landmark modification permit authorizes its holder to apply for any building permits or other permits
that are necessary to modify a specified building, structure or significant feature. A landmark
modification permit shall not be construed to grant the rights that are provided by a building permit,
grading permit or any other permit.

D. Discretionary Action.

Any determination regarding a landmark modification permit shall be considered a discretionary
action and shall be subject to all applicable provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

E. Procedure.

The procedure to apply for and issue a landmark modification permit shall be as specified for
development review in Section 26-53 of this chapter, except as follows:

1. An application for a landmark modification permit shall be considered in light of the following
criteria:

a. Whether the proposed change, including its design and materials, is consistent with the
historic period of the landmark.

b. Whether the proposed change is compatible with any adjacent or nearby landmarks.
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¢. Whether the proposed change destroys or diminishes an important feature of the
landmark.

d. Whether the proposed change conforms to the most recent edition of the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, published by the United
States Department of the Interior.

e. Whether the proposed change conforms to any design guidelines for landmarks or historic
structures that have been adopted by the City Council.

2. An application for development review may be combined with an application for a landmark
modification permit.

F. Violations and Penalties.

Any person or entity that alters any landmark or landmark site for which a landmark modification
permit is required without first obtaining that permit shall be deemed guilty of an infraction, and upon
conviction shall be punished by a fine not to exceed $1,000. Each day on which the violation is
committed or permitted to continue shall constitute a separate offense and shall be punishable as
such under the provisions of this section.

26-50.060 Landmark demolition permits.

A. Purpose.

The purpose of requiring landmark demolition permits is to help prevent, to the extent that it is
reasonable, the demolition of any City, State or federal landmark.

B. Applicability.
A landmark demolition permit shall be obtained before a demolition permit is issued for any of the
following:

1. Any structure or site that is designated as a California Historical Landmark, or is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places.

2. Landmark buildings, structures or sites.

3. Buildings, structures or improvements that are identified in a City of Oroville historic survey for a
Downtown Historic Overlay (DH-O) district, provided as follows:

a. If the subject improvement has not previously been evaluated to determine whether it is a
contributing feature of the DH-O district, the Historic Advisory Commission shall make
this determination as provided in Section 26-42.040 of this chapter.

b. A landmark demolition permit shall be required only for contributing features of the DH-O
district.

C. Rights Granted.

A landmark demolition permit is a land use entitlement that authorizes its holder to apply for a
demolition permit for a specified landmark. A landmark demolition permit shall not be construed to
grant the rights that are provided by a demolition permit.

D. Exemption for Dangerous Buildings.

The requirements of this section shall not apply to any building that the Building Official or Fire
Marshal determines is dangerous to the health and safety of the building occupants, neighbors or
general public, and consequently should be demolished immediately. The Building Official or Fire
Marshal shall set forth in writing the reasons for his or her determination that immediate demolition is
warranted.

E. Economic Evidence.

In order to demonstrate that there is no feasible economic use of the building or structure to be
demolished, all applications for a landmark demolition permit shall include economic evidence as
follows:
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1. For all properties, the following information shall be provided:
a. The amount paid for the subject property.

b. The date of purchase; the party from whom the subject property was purchased; and a
description of the business or family relationship, if any, between the owner and the party
from whom the subject property was purchased.

c¢. The cost of any improvements since purchase by the applicant, and the date when each
cost was incurred.

d. The assessed value of the subject property and its improvements, according to the most
recent assessments.

e. Amount of real estate taxes for the previous 2 years.

f. Amount of annual debt service, if any, for the previous 2 years.

g. All appraisals obtained within the previous 5 years by the owner or applicant in connection
with the purchase, financing or ownership of the subject property.

h. Any listing of the property for sale or rent, including the price asked and the offers
received, if any.

i. Any consideration by the owner for profitable and adaptive uses for the property, including
renovation studies, plans and bids, if any.

2. For income-producing properties, the following additional information shall be provided:

a. Annual gross income from the property for the previous 4 years.

b. ltemized operating and maintenance expenses for the previous 4 years.

¢. Annual cash flow for the previous 4 years.

F. Application.
Application for a landmark demolition permit shall be made in a form prescribed by the Zoning
Administrator and accompanied by a fee established by resolution of the City Council. Only the owner
of the site may apply for a landmark demolition permit.

G. Initial Review.
Upon the filing of an application for a landmark demolition permit, the Zoning Administrator shall verify
that the activity to be performed requires a demolition permit and is subject to obtaining a landmark
demolition permit. After any required environmental review has been performed, the Zoning
Administrator shall submit the application to the Historic Advisory Commission.

H. Required Findings.
1. The Historic Advisory Commission shall not issue a landmark demolition permit unless it finds

that the owner has demonstrated all of the following, based on substantial evidence:

a. There is no feasible economic use of the building or structure, as demonstrated by the
economic evidence submitted with the permit application.

b. It is not possible or practical to renovate the building or structure so that it can provide a
feasible economic use.

c. The property cannot be sold or leased at a reasonable price to a buyer or tenant who
would retain the building or structure.

d. The building or structure cannot be moved to another site without compromising the
building’s historic integrity or adversely affecting public utilities or trees; or the owner of
the building or structure has made an offer to move the building, in accordance with the
requirements of this section, and the offer has not been accepted.

2. Any Historic Advisory Commission action regarding the issuance of a landmark demolition permit
may be appealed, as provided in Section 26-56.100 of this chapter. (Ord. 1762)

3. Any determination regarding a landmark demolition permit shall be considered a discretionary
action and shall be subject to all applicable provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).
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l. Offer to Move Requirements.

Whenever required by this section, the owner of a building that is proposed for demolition shall offer

any member of the public the opportunity to move a building or structure from a landmark or landmark

site.

1. At least 1 notice of the "offer to move" shall be published in a daily newspaper of local circulation.
The notice shall be in a form approved by the Zoning Administrator and shall contain a statement
that the building is being made available to any member of the public free of charge, or for a
nominal cost based upon the building’s salvage value, and must be moved at the taker’s
expense.

a. The offer contained in the notice shall remain outstanding for a period of 30 days.

b. The offer contained in the notice shall be conditioned upon the acceptor's agreement to
remove the building in its entirety, along with any associated debris, from the site, no later
than 90 days from the date of publication of the notice; however, nothing shall preclude
the owner of the building and the acceptor from mutually agreeing to a longer period of
time.

2. If an offer to move the building is accepted by any member of the public, the City shall process
the necessary permits to accommodate the moving of the building.

J. Expiration.
A landmark demolition permit shall be valid for 1 year after the date when it is issued; provided,
however, that if a demolition permit is obtained before the landmark demolition permit expires, the
landmark demolition permit shall be valid untit the demolition permit expires.

K. Appeals.
Any action regarding the issuance or denial of a landmark demolition permit may be appealed as
provided in Section 26-56.100 of this chapter. (Ord.1762)

L. Violations and Penalties.

Any person or entity that demolishes any building or structure for which a landmark demolition permit
is required without first obtaining that permit in accordance with the provisions of this section shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor, punishable by a $1,000 fine and/or 6 months in the County jail. In addition,
no building permit shall be issued for any development on the former landmark’s site for a period of 5
years from the date the violation occurs; provided, however, that if necessary to protect health and
safety, a permit may be issued for development that does not exceed the square footage or site
coverage of the original structure, and that does not involve a change of use.

26-50.070 Tree removal permits.

A. Purpose.

The purpose of requiring tree removal permits is to preserve the City’s mature trees by placing

appropriate restrictions on their removal, while also allowing the removal of trees when necessary to

protect the health, safety and welfare of the public.
B. Application.

1. Application for a tree removal permit shall be made in a form prescribed by the Zoning
Administrator and accompanied by a fee established by resolution of the City Council. Only the
owner of the site may apply for a tree removal permit.

2. The application for a tree removal permit shall include a map depicting the location, size and type
of all trees within or immediately adjacent to the subject property. The map shall also depict any
permanent buildings or structures on the subject property.

3. The review authority for a tree removal permit shall be determined as follows:
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FIRE DEPARTMENT

Section A — Plan Review/Construction Inspection

Fee Type Code # Fee
Construction
Civil Plans
Design Review 4670-2000 $434.00
Fire & life safety for building compliance
Plan Review 4670-2000 20% of the Building
plan check fee
Inspection 4281-2000 $325.00
Fire Protection Systems
Kitchen hood system plan review and inspection
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $184.00
Underground Fire lines plan review and inspection
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection (Includes old Fire Hydrant permit) 4281-2000 $265.00
New construction sprinkler system plan review
inspection
1-200 sprinklers
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $265.00
201 + sprinklers
Plan Review 4670-2000 $371.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $368.00
Add Y2 hour per each floor over ground floor 4281-2000 $49.00
Add 2 hour per each fire sprinkler riser 4281-2000 $49.00
Tenant improvement sprinkler system plan review
and inspection
1-50 sprinklers
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $184.00
51 + sprinklers
Plan Review 4670-2000 $323.00
Inspection 4281-2000 265.00
Residential SFD and Duplex fire sprinkler system
plan review and inspection
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $184.00
Fire alarm system plan review
Plan Review 4670-2000 $323.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $226.00
Sprinkler water flow data collection (per customer $164.00
request)
Compressed gas systems
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $164.00




High-pile storage

Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $164.00
Paint and spray booth
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $164.00
Temp structures, Tents, Canopies
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $164.00
Above ground tank installation
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $164.00
Below ground tank installation/removal
Plan Review 4670-2000 $226.00
Inspection 4281-2000 $164.00
Technical reports/alternate material request 4280-2000 $291.00
Special plan review (expedite) 4670-2000 $146 per hour
Re-inspection fees 4281-2000 $96.00
Aerosol pro.ducts exceedi'ng 500 1bs. 4780-2000 $155.00
Manufacturing or packaging only
Amusement buildings
Haunted Houses and similar activity per bldg QES0S2000 2202200
Aviation servicing or repair buildings (Per Airport) 4280-2000 $202.00
Cellulose nitrate film
Per facility, manufacturing, cabinet shop, mill AEEZ000 135800
Combustible fibers (Manufacturing, cotton, straw, etc.) 4280-2000 $202.00
Compressed gases
CFC Article 30, in excess of 501bs or 1 mobile unit A250-2000 $155.00
Covered mall buildings (CBC Defined, per mall) 4280-2000 $310.00
Cryogenic fluids (Per site, liquid nitrogen or similar) 4280-2000 $155.00
Cutting and welding
Per site, single activity/mobile operations see “Hot 4280-2000 $202.00
Work”
Carnivals, circus, fairs** (Per event**) 4280-2000 $202.00
Dry cleaning plants (Not to include retail stores) 4280-2000 $202.00
Exhibits and trade shows (Per event) 4280-2000 $202.00
Explosives or blasting agents (Per facility, event or site) 4280-2000 $202.00
Fireworks retail stand (non-profit per City Code Ch 10- $0
8)
Fireworks retail stand clean up fee (Per site) 4280-2000 $140.00
Fireworks p}lblic display . 4980-2000 $202.00
Per event, airborne or explosive
Fireworks special pyrotechnic effects (Per event) 4280-2000 $310.00
Flammable or combustible liquids 4280-2000 $155.00
Per site, above ground storage
Floor refinishing with Class I or II liquids
(old classification: Bowling Alley Refinishing) 4280-2000 $155.00
Per site, above ground storage
Fruit and crop ripening with ethylene gas (Per site) 4280-2000 $155.00
Fumigation permit (Per building) 4280-2000 $155.00




Hazardous materials storage, dispense, use of handling

. 4280-2000 $202.00
Per site
Hazardous waste generator
Per site, in conjunction with haz material storage 4280-2000 $155.00
HPM facilities (Per site) 4280-2000 $202.00
High-pile storage (Per site, CFC class I-IV materials) 4280-2000 $202.00
Hot works operations (Per day per site - temporary uses) 4280-2000 $155.00
Industrial ovens (Per site, cement, powder coating, etc) 4280-2000 $155.00
Lumper yards processing > 100,000 board feet 4980-2000 $202.00
Per site and parcel
LPG (Per site, excludes R-3 & R-1 dwellings) 4280-2000 $155.00
Magnesium (Per site) 4280-2000 $155.00
Misc.combustible storage in excess of 2500 cubic feet 4280-2000 $202.00
Per site
Open flame, torches, candles
Per event (not in conjunction with #10 or #27 4280-2000 $155.00
Organic coating (Per site) 4280-2000 $155.00
Pyro_xyl?n plastics (Per site, manufacturing and/or 4280-2000 $155.00
application)
Refrigeration equipment regulated by chapter 6 (Per 4980-2000 $202.00
site, excludes R-1 and R-3 occupancies)
Roof top heliports Per platform 4280-2000 $155.00
Spra)'/ing and dipping (Per site, auto body, plating, acid 4980-2000 $202.00
washing, etc)
Storage of scrap tires and tire rebuilding plants (Per site, 4280-2000 $202.00
includes auto salvage yards)
R Occupancies
Multi-Unit Residential, 3 to 5 Units 4281-2000 $107.00
Multi-Unit Residential, 6 to 10 Units 4281-2000 $160.50
Multi-Unit Residential, 11 to 20 Units 4281-2000 $214.00
Multi-Unit Residential, 21 to 40 Units 4281-2000 $321.00
Multi-Unit Residential, 41 or more Units 4281-2000 $428.00
Pre-inspection — Residential care facilities Per site 4281-2000 $50.00
Large family day care R-3 Per site 4281-2000 $202.00
A Occupancies, (Assembly) 4281-2000 $107.00
B Occupancies, (Business) 1 to1500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $26.75
B Occupancies, (Business) 1,501 to 5,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $53.50
B Occupancies, (Business) 5,001 to 12,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $80.25
B Occupancies, (Business) 12,001 to 24,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $107.00
B Occupancies, (Business) 2,001 to 2,500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $133.75
B Occupancies, (Business) 24,001 and Larger Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $160.50
B Occupancies, (Business) 3,001 to 3,500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $187.25
B Occupancies, (Business) 3,501 to 4,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $214.00
B Occupancies, (Business) 4,001 to 4,500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $240.75
B Occupancies, (Business) 4,501 to 5,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $267.50
C Occupancies, Camps, organized Per site 4281-2000 $107.00
E Occupancies, (example Educational) Per campus 4281-2000 $107.00
F Occupancies, (example Factory) 4281-2000 $214.00
H Occupancies Per building, fuel storage, chemical 4281-2000 $202.00

process




I Occupancies (example Hospital) Per building 4281-2000 $310.00
L Occupancies (example Laboratories) Per building 4281-2000 $107.00
M Occupancies, (Mercantile)1 to 1500 Sq. Ft. or less 4281-2000 $26.75
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 1,501 to 5,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $53.50
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 5,001 to 12,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $80.25
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 12,001 to 24,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $107.00
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 2,001 to 2,500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $133.75
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 24,001 and Larger Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $160.50
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 3,001 to 3,500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $187.25
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 3,501 to 4,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $214.00
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 4,001 to 4,500 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $240.75
M Occupancies, (Mercantile) 4,501 to 5,000 Sq. Ft. 4281-2000 $267.50
S Occupancies, (Storage) 4281-2000 $107.00
U Occupancies, (Utility and Miscellaneous) 4281-2000 $107.00
Annual Fire Company Inspection Per hour or fraction 4281-2000 $155.00
thereof
Additional Inspections Per hour or fraction thereof 4781-2000 %?Q.OO aﬂer
2" inspection
Burn Permits 4280-2000 $10.00
Code compliance inspection 4281-2000 $135.00
Emergency DUI response Cost
Fire report 4280-2000 20.00
Garbage abatement Cost
Fire watch service 4670-2000 $135 per hour per
person
False alarm cost recovery after 3™ false alarm 4670-2000 Cost
Weed Abatement 4670-2000 Cost
EMS response per quarter hour 4670-2000 $18.34
EMS medical response/extrication 4670-2000 $36.38
Hospital ride along 4670-2000 $50.00
Public Service call 4670-2000 $50.00
Fire Investigation 4670-2000 $60.00
Hazardous Material response 4670-2000 $22.50
Contamination remediation 4670-2000 $500.00




PARKS & TREES DEPARTMENT

Fee Type Code # Fee

CULTURAL FACILITES ADMISSION FEE SCHEDULE

Admissions to C. F. Lott Home Museum

General Admission (12 years or older) 4630-5005-501 $3.00
AAA Discount Admission 4630-5005-501 $2.50
Adult Group Admission (15 people or more) 4630-5005-501 $2.50
Children under 12 years o

a Free

(when accompanied by a paying adult)

School tour fees

One class of 31 to 6" Grade Students (Max. 35) 4630-5005-501 $20

Adult Chaperones (Maximum 1 per 5 students) n/a Included (Free)

Additional chaperones 4630-5005-501 $2.50 each

Below 3™ Grade n/a No Admittance

School classes above 6" grade 4630-5005-501 | $ 2.50 each person
Admissions to Chinese Temple Complex & Museum

General Admission (12 years or older) 4631-5005-502 $ 3.00

AAA Discount Admission 4631-5005-502 $2.50

Adult Group Admission (15 people or more) 4631-5005-502 $2.50

Children under 12 years A Free

(when accompanied by a paying adult)

School tour fees

One class of 31 to 6! Grade Students (Max. 35) 4631-5005-502 $20
Adult Chaperones (Maximum 1 per 5 students) n/a Included (Free)
Additional chaperones 4631-5005-502 $2.50 each
Below 3" Grade n/a No Admittance
School classes above 6" grade 4631-5005-502 | $ 2.50 each person

Admissions to Bolt’s Antique Tool Museum
General Admission (12 years or older) 4632-5015 $3.00
AAA Discount Admission 4632-5015 $2.50
Adult Group Admission (15 people or more) 4632-5015 $2.50
Children under 12 years o

a Free

(when accompanied by a paying adult)

School tour fees

One class of 31 to 61 Grade Students (Max. 35) 4632-5015 $20
Adult Chaperones (Maximum 1 per 5 students) n/a Included (Free)
Additional chaperones 4632-5015 $2.50 each
Below 3" Grade n/a No Admittance
School classes above 6™ grade 4632-5015 $ 2.50 each person
Admissions to Butte County Pioneer Memorial Museum
General Admission (12 years or older) 4633-5010 $ 3.00
AAA Discount Admission 4633-5010 $2.50
Adult Group Admission (15 people or more) 4633-5010 $2.50
Children under 12 years o Free
(when accompanied by a paying adult)




School tour fees

One class of 31 to 6t Grade Students (Max. 35) 4633-5010 $20

Adult Chaperones (Maximum 1 per 5 students) n/a Included (Free)
Additional chaperones 4633-5010 $2.50 each
Below 3" Grade n/a No Admittance
School classes above 6™ grade 4633-5010 $ 2.50 each person

Admissions to Feather River Nature Center

General Admission (12 years or older)

4632-5005-513

No fee at Present

AAA Discount Admission

4632-5005-513

No fee at Present

Adult Group Admission (15 people or more)

4632-5005-513

No fee at Present

Children under 12 years

(when accompanied by a paying adult) wa Ffree
School tour fees

One class of 34 to 6t Grade Students (Max. 35) 4632-5005-513 $20

Adult Chaperones (Maximum 1 per 5 students) n/a Included (Free)

Additional chaperones 4632-5005-513 $2.50 each

Below 3" Grade n/a No Admittance

School classes above 6" grade

4632-5005-513

$ 2.50 each person

Park Use Rental Fees

Sank Park/Lott Home

Rental fees for this park are for 8 hours maximum,; park must be vacated by 9:00 pm

Wedding Only---Gazebo & Nancy Price Room

City Residents 4630-5005-501 $ 250
Non-Resident 4630-5005-501 $ 280
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Cleaning Deposit 620-2525 $ 150
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4630-5005-501 $42

Alcohol Permit

4630-5005-501

$71/hr, min. 3 hours

Reception Only—Patio & Kitchen

City Residents 4630-5005-501 $ 250
Non-Resident 4630-5005-501 $ 280
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Cleaning Deposit 620-2525 $ 150
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4630-5005-501 $42

Alcohol Permit

4630-5005-501

$71/hr, min. 3 hours

Fee Type

Code #

Fee

Wedding & Reception—Patio, Kitchen, Gazebo & Nancy Price Room

City Residents 4630-5005-501 $ 500
Non-Resident 4630-5005-501 $ 575
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Cleaning Deposit 620-2525 $ 150
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4630-5005-501 $42

Alcohol Permit

4630-5005-501

$71/hr, min. 3 hours

General Group Use

Fundraiser/Event with Admission Charge |

4630-5005-501

$ 350




Kitchen Rental

4630-5005-501

$ 75

Coach Room (Per Person) 4630-5005-501 $ 2
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Cleaning Deposit 620-2525 $ 150
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4630-5005-501 $42

Alcohol Permit

4630-5005-501

$71/hr, min. 3 hours

Centennial Plaza

Electricity is the only amenity offered—no rest rooms!

Wedding and/or Reception 4632-5005-540 $ 125
Key Deposit (for electrical box) Held & Returned $ 25
Hammon Park
General Park Fee up to 4 hours 4632-5005-507 $ 40
Each addition hour 4632-5005-507 $ 10
Fundraiser 4632-5005-507 $ 225
Elementary School Events n/a Free
Alcohol Permit 4632-5005-507 $71/hr, min. 3 hours
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4632-5005-507 $42
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 25
Water Spigot Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Rotary Park
General Park Fee up to 4 hours 4632-5005-505 $ 40
Each addition hour 4632-5005-505 $ 10
Fundraiser 4632-5005-505 $ 225
Elementary School Events n/a Free
Rotary Club events at Rotary Park n/a Free
Alcohol Permit 4632-5005-505 $71/hr, min. 3 hours
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4632-5005-505 $42
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 25
Water Spigot Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Hewitt Park
Bocce Ball Equipment deposit 4632-5005-504 $ 50

(Ball set available at City Hall)

No Reservations taken until
Fees listed below will

Hewitt Park Remodel is Completed
become effective at that time.

General Park Fee up to 4 hours 4632-5005-504 $ 40
Each addition hour 4632-5005-504 $ 10
Fundraiser 4632-5005-504 $ 225
Elementary School Events n/a Free
Alcohol Permit 4632-5005-504 $71/hr, min. 3 hours
Amplification Permit---PA Systems 4632-5005-504 $42
Key Deposit Held & Returned $ 25
Water Spigot Deposit Held & Returned $ 75
Oroville Municipal Auditorium
Rental for first 12 hours inc. 1 staff person for 8 hrs 4632-5005-MA1 $ 625
Staff person per hour after first 8 hours 4632-5005-MA1 $ 35
Additional staff person per hour (Min. 1 required) 4632-5005-MA1 $ 35
Refundable Cleaning/Security Deposit 620-2500 $ 500

Alcohol Permit

4632-5005-MA1

$71/hr, min. 3 hours




State Theatre Performing Arts Center

Note: State Theatre Fees are under consideration for revision (5-8-13)

Rental for first 12 hours inc. 1 staff person for 8 hrs 4600-5005-ST2 $ 400
Staff person per hour after first 8 hours 4600-5005-ST2 $ 35
Additional staff person per hour (Min. 1 required) 4600-5005-ST2 $ 35
Refundable Cleaning/Security Deposit 620-2500 $ 500

Alcohol Permit

4600-5005-ST2

$71/hr, min. 3 hours




DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
BUILDING DIVISION

The minimum permit fee for any single or combination permit is:
($83.00) when one inspection is required
($166.00) when two inspections are required

Miscellaneous Permit Fees

Fee Type Code # Fee
The following list of various types of fees due when receiving a permit and/or services
Standard hourly rate $83.00
Permit Issuance Fee (per each permit) 4290-2990 $15.00
Plan Retention Fee (per each set of plans) 4290-2990 $15.00
Technology Cost Recovery Fee to be charged at each Plan Review Fee x 6%
) -y s 116-4666-7660 .
permit application and issuance Permit Fee x 6%
Strong Motion Instrumentation Program (SMIP) Fee
Residential 6202520 Valuation x .00010
Commercial 6202520 Valuation x .00021

g $1.00 per $25,000 of
Green Building Fee 6202509 the Permit Valuation

Other Department Fees: Please contact the appropriate departments to determine the applicable fees (Fire,
Environmental Health, Public Works, Planning, Local School District, Local Service District, & Feather River
Parks & Recreation District)

Fire Project Review and Inspection Fees

Administrative fee for all fire project review submittals

(sprinklers, commercial kitchen hood extinguishing 4290-2990 $42.00
systems, fire alarm systems, etc) (minimum Y2 hour)

Burn Permit Fee 4280-2000 $10.86
Fire  Works Permit Administrative Fee (if $166.00
processed/issued by the Development Services 4290-2990

Department; minimum 2 hours)

See the Oroville Fire Department Fee Schedule for a complete list of fees related to fire project review and
inspection.

Development Impact Fees; these fees are applicable for new residential construction, new commercial
construction, and additions to existing commercial buildings. See fee table for a complete list of fees.

Miscellaneous Department Fees

Business License Occupancy Inspection Fee (minimum 4220-2990 $83.00
1 hour)

Bu'su'less License Occupancy Submittal/Processing Fee 4290-2990 $42.00
(minimum 2 hour)

First Time Homebuyer’s Inspection Fee (minimum 1 4220-2990 $83.00
hour)

Re-inspection fee for Business License Occupancy or 4220-2990 $83.00
First Time Homebuyer’s Inspection (minimum 1 hour)

Encroachment Permit Administrative Processing Fee 4290-2990 $15.00
;Zd}:lgﬁi)sing (new or re-addressing), per hour (minimum 4290-2990 $42.00




Temporary Certificate of Occupancy 4220-2990 $166.00
Certificate of Occupancy Document 4290-2990 $10.00
Plan review fee (minimum %2 hour) 4665-2990 $42.00
Geotechnical Review Fee (minimum 1 hour) 4665-2990 $83.00
Site Inspection (minimum 1 hour) 4220-2990 $83.00
Requested- Spemal Inspection per hour or fraction 4220-2990 $83.00
thereof (minimum 1 hour)
Alt'er.natlve Methods and Materials Review per hour 4665-2990 $42.00
(minimum %2 hour)
Photocopy of documents fee; 8 '%"x117= $0.25;
117x177= $1.10; 187”x26”= $1.15; 24"x367= §$1.25;
247x42” and larger= $1.30 (all amounts listed are per 4290-2990
sheet copied)
Fee Type Code # Fee

Specialized reviews and requests 4665-2990 Actual Cost
Certified A(;cc.ess Specialist Program (CASp) inspection 4220-2990 $83.00
per hour (minimum 1 hour)
Certified Access S‘p§(:1ahs‘[l Program (CASp) inspection 4290-2990 $42.00
report per hour (minimum ‘2 hour)
Certified Access Specialist Program (CASp) Certificate 4290-2990 $50.00
Demolition, per building 4220-2990 $83.00
Demolition, per building if a structure pre-measure is 4220-2990 $166.00
requested
Regldentlal swimming pool, spa, or hot tub plan 4665-2990 $83.00
review, per hour (minimum 1 hour)
Residential swimming pool or spa permit 4220-2990 $415.00
Residential swimming pool addition or remodel permit 4220-2990 $249.00
Residential spa or hot tub permit (self-contained above 4220-2990 $166.00
ground)
Commercial swimming pool or spa permit 4220-2990 Based on Valuation
Residential re-roof permit 4220-2990 $166.00
Residential multifamily re-roof permit (per building) 4220-2990 $166.00
Commercial re-roof permit 4220-2990 $249.00
Window installation or replacement permit (rough frame, and final inspection required)

Retrofit windows 4220-2990 $83.00

New construction windows (flashing, minor siding 4220-2990 $166.00
replacement, etc)
Residential or commercial building move (site,
foundation, electrical, plumbing, mechanical, and final 4220-2990 Based on Valuation

inspection); additional fees may apply

Patio Covers, Decks, and Trellises

Plan Review (minimum 1 hour) 4665-2990 $83.00
Up to 500sq.ft. (wood or metal construction) 4220-2990 $249.00
Enclosed up to 500sq.ft. (wood or metal construction) 4220-2990 $332.00
In excess of 500sq.ft. (covered or enclosed) additional $42.00
fee per 100sq.ft. or fraction thereof el

Deck or Trellis (per structure) 4220-2990 $166.00

Signs




Plan Review, per hour (wall and/or roof mounted)

$83.00

. 4665-2990
(minimum 1 hour)
Plan Review (freestanding) (minimum 1 hour) 4665-2990 Based on Valuation
Ad'dl.tlonal electrical permit fee for illuminated signs 4222-2990 $83.00
(minimum 1 hour)
0-100 square feet 4220-2990 $166.00
Over 100 square feet 4220-2990 $249.00
Cellular Tower
Plan Review, (minimum 1 hour) 4665-2990 Based on Valuation
Free standing monopole 4220-2990 $415.00
Co-location 4220-2990 $332.00
Equipment Container 4222-2990 $166.00
Manufactured Buildings
Application fee 4220-2990 $15.00
Plan Review (minimum 1 hour) 4665-2990 $83.00
Installation with Standard Plan Approval (SPA) 4220-2990 $332.00
Non-Sta.lndard Plan Approval (SPA), engineered 4920-2990 Based on Valuation
foundation system
Electrical 4222-2990 $83.00
Plumbing 4221-2990 $83.00
Mechanical 4225-2990 $83.00
Commercial Coach set-up and installation 4220-2990 Based on valuation
California State 433A & 433B processing fee (per $11.00
building section)
Master Plan fee 4665-2990 $166.00
Electrical Service and/or Sub-Panel Installation
Up to 325 amperes 4222-2990 $166.00
325 to 1,000 amperes 4222-2990 $249.00
Over 1,000 amperes 4222-2990 $332.00
Plan Review fee (when required), per hour (minimum 1 4665-2990 $83.00
hour)
Temporary power pole/service 4222-2990 $166.00
Residential backup generator 4222-2990 $166.00
Commercial backup generator 4222-2990 $249.00
Photovoltaic (PV-Solar) & Alternative Energy Systems
R651dent1.al Photovoltaic & Alternative Energy Systems 4665-2990 $83.00
Plan Review
Commercial Ph(.)tovolte.uc. & Alternative Energy 4665-2990 Based on Valuation
Systems Plan Review (minimum 1 hour)
Residential roof mount; PV panels and equipment only 4222-2990 $166.00
Remden“ugl ground mount; PV panels and equipment 4272-2990 Based on Valuation
only (minimum 2 hours)
Commercial roof mount; PV panels and equipment 4977-7990 $249 00
only (per each separate array)
Comme'rC}al ground mount; PV panels and equipment 4222-7990 Based on Valuation
only (minimum 3 hours)
Alternative Energy Producing System (wind turbine, 4222-2990 Based on valuation

methane gas conversion, bio-fuels, etc) (per valuation




table)

Remdentl.al or Commercial Ground Mount Foundation 4665-2990 Based on Valuation

Plan Review

Residential of Commercial Ground Mount Foundation 4220-2990 Based on Valuation

Miscellaneous Plumbing

Water heater installation/replacement 4221-2990 $83.00

Water softener or reverse 0Smosis 4221-2990

. . $83.00

installation/replacement

TemPorary gas re!ease (prior to final inspection) 4971-2990 $83.00

(minimum 1 inspection)

Above ground propane tank installation/replacement 4221-2990 $166.00

In-ground propane tank installation/replacement 4221-2990 $249.00
Miscellaneous Mechanical

Residential HVAC furnace, A/C condenser, and/or 4275-2990 $166.00

ductwork

Commercial HVAC furnace, A/C condenser, and/or 4225-2990 $249.00

ductwork

Prefabricated or metal fireplace (Listed by a recognized 49957990 $166.00

agency; EPA phase Il approved)

Masonry with gas fireplace insert (EPA phase II 4225-2990 $166.00

approved)

Guidelines for determining the valuation of common projects per type of structure shall be based on the
actual work valuation but no less than the latest International Code Council based square footage

tables.
California Building Standards Green Fee — Permit Valuation
$1-$25,000 6202509 $1
$25,001-$50,000 6202509 $2
$50,001-$75,000 6202509 $3
$75,001-$100,000 6202509 $4
Every $25,000 or fraction thereof above $100,000 6202509 $1
Miscellaneous Administration Fee(s)
Deferred Submittal Request (subject to approval by the $83.00
Building Official) 4665-2990
Permit Extension Request (subject to approval by the $83.00
Building Official) s
Plan Review Extension Request (subject to approval by
the Building Official) by SESE0D
Re-instate expired permit — 2 of the cost of original
permit if permit is older than 24 months; excludes 4270-2990 %2 the cost of original
school, fire, and FSA, etc fees) — (subject to approval permit fees

by the Building Official)

Fee Overview

The Development Services Division is supported by fees collected for services provided. Plan review
fees pay for staff time to check plans for code compliance. Permit fees pay for inspection services. All
fees are identified in the City of Oroville Master Fee Schedule.



Building permit fees and any required plan review fees are based on the value of the project. Electrical,
plumbing, and mechanical fees are based on a percentage of the building permit fee. The determination
of value or valuation under any of the provisions of the master fee schedule shall be made by the
Building Official and may be adjusted annually.

This booklet was prepared in response to those requests regarding permit fees. Its purpose is to
acquaint applicants with various fees and processes involved in obtaining a building permit, whether for
a new building, addition, alteration/remodel, or tenant improvement of an existing structure. This
recognizes that all possible situations and requirements have been addressed, but it is hoped that the
majority of building permit applications have been covered.

Every effort has been made to ensure the accuracy of data presented in this booklet. However, if
discrepancies are noted, please call our staff at (530) 538-2425. Fees presented in this booklet are
those in effect as of April 22, 2013. All fee estimates are preliminary until plan review is complete. Staff
will call you with the final fee quote when your permit is ready to be issued.

Fee Schedule

Building Permit Fee
For new construction, remodel, additions, or tenant improvement for any building or structure where a
Building Permit is issued, use the column which is “Building Permit” of the Building Permit Valuation Fee

Table (minimum $83.00 fee)

Building Permit Fee for any other construction work that is not listed, the contract amount will be the
valuation and the fee will by the “Valuation Fee” (minimum $83.00 fee for one inspection and $166.00 for

two inspections)

Electrical Permit Fee
For new construction, remodel, additions, or tenant improvement for any building or structure where a
Building Permit is issued, use the column which is “12.5%" of the Building Permit Valuation Fee table

(minimum $83.00 fee)

Electrical Permit Fee for any other construction work that is not listed, the contract amount will be the
valuation and the fee will by the “Valuation Fee” (minimum $83.00 fee for one inspection and $166.00 for

two inspections)

Plumbing Permit Fee
For new construction, remodel, additions, or tenant improvement for any building or structure where a
Building Permit is issued, use the column which is “10%” of the Building Permit Valuation Fee table

(minimum $83.00 fee)

Plumbing Permit Fee for any other construction work that is not listed, the contract amount will be the
valuation and the fee will by the “Valuation Fee” (minimum $83.00 fee for one inspection and $166.00 for
two inspections)

Mechanical Permit Fee
For new construction, remodel, additions, or tenant improvement for any building or structure where a
Building Permit is issued, use the column which is “7.5%" of the Building Permit Valuation Fee table

(minimum $83.00 fee)

Mechanical Permit Fee for any other construction work that is not listed, the contract amount will be the
valuation and the fee will by the “Valuation Fee” (minimum $83.00 fee for one inspection and $166.00 for

two inspections)

Plan Review Fees
Building Plan Review Fee:



e For all buildings, structures, utilities, etc that require plans and plan review by the building division

shall use the 65% column.

Disabled Access Plan Review Fee;

e For all building, structures, utilities, etc that require disabled access plans and plan review by the
building division shall use the 15% column.

Energy Conservation (Title 24) Plan Review Fee:
e For all buildings, structures, utilities, etc that require energy standard(s) compliance plans and plan
review by the building division shall use the 10% column.

Green Building Plan Review Fee:

o For all buildings, structures, utilities, etc that require green building standard(s) compliance plans and
plan review by the building division shall use the 15% column.

Based on the 2010 California Residential Code

BUILDING PERMIT FEES

Total Valuation

Fee

$1.00 to $500.00

$24.00

$501.00 to $2,000.00

$24.00 for the first $500; plus $3.00 for each additional $100 or
fraction thereof, to and including $2,000.00

$2,001.00 to $40,000.00

$69.00 for the first $2,000.00; plus $11.00 for each additional
$1,000.00 or fraction thereof, to and including $100,000.00

$40,001.00 to $100,000.00

$487.00 for the $40,000.00; plus $9.00 for each additional
$1,000.00 or fraction thereof, to and including $100,000.00

$100,001.00 to $500,000.00

$1,027.00 for the first $100,000.00; plus $7.00 for each additional
$1,000.00 or fraction thereof, to and including $500,000.00

$500,001.00 to $1,000,000.00

$3,827.00 for the first $500,000.000; plus $5.00 for each additional
$1,000.00 or fraction thereof, to and including $1,000,000.00

$1,000,001.00 to $5,000,000.00

$6,327.00 for the first $1,000,000.00; plus $3.00 for each additional
$1,000.00 or fraction thereof, to and including $5,000,000.00

$5,000,001.00 and over

$18,327.00 for the first $5,000,000.00; plus $1.00 for each
additional $1,000 or fraction thereof.

Other Inspections and Fees

Inspections outside normal business hours (minimum 2 hours) $83.00

per hour*

Re-inspection fees assessed under the provisions of Section 6-1.7; 110.7 of the Oroville | $83.00

City Ordinance 1767. per hour *
Inspection for which no fee is specifically indicated (minimum 1 hour) $83.00
per hour *

Additional plan review required due to changes, additions, or revisions to plans | $42.00

(minimum %2 hour) per ¥ hr*
For use of outside consultants for plan review and inspections, or both Actual
Cost**

Permit Fee Table.

Plan Review: When a plan or other data is required to be submitted for review, the plan review fee for
each building, structure, utility, etc shall be 65% of the building permit fee shown in the Building

Disabled Access Review: For the review of California Code of Regulation Title 24 requirements for
accessibility for the physically disabled, the fee shall be equal to 15% of the building permit fee as




shown in the Building Permit Fee Table.

Energy Conservation Review: For review of California Code of Regulations Title 24 requirements
for energy conservation, the fee shall be equal to 10% of the building permit fee as shown in the
Building Permit Fee Table.

Green Building Standards Review: For review of California Code of Regulations Title 24
requirements for green building standards, the fee shall be equal to 15% of the building permit fee as
shown in the Building Permit Fee Table.

*= or the total hourly cost to the jurisdiction, whichever is the greatest. This cost shall include
supervision, overhead, equipment, hourly wages and fringe benefits of the employee involved.

**=Actual cost includes administrative and overhead costs.

CODE ENFORCEMENT DIVISION

Code Enforcement Division Inspection/Program Fees

Vacant Building Monitoring Ordinance Fee | 4670-1450 CEl $331.00
(Annual)

Eflliltl)tl-Famlly Inspection Program Fee (per dwelling 4670-1450 CE1 $37.00
E(r)cl)ﬁ;erty Lien Processing Fee (per property) (1 4670-1450 CE1 $83.00
Multi-Family  Inspection Program  Extension 4670-1450 CE1 $42.00
Request Fee

Property Posting Fee 4670-1450 CE1 $83.00

Cost of Title Search from
Title Company + 15%

4670-1450 CE1 Administrative Processing

Preliminary Title Search Fee (Litigation Guarantee)

Fee
Re-inspection Fee 4670-1450 CE1 $83.00
Miscellaneous Administrative Code Enforcement
Fee (when not listed specifically above) (based on 4670-1450 CE1 $42.00
hourly rate; minimum %2 hour)
PLANNING DIVISION
Project Application Code # Fee
Administrative Permit 4250-1600 $572.00
Adult-Oriented Business Fee 4250-1600 $516.00
Amendment/Modification Fee .
(Use Permits, Variances, TSM, etc.) 4250-1600 $1,000.00 (Deposit)
Annexation 4250-1600 $3,458.00 (Deposit)
Appeal to City Council 4250-1600 $1,095.00
“Burn-Down” Letter 4250-1600 $66.00
Condition Compliance 4250-1600 $500.00 (Deposit)
Development Review Committee 4694-1600 $225.00
EIR Deposit 620-2500 $5,000.00 (Deposit)
Filming Permit 4250-1600 $225.00
Final Map 4696-1600 $1,507.00 (Deposit)
Finding of Public Convenience or Necessity 4250-1600 $155.00




Fire Design Review 4280-2000 $434.00
General Plan Amendment 4290-1600 $3,854.00 (Deposit)
Home Occupation: Low Impact 4250-1600 $118.00
Home Occupation: Moderate Impact 4250-1600 $236.00
Landmark Designation Permit 4250-1600 $1,095.00
Landmark Demolition Permit 4250-1600 $1,095.00
Landmark Modification Permit 4250-1600 $225.00
Pre-Application (Initial Project Review) 4694-1600 $225.00
Sign Review 4250-1600 $168.38
Special Use Permit 4250-1600 $100.00
Specified Plan Amendment 4250-1600 $2,308.39
Specific Plan Deposit 4250-1600 $3,258.90 (Deposit)
Tentative Parcel Map 4696-1600 $3,418.00 (Deposit)
Tentative Subdivision Map 4696-1600 $3,946.00 (Deposit)
Per Resulting Lot Tentative Maps 4696-1600 $20.00
Use Permit 4250-1600 $2,822.00 (Deposit)
Variance 4250-1600 $2,263.00 (Deposit)
Zone Change 4290-1600 $3,031.00 (Deposit)
Zoning/General Plan Compliance Letters 4250-1600 $155.00
Assorted Copies Code # Fee
General Plan Book 4895-1600 $65.00
General Plan Map 4895-1600 $10.00
Housing Element Book 4895-1600 $17.00
Zoning Map 4895-1600 $10.00
Zoning Ordinance Book 4895-1600 $20.00
Copies 4895-1600 $0.25 per page




POLICE DEPARTMENT

Fee Type Code # Fee

Alarm Permit 4670-2500 $28.00
Citation Sign Off 4670-2500 $18.00
Local Record Review 4670-2500 $36.00
Police Report 4670-2500 $18.00

CAD Report 4670-2500 $6.00

Digital Photographs 4670-2500 $21.00
Hourly Rate per Officer 4670-2500 $71.00
Hourly Rate per Detective 4670-2500 $80.00
VIN Verification 4670-2500 $21.00
Vehicle Repossession Release 4670-2500 $22.00
Stored Vehicle Release 4670-2500 $123.00
Impounded Vehicle Release 4670-2500 $159.00




PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Fee Type Code # Fee
LAND DEVELOPMENT
Abandon Street 001-4670-3000 $727.82
Assessment District Setup Varies $7.500 Deposit + $20/Lot
Certificate of Compliance 001-4670-3000 $342.18
Deferred Improvement Agreement 001-4670-3000 $114.06
Drainage Impact Fee — Single Family 109-4227-7400 $1,491.55
Drainage Impact Fee — Multi Family Per Unit 109-4227-7400 $741.33
Drainage Impact Fee - Thermalito 109-4223-7400 See Fee Schedule
Final Parcel Map Review 109-4664-7400 $1,303.56
Final Subdivision Map Review 001-4670-3000 $1.303.56
Flood Plain Letter 001-4670-3000 $222.69
Grading Permit 001-4692-3000 $179.24 - $540.98
Grant of License 001-4670-3000 $157.51
Lot Line Adjustment 001-4670-3000 $689.80
Parcel Merger 001-4670-3000 $765.84
Reversion to Acreage 001-4670-3000 $3,258.90
Sewer Connection Impact Fee 104-4621-4550 $1,794 per EDU
Sewer Connection Fee - SCOR 6202906 $6,638 Per EDU
Sewer Main Tapping Fee 101-4622-4550 $331.32
Sewer Service Agreement - Outside 104-4890-4550 $435.00

Sewer Service Charges - Monthly

101-4620-4000

$18.11 Per EDU

Sewer Service Charges — Monthly - SCOR

101-4620-4000

$8.60 Per EDU

Subdivider Agreement

001-4697-3000

$972.24

Site Improvements Plan Check

001-4665-3000

1.5% Construction Cost

Site Improvement Construction Inspection

001-4691-3000

3.0% Construction Cost

Traffic Impact Fee — Single Family — Per Unit 108-4224-7400 $1,579
Traffic Impact Fee — Multi Family — Per Unit 108-4224-7400 $1,105
Traffic Impact Fee — Non Residential 108-4224-7400 See Fee Schedule
Transportation Permit 001-4290-3000 $17 - $94
Construction Dumpster 001-4290-3000 $76.04
Construction Job Trailer 001-4290-3000 $76.04
Disabled Curb Ramp, Each Location 001-4290-3000 $108.63
Drainage Inlet, Each Location 001-4290-3000 $108.63
Paving,<1000sf, 001-4290-3000 $97.77
Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter; Repair<100lf 001-4290-3000 $97.77
Sidewalk, Curb & Gutter; New<100 If 001-4290-3000 $114.06
Sidewalk Obstruction, Each Location 001-4290-3000 $97.77
Street Repair,<500sf. 001-4290-3000 $97.77
Underground Utility,<3001f. 001-4290-3000 $108.63
House Relocating/Moving 001-4290-3000 $168.38




ExHBIT-F
City of Oroville

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

1735 Montgomery Street

Oroville, CA 95965-4897

(530) 538-2430 FAX (530) 538-2426
www.cityoforoville.org

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BEFORE THE CITY OF OROVILLE
CITY COUNCIL

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Oroville City Council will hold a public hearing on the projects
described below. Said hearing will be held at 6:00 p.m. on Tuesday, February 18, 2014 in the City
Council Chambers, 1735 Montgomery Street, Oroville, CA. All interested persons are invited to attend or
submit comments in writing.

1. ANX 13-01: INITIATION OF PROCEEDINGS FOR ANNEXATION OF 161 ACACIA AVENUE
(APN: 033-121-017) - The Oroville City Council will conduct a public hearing to consider the
initiation of proceedings for the annexation of 161 Acacia Avenue (APN: 033-121-017). The
purpose of this annexation is so the applicant (Jean Hathaway) can eventually merge their
County lot (APN: 033-121-017) with their City lot (APN: 033-121-002) that share the same situs
address of 161 Acacia Avenue. The County lot and City lot cannot be sold separately due to a
septic leach field on the County lot that serves the single family home that is on the lot within City
limits. The County lot is an undeveloped vacant lot. The applicant would also like both properties
under the jurisdiction of one agency (City) for simplicity in following a common set of local
jurisdictional codes and regulations.

2. Fees for Landmark Designation, Modification, and Demolition, Filming Permits, and
Findings of Public Convenience or Necessity - The City Council will conduct a public hearing
to review the proposed fees for the issuance of landmark demolition, modification, and demolition
permits, filming permits, and findings of public convenience or necessity.

Additional information regarding the projects described in this notice can be obtained from the
Oroville Community Development Department at 1735 Montgomery Street, Oroville, CA. Anyone
desiring to submit information, opinions or objections is requested to submit them in writing to the
Community Development Department prior to the hearing. In accordance with Government Code
Section 65009, if you challenge an action on these projects in court, you may be limited to raising only
those issues you or someone else raised at the public meeting described in this notice, or in written
correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or prior to, the public meetings.

il )WA \Tomwvﬂ AT, 2014



EXRIBIT-&

City of City of Butte Yuba

City of Chico | Gridley | Paradise | County City
Finding of PC&N $415.00 - $91.16 - -
Filming Permit - - - - -
Landmark
Demolition $841.00 - - - -
Landmark Minor $841,
Modification Maijor $1,073 - - - -
Landmark
Designation - - - - -

* () indicates not in fee schedule/unable to provide information/or since they have no ordinance
there is no fee

Ordinance 1791, adopted by the City Council on February 19, 2013, included the
proposed updates and revisions to the Planning and Development Services Department
Master Fee Schedule intended to provide a full cost recovery for ministerial and
discretionary land use applications and reduce the department's and applicant's
dependence on the General Fund Revenues. However, as part of the update, findings
of public convenience and necessity, filming permits, landmark demolition permits,
landmark modification permits, and landmark designation permits were not included. In
addition to the intent of the adopted Master Fee Schedule, the Zoning Code states that
the applications shall be made in a form prescribed by the Zoning Administrator and
accompanied by a fee established by resolution of the City Council. The City has
identified regulations for processing the above applications, but has no established fees.
The above fees do not include any necessary building or demolition permits that may be
required by the Building Department.



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR DAHLMEIER, COUNCIL MEMBERS AND
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR (530) 538-2433
LUIS A. TOPETE, ASSOCIATE PLANNER (530) 538-2408
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: INITIATION OF PROCEEDINGS FOR ANNEXATION OF 161 ACACIA
AVENUE (APN: 033-121-017)

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council will conduct a public hearing and may consider the initiation of proceedings
for the annexation of 161 Acacia Avenue (APN 033-121-017).

BACKGROUND

The purpose of this annexation is for the applicant to merge their County lot (APN: 033-
121-017) with their City lot (APN: 033-121-002) that share the same situs address of 161
Acacia Avenue. The applicant (Jean Hathaway) has confirmation from her lawyer
(Attachment B) that the County lot and City lot cannot be sold separately due to a leach
field on the County lot that serves the single family home that is on the lot within City
limits. The County lot is vacant with the only infrastructure in place being the
aforementioned underground septic system. The applicant would also like both properties
under the jurisdiction of one agency (City) for simplicity in following applicable regulations.
The goal is to merge these properties once the annexation is complete.

DISCUSSION

The subject property (APN: 033-121-017) has the following attributes:

Existing Land Use: Vacant
County Zoning Designation: Medium Density Residential (MDR), 3 to 6 dwelling
units per acre

e County General Plan Designation: Medium Density Residential (MDR), 3 to 6
dwelling units per acre

e City's Pre-Zoning Designation: Single Family Residential (R-1)

e City's General Plan Designation: Medium Low Density Residential (MLDR), 3 to
6 dwelling units per acre

e Lot Acres: 0.22

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 1 02.18.2014 m 7
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e Lot Square Footage: 9,583

As the property is within the City's Sphere of Influence, the site has been designated
Medium Low Density Residential by the City’s General Plan, which allows for residential
development with a density range of 3-6 dwelling units per acre. The subject property is
consistent with the Oroville General Plan, and does not require a General Plan
Amendment. As part of the process of initiating annexation, LAFCo policy requires that
the areas be pre-zoned to be consistent with the General Plan land use designation.
The subject property has already been pre-zoned to Single Family Residential (R-1),
which is consistent with the existing land uses of the surrounding properties.

The City’s 2030 General Plan (Figure LU-2), identifies the subject property as an
underutilized residential property within the Canyon Highlands Neighborhood (Figure
CD-1). The septic tank is currently on the subject property, and the septic lines cross
over into APN: 033-121-002 where the single family residence is located. The subject
property is not near any sewer lines (~1,000+), and if annexed, the septic system would
remain under the jurisdiction of the County. The property is within the jurisdiction of
South Feather Water and Power. The closest County Police and Fire service locations
include Butte County Sheriff Department located at 33 County Center Drive (~2.9 miles
away) and the Butte County Fire Department, Station #63 located at 176 Nelson
Avenue (~2.6 miles away). The closest City Police and Fire service locations are
located at 2055 Lincoln Street (~2.1 miles away). 47% (186 lineal feet) of the property’s
outer perimeter is abutting City property. The property also meets the criteria for an
uninhabited territory (having less than 12 registered voters).

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This action has been determined to be exempt from the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section
15319, “Annexations of Existing Facilites and Lots for Exempt Facilities.” Class 19
consists of only the following annexations: (1) Annexations to a city or special district of
areas containing existing public or private structures developed to the density allowed
by the current zoning or pre-zoning of either the gaining or losing governmental agency
whichever is more restrictive, provided however, that the extension of utility services to
the existing facilites would have a capacity to serve only the existing facility; (2)
Annexations of individual small parcels of the minimum size for facilities exempted by
Section 15303, New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures. The purpose of
this annexation is to merge both parcels APN: 033-121-017 (County) and APN: 033-121-
002 (City) that are inseparable (cannot be sold separately). APN: 033-121-017 includes
a leach field that serves the single family residence on APN: 033-121-002. Thus, this
project is exempt from CEQA.

FISCAL IMPACT

The total fees associated with the Annexation Petition are as follows:
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Item Price Tech Fee Total Paid
Annexation Petition $3,458.00 (Deposit) | $207.48 | $3,665.48 | Yes
Filing of Notice of Exemption

Butte County Clerks Filing Fee $50.00 - $50.00 No

The applicant shall be responsible for the full cost payment of City and LAFCo staff time

and materials to fully process this annexation request.

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 8182 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AUTHORIZING THE INITIATION OF APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF OROVILLE
REQUESTING THE BUTTE COUNTY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
TO TAKE PROCEEDINGS FOR THE ANNEXATION OF THE PROPERTY IDENTIFIED
AS 161 ACACIA AVENUE, OROVILLE (APN 033-121-017).

ATTACHMENTS

A — Resolution No. 8182
B — Vicinity Map

C - Correcting Gift Deed
D - Applicant Letter

E — Subdivision Map

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

Page 3
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EXHIBIT - A

CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8182

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING THE INITIATION
OF APPLICATION BY THE CITY OF OROVILLE REQUESTING THE BUTTE COUNTY
LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION TO TAKE PROCEEDINGS FOR THE
ANNEXATION OF THE PROPERTY IDENTIFIED AS 161 ACACIA AVENUE, OROVILLE
(APN 033-121-017)

WHEREAS, the City of Oroville has received an annexation petition from Jean
Hathaway (applicant) for the property identified as 161 Acacia Avenue (APN: 033-121-
017); and

WHEREAS, the City of Oroville desires to initiate proceedings pursuant to the
Cortese/Knox/Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000, commencing
with §5600 of the California Government Code, for the annexation of the property
identified as 161 Acacia Avenue (APN: 033-121-017); and

WHEREAS, the annexation of APN: 033-121-017 to the City, as proposed, is
consistent in all respects with the Sphere of Influence adopted by LAFCo for the City
pursuant to California Government Code Section 56425; and

WHEREAS, City parcel APN: 033-121-022 identified as 161 Acacia Avenue and
County parcel APN: 033-121-017 also identified as 161 Acacia Avenue are inseparably
connected (must be sold together) as a result of the septic system on APN: 033-121-017
that serves the single family residence on APN: 033-121-022; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of this annexation request is to ensure that both properties
are under the jurisdiction of the same government agency (City of Oroville) for the merger
of both properties into one parcel and for simplicity in following applicable regulations ; and

WHEREAS, the City of Oroville has pre-zoned the property to be annexed as Single
Family Residential (R-1); and

WHEREAS, the annexation and allowable uses of the subject property are
consistent with the City’'s General Plan; and

WHEREAS, a plan for providing municipal services to APN: 033-121-017 following
its annexation to the City has been prepared in the manner required by California
Government Code Section 56653; and

WHEREAS, this Council certifies that an Agreement regarding the negotiated exchange
of property tax revenues relating to jurisdictional changes, pursuant to Section 99 (b) of the
Tax and Revenue Code, was executed by the City and the County on February 4, 1980,
and remains in full force and effect; and



WHEREAS, the City of Oroville, acting as the lead agency for the project pursuant to
the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), has reviewed the
proposed project and finds that the project meets the requirements of a Categorical
Exemption pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15319,
“Annexation of Existing Facilities and Lots for Exempt Facilities,” exempting this action from
CEQA; and

WHEREAS, a plan for providing municipal services to the subject property following
its annexation to the City has been prepared in the manner required by California
Government Code Section 56653; and

WHEREAS, adoption of this Resolution to initiate proceeding for this annexation to
the incorporated territory of the City was considered by this Council at a noticed public
hearing held on December 6, 2013, notice of which was provided through publication
pursuant to Government Code Sections 56153 and 56154, as required by Section 56755;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AS
FOLLOWS:

1. This Resolution of Application is hereby adopted and approved by the Oroville City
Council requesting the Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) of Butte
County take proceedings for the annexation of the territory as described herein in
the manner provided by the Cortese/Knox/Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000.

2. The legal description for the subject property identified as 161 Acacia Avenue (APN:
033-121-017) is as follows: LOT 109, AS SHOWN ON THAT CERTAIN MAP
ENTITLED, “CANYON HIGHLANDS UNIT NO. 3", WHICH MAP WAS RECORDED
IN THE OFFICE OF THE RECORDER OF THE COUNTY OF BUTTE, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, ON APRIL 26, 1950, IN BOOK 18 OF MAPS, AT PAGE(S) 8 AND 9.

3. Butte LAFCo is requested to make this change of organization without terms and
conditions.

4. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute all documents related to
the proposed annexation.

5. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

hkkkhhhkn



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Oroville at a regular meeting
held on February 18, 2014, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk
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MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:
Mr. and Mrs. Jean E. Hathaway
161 Acacia Avenue

Oroville, CA 95966

(SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE)

Assessor's Parcel Number: 033-121-002 & 017

CORRECTING GIFT DEED

Documentary transfer tax is zero -0- This conveyance transfers the grantors' interest into a
revocable trust, R & T 11930.

( ) computed on full value of property conveyed, or
() computed in full vajue less value of liens and encumbrances remaining at time of sale.
()

Unincorporated area: ( x ) City of Oroville, and

FOR NO CONSIDERATION, Jean E. Hathaway, does hereby give, grant and convey to Jean E.
Hathaway, Trustee of The Jean E. Hathaway Trust dated September 5, 2006 his entire interest in the
following described real property in the County of Butte, State of California, described as follows:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A"

Dated: October 20, 2011 QM\-F 5—

{)EAN E. HATHAWAY d

Note: The purpose of this Correcting Gift Deed is to give notice to the public that APN 033-121-
002 is located in the City of Oroville and APN 033-121-017 is located in the County of Butte. APN
033-121-017 includes a leach field for the single family residence on 033-121-002. Therefore, both
parcels must be sold together.

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

BEC 0 5 203

202 WiRA

CROV

EXHIBIT - C 2011 0035470

22,608




" STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

)
COUNTY OF BUTTE )

On October 20, 2011, before me VICTORIA A. ACHESON, a Notary Public, personally
appeared JEAN E. HATHAWAY, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the
person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed
the same in his authorized capacity, and that by his signature on the instrument the person, or the
entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

lcertify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing paragraph is true and correct.

el d 8 o o o o

VICTORIA A. AGHE SO;I

Commission # 1821952 t
:

WITNESS my hand and official seal. Notary Public - Caitornia

Butte County
My Comm. Exalres Nov 11, 2012

Signamre%fayjfé & é//;;m) (Seal)




EXHIBIT "A" ; L

THE LAND REFERRED TO IN THIS REPORT IS SITUATED IN THE STATE OF

CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF BUTTE, CITY OF OROVILLE AND UNINCORPORATED .

AREA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
PARCEL I;

PARCEL II;

LOT 109, AS SHOWN ON THAT CERTAIN MAP ENTITLED, "CANYON HIGHLANDS
UNIT NO. 3", WHICH MAP WAS RECORDED IN THE OFFICE OF THE RECORDER OF
THE COUNTY OF BUTTE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ON APRIL 26, 1950, IN BOOK 18 OF
MAPS, AT PAGE(S) 8 AND 9.

161 Acacia Avenue .
Oroville, CA 95966
APNS: 033-121-002 & 017
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
FROM: PAT CLARK, DIRECTOR OF BUSINESS ASSISTANCE AND
HOUSING DEVELOPMENT
RE: AMENDMENT TO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT

PROGRAM AGREEMENT NO. 12-CDBG-8405 AND ALLOCATION OF
ADDITIONAL PROGRAM INCOME TO SUPPLEMENT PUBLIC
SERVICE ACTIVITY RELATED TO THE YMCA

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council will conduct a public hearing and may consider an Amendment to the
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Agreement 12-CDBG-8405 as well as
the transfer of CDBG Program Income equaling $249,821 to supplement a public
service activity for youth services through the YMCA and to transfer grant activity funds
from the Public Service Activity to the Home Ownership Assistance Program.

DISCUSSION

In efforts to meet the funding needs of City programs as well as the 50% expenditure
rule that will allows the City of Oroville to apply for funding from State Community
Development Block Grant, it is necessary to transfer grant activity funding from the
Public Service Activity to the Home Ownership Assistance Program and then to allocate
additional Program Income to supplement the Public Service Activity related to youth
services.

This supplemental appropriation along with the expenditures already incurred will allow
the City to meet the 50 % expenditure rule and enable the City to apply for funding in
2014.

FISCAL IMPACT

The Council will need to approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0213-37
transferring funds as follows:

BAHD P 02.18.2014 < Z
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Transfer from:
CDBG Program Income

453-9000-8453 <$249,821>
Transfer to:

2012 CDBG Public Service Activity, YMCA

150-4959-8571 $249,821
And
Transfer from:

2012 CDBG Public Service Activity, YMCA

150-xxxx-8571 <$249,821>
Transfer to:

2012 CDBG Home Ownership Assistance Program

150-7960-8567 $249,821
RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Adopt Resolution No. 8183 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING THE TRANSFER OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM INCOME, IN THE AMOUNT OF $249,821, TO
SUPPLEMENT A PUBLIC SERVICE ACTIVITY FOR YOUTH SERVICES
THROUGH THE YMCA AND TO TRANFER GRANT ACTIVITY FUNDS FROM
THE PUBLIC SERVICE ACTIVITY TO THE HOME OWNERSHIP ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM.

2. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-37 as indicated in the
fiscal impact of this staff report, dated February 18, 2014.

ATTACHMENT(S)

Resolution No. 8183

BAHD Page 2 02.18.2014



CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8183

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING THE
TRANSFER OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM
INCOME, IN THE AMOUNT OF $249,821, TO SUPPLEMENT A PUBLIC
SERVICE ACTIVITY FOR YOUTH SERVICES THROUGH THE YMCA AND TO
TRANFER GRANT ACTIVITY FUNDS FROM THE PUBLIC SERVICE
ACTIVITY TO THE HOME OWNERSHIP ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Oroville City Council as
follows:

1. The Council hereby authorized the transfer of Community Development
Block Grant Program Income, in the amount of $249,821, to supplement a
public service activity for youth services through the YMCA and to transfer
grant activity funds from the Public Service Activity to the Home
Ownership Assistance Program.

2. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting held
on February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahlmeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL/OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY/
OROVILLE PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
CHAIRPERSON AND COMMISSIONERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DIANE MACMILLAN, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

RE: ANNUAL. AUDIT AND COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL REPORT
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY::

The Council/lCommissioners will receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive
Annual Financial Report (CAFR).

DISCUSSION

The City Charter provides that an independent Certified Public Accountant selected by
the Council will conduct an annual audit. As part of the audit a CAFR was prepared for
the 2012/13 fiscal year, which reported on the financial condition of the Oroville Public
Financing Authority, a legally separate agency, which is included in the financial
statements of the City because the City Council acts as the governing body.

Staff believes that the financial statements meet the standards for a Certificate of
Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting from the GFOA (Government

Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada). The City has been the
recipient of a Certificate of Achievement for the CAFR for the last eighteen years.

FISCAL IMPACT

The General Fund's unassigned balance (this does not include the $800,000 General
Fund Reserve) was $978,552.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial Report.
ATTACHMENTS

2012/13 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: LIZ EHRENSTROM, HUMAN RESOURCE ANALYST I

RE: AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANING
WITH THE OROVILLE CITY EMPLOYEE’S ASSOCIATION

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council may consider an Amendment to the Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) between the City of Oroville and the Oroville City Employee’s Association
to add the position of Senior Code Enforcement Specialist and to allow for a boot
allowance for the Senior Code Enforcement Specialist and Code Enforcement
Specialist positions.

DISCUSSION

The Council approved the job description for the position of Senior Code
Enforcement Specialist (SCES), on December 17, 2013, with the funding for this
position coming from the Police Department through the 2013/2014 budget cycle
with the on-going funding for the position to be reviewed as part of the 2014/2015
Fiscal Year budget. Staff is requesting this position be added to the Oroville City
Employees’ Association (OCEA). The City has already met with the OCEA and
has their approval. In addition, staff is recommending the positions be added to
Section 7 of the OCEA’'s MOU regarding boot allowance. Each field personnel
receive $200 per year in boot allowance. Both Code Enforcement positions are
considered field positions.

Staff is recommending Council's approval of the Amendment to the Oroville City
Employee’s Association’s Memorandum of Understanding to add the position of

Senior Code Enforcement Specialist to their Association and to add both Code
Enforcement positions to Section 7. Boot Allowance.

FISCAL IMPACT

$400 annually.
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RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 8184 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN
AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE CITY EMPLOYEE'S
ASSOCIATION TO ADD THE POSITION OF SENIOR CODE ENFORCEMENT
SPECIALIST AND TO ALLOW FOR A BOOT ALLOWANCE FOR THE SENIOR
CODE ENFORCEMENT SPECIALIST AND CODE ENFORCEMENT
SPECIALIST POSITIONS — (Agreement No. 1432-12).

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 8184
Agreement No. 1432-12
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CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8184

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND
DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM
OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND THE OROVILLE
CITY EMPLOYEE’S ASSOCIATION TO ADD THE POSITION OF SENIOR CODE
ENFORCEMENT SPECIALIST AND TO ALLOW FOR A BOOT ALLOWANCE FOR
THE SENIOR CODE ENFORCEMENT SPECIALIST AND CODE ENFORCEMENT
SPECIALIST POSITIONS

(Agreement No. 1432-12)
BE IT hereby resolved by the Oroville City Council as follows:
1. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute an
Amendment to the Memorandum of Understanding between the
City of Oroville and the Oroville City Employees Association. A
copy of the Amendment is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.
2. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting held
on February 18, 2014, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk



AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN THE CITY OF OROVILLE AND
OROVILLE CITY EMPLOYEES’ ASSOCIATION

(Agreement No. 1432-12)

This Amendment dated February 18, 2014 is to the Memorandum of Understanding
between the City of Oroville (City) and the Oroville City Employees’ Association (OCEA).

In consideration of the terms and conditions herein, the City and OCEA agree that

the Amendment is effective February 18, 2014 and shall be amended as follows:

Section 1. RECOGNITION OF OROVILLE CITY EMPLOYEES’ ASSOCIATION (OCEA)

The City formally recognizes the OCEA as the majority representative for all City employee
CLASSIFICATIONS set forth in Exhibit “A” excluding confidential employees.

See attached revised Exhibit “A” to include the Sr. Code Enforcement Specialist position.

Section 6. LAYOFF POLICY

6.5.3. For the purposes of displacement, departments and positions are defined as follows:

Administration Department
RDA Coordinator
SBF/RDA Coordinator

Finance Department
Accountant
Accounting Technician

Community Development Dept.
Associate Civil Engineer
Assistant Planner

Associate Planner

Building Inspector

Construction Inspector
Counter Technician

GIS Specialist/Eng. Tech
Office Coordinator

Code Enforcement Specialist
Sr. Code Enforcement Specialist

Clerical Staff
Administrative Assistant
Staff Assistant

Business Assistance and Housing Department
Building Maintenance Technician Il

Housing Develop./Building Maint. Supervisor
Office/Field Aide

Administrative/Program Analyst Il

Program Analyst |

Public Works and Parks & Trees Department
Cement Finisher

Cultural Facilities Coordinator
Equipment Mechanic

Lead Mechanic

Parks Maintenance Technician HI
Parks Maintenance Technician Il
Parks Maintenance Technician |
Public Works Operator lll

Public Works Operator il

Public Works Operator |

Signal Technician/Electrician
Technical Director/Facility Operator




Section 7. BOOT ALLOWANCE

A Boot allowance of Two Hundred ($200.00) Dollars per year shall be provided to all employees as
a requirement or necessity to perform their duties. This amount shall be paid in the month of
October for the following classifications:

Public Works Operators |, Il and Il

Park Maintenance Technicians |, It and lil
L.ead Equipment Mechanic

Equipment Mechanic

Traffic Signal Tech/Electrician

Cement Finisher

Building Maintenance Technician Il
Building Inspector

GIS Specialist

Associate Civil Engineer

Construction Inspector

Code and Construction Compliance Specialist
Code Enforcement Specialist

Sr. Code Enforcement Specialist

Conflicts between this Amendment and Agreement No. 1432-9 shall be controlled by this
Amendment. All other provisions within Agreement No. 1432-9 shall remain in full force
and effect.

This Amendment to the Agreement is recommended to the City Council of the City of
Oroville on February 18, 2014.

OCEA CITY OF OROVILLE
Jesse Smith, OCEA President Linda L. Dahimeier
ATTEST:

Jerry Camous, OCEA Representative Randy Murphy, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Rick Seals, Secretary/Treasurer Scott E. Huber, City Attorney



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR (530) 538-2433
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: REVIEW OF THE CURRENT FACILITY & PARK FEE WAIVER ORDINANCE

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council may consider potential amendments to the current Facility & Park Fee Waiver
Ordinance.

DISCUSSION

The current policy allows that the City Administrator or his/her designee consider all fee
waiver requests, as outlined in the policy, with eligibility for a fee waiver, up to 50%, or
reduction largely dependent on the event sponsor and the nature of the event. The following
are principle components of the policy.

e Events that provide public benefit (i.e. increased business activity, recreation and
community activities, or destination point improvement) to the entire City are best suited
for a fee waiver

¢ Fees Waivers are for Facility and Park Permit use only

e Public Safety Fees (except for City sponsored events included in the budget) will not be
waived

e Fees, up to 50%, may be waived for: (1) Intergovernmental Cooperation; (2) Approved
non-profit groups; and (3) Groups due to financial hardships

e Fee waivers or reduction requests must be received at least 90 days prior to the actual
date of the event

In addition, the current Appeal Process allows a fee waiver request that is denied by the City
Administrator or his/her designee to be appealed to the City Council for a final determination.
The appeal must be in writing and received by the City within 15 days from the denial. The
appeal must include a copy of the Waiver Request Form, the reason provided for the denial
and detailed information on why the applicant believes the appeal should be granted. The
City Council will review the information submitted by the applicant as soon as practicable.

For all appeals, the decision of the City Council is final.
ocA\
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The current ordinance was adopted by the Council on February 19, 2013, which included
several modifications to the first reading on February 5, 2013, and amendments to the City’s
Municipal Code and Parks and Trees Department Policies and Procedures documents.

The Facility and Park Fee Waiver Policy (Section 26-10.200) was requested to be brought
back to the City Council for review and potential amendments to the ordinance.

FISCAL IMPACT
Over the past 36 months, the Council has granted fee waivers in excess of $ 100,000

requested by various groups for special events, which does not include staff time required to
process these waivers.

RECOMMENDATION
Provide direction, as necessary.
ATTACHMENT

Ordinance No. 1793
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CITY OF OROVILLE
ORDINANCE NO. 1793

AN ORDINANCE OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AMENDING CHAPTER 22,
SECTION 77, RESCINDING DEPARTMENTAL POLICY AND PROCEDURE
DOCUMENT 32, AND ADDING SECTION 26-10.200 TO THE OROVILLE MUNICIPAL
CODE FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENACTING A NEW FACILITY AND PARK FEE
WAIVER POLICY

WHEREAS, pursuant to Article V of the Oroville City Charter, amendments to the
City's Municipal Code may be initiated by the Oroville City Council; and

WHEREAS, on February 19, 2013, the City of Oroville City Council approved a new
Facility and Park Fee Waiver Policy and directed City staff to make the appropriate
modification to the Municipal Code and Departmental Policies and Procedure
documents; and

WHEREAS, the Oroville City Council held a noticed public hearing regarding a
proposal to amend certain sections of the City of Oroville’s Municipal Code and
Departmental Polices and Procedure documents to implement a new Facility and Park
Fee Wavier Policy; and

WHEREAS, at a noticed public hearing before the Oroville City Council the described
Code and Policy and Procedure amendments were considered and no adverse
comments were received from the public about the described amendments; and

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF OROVILLE DO ORDAIN AS
FOLLOWS:

SECTION I. Chapter 22, Section 77 of the Oroville Municipal Code is hereby amended to
read as follows:

22-77 Application for permit; application fee; waiver.

(a) Every application for a permit authorizing a parade, athletic event or public assembly
shall be accompanied by an application fee in an amount established by resolution of
the city council.

(b) The City Administrator or his/her designee is authorized to waive the application fee
required by this section for any permit authorizing a parade or public assembly
where:

(1) The parade or public assembly involves an exercise of free speech rights;
(2) The parade or public assembly is sponsored by a non-profit organization; or
(3) The parade or public assembly is sponsored by the City of Oroville.

(Ord. No. 1593, § 1.)



SECTION Il. The Oroville Zoning Code shall hereby be amended to include §26-10.200
as follows:

Section 26-10 General Regulations.
26-10.200 Facility and Park Fee Waiver Policy

A. Purpose

On occasion, the city is asked by various groups to waive facility/park fees for special
events. Fee waivers and reductions are granted by the City Administrator or his/her
designee on a case-by-case basis according to the eligibility outline in the Municipal
Code. It is important to note that fee waivers or reductions do not eliminate the
requirements to obtain a permit or meet the conditions of the permit. Depending upon
the event and location, these requirements typically include liability insurance, traffic
control, notification of affected parties, and event clean-up.

Eligibility for fee waivers or reductions largely depends on the event sponsor and the
nature of the event. Events that provide public benefits (i.e increased business activity,
recreation, community activity or destination point improvement) to the entire city are
best suited for a fee waiver.

B. Responsibility

Fee waivers, reductions and special considerations are determined by the City
Administrator or his/her designee and he/she shall ensure that department staff follow
the procedures set forth in this policy.

C. Policy

1. Fee waivers and reductions are for facility/park permit fees only. Direct costs
include but are not limited to vehicles and staff time which are not eligible for fee
waivers or reductions under this policy.

2. No Fees shall be waived when:

a. The fee is for a facility/park rental that is for private use;

b. The fee is for a permit/improvement that is for private use or under private
ownership;

c. The fee is for a private event, program or activity.

3. Fee Waivers do not relieve the applicant from payments and obligations for the
following:

a. Insurance/indemnification requirements;

b. Other permits as required for the event, program or activity;

c. Security/damage deposit or other financial obligations associated with the
events, program or activity;

d. Other conditions of approval that may be required.

4. Fee Waivers for facility/park rentals apply only for rentals during normal business
hours. If the rental is for a time that requires staff to open or close the facility/park
early or late, rental charges will not be waived.

Requests for fee waivers or reductions must be received at least 90 days prior to
the actual date of the event. If the request is received in less than 90 days from
the event, the facility/park fee waiver or reduction for the event will not be
considered and all fees will apply to the event.



5. Requests that include the sale and/or consumption of alcoholic beverages must
be reviewed by the Oroville Police Department. Events of this type that have 50 or
more participates will require additional law enforcement officers assigned to the
event.

D. Intergovernmental Cooperation

Fees, up to 50%, may be waived up when:

1. The applicant is another governmental entity (city, county, state, federal or special
district); and

2. The use is related to the performance of its normal functions within the City of
Oroville; and

3. There is public benefit to a significant portion of the residents of the City of
Oroville; and

4. The event or temporary use does not have a significant impact on City services,
operations, or activities.

Requests for waivers for ongoing operations (not an annual permit) of the
governmental entity may be subject to City Council approval. The Department working
with the requesting entity shall be responsible for preparing the necessary staff report for
City Council consideration.

E. City Sponsored or Co-Sponsored Programs, Services, and/or Activities

Fees may be waived for City sponsored programs, services, or activities. The City
shall entertain a monetary contribution for sponsored and co-sponsored events during
the annual budget process.

F. Non-Profit Groups

Fees, up to 50%, may be waived for approved non-profit groups when:

1. Non-profit organizations, as defined by the Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
having IRS approved tax exempt status, formed for civic or educational purposes;
and

2. The event, program, activity, or improvement is of public benefit to the City of
Oroville and/or surrounding community, or a significant portion of its residents;
and

3. The event, program, activity, or improvement is open to the public; and

4. The event, program activity, or improvement does not significantly impact City
Departments, services, operations or activities.

A Non-profit organization meeting the above criteria may charge an entry or admission
fee or sell products/items for the purpose of raising funds for causes that provide a public
benefit to the City of Oroville and/or surrounding community, or a significant portion of its
residents. However, fundraising for the benefit of an individual or a family for purposes
such as scholarships or memorials (illness, injury, etc.) will not be considered for fee
waivers.

G. Financial Hardship

Fees, up to 50%, may be waived for groups due to financial hardships when:

1. The requesting group is NOT a non-profit organization; and

2. There is a public benefit or value to the City of Oroville community or a significant
portion of its residents; and

3. The imposition of fees would create a financial hardship on the organization as
demonstrated on the Organization Financial Information Form and the imposition
of fees would make it prohibitive for the event to be held; additionally, other
financial information may be required; and



4. The event/program/activity/improvement is open to the public and does not
charge an admission, entry or other type of access fee; and

5. The event, program or activity does not impact the City Departments, services,
operations or activities.

H. Supplemental Public Safety Services

From time to time, the size and nature of events, programs or activities may require
additional Police/Fire services to ensure safety of the public. The Police Chief, in his/her
sole discretion, shall determine when additional law enforcement officers are needed at
an event, program or activity. The Fire Chief, in his/her sole discretion, shall determine
when additional firefighters are needed at an event, program or activity. Any additional
public safety personnel may require additional funding for the extraordinary.

When Supplemental Public Safety services are required, the individual or entity
presenting the event, program or activity shall be responsible for full payment in advance
of the charges for those services.

. Appeal of Denied Waiver

Should a request for user fee waiver be denied by the City Administrator or his/her
designee, the applicant may appeal that decision to the City Council for a final
determination. The appeal must be in writing and received by the City within 15 days
from the denial. The appeal must include a copy of the Waiver Request Form, the
reason provided for the denial and detailed information on why the applicant believes the
appeal should be granted. The City Council will review the information submitted by the
applicant as soon as practicable. For all appeals, the decision of the City Council is final.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Oroville at a regular meeting held
February 19, 2013, by the following vote:

AYES: Council Members Andoe, Pittman, Vice Mayor Wilcox, Mayor Dahlmeier
NOES: Council Members Berry, Bunker, Simspon
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: None

Linda L. Dahlmeier, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Peter Cosentini, Interim City Clerk



CITY OF OROVILLE
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR (530) 538-2433
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES, PUBLIC WORKS, AND
PARKS AND TREES DEPARTMENTS

RE: MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN FEATHER RIVER
RECREATION AND PARKS DISTRICT AND THE CITY OF OROVILLE
TO ALLOW THE SHARING OF RESOURCES

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council may consider the revised Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between
Feather River Recreation and Parks District (FRRPD) and the City of Oroville to allow
the sharing of resources.

DISCUSSION

At their October 16, 2013 meeting, the Council reviewed and approved a draft MOU
between the City and FRRPD for the purposes of the City making available the street
sweeper for the parking lots at Riverbend and Bedrock Parks in exchange for the
utilization of the water well at Riverbend Park. The City Public Work Street Division will
sweep the Parks every other Monday as part of the scheduled Downtown sweeping
program.

In Mid-2013, the FRRPD General Manager approached City staff to discuss the
potential of the City providing street sweeping at Riverbend and Bedrock Parks in
exchange for the utilization of the water well at Riverbend Park. The City Public Work
Street Division will sweep the Parks every other Monday as part of the scheduled
Downtown sweeping program, and in return for the sweeping, the City will receive up to
25,000 gallons of water per week from the FRRPD water well. The Public Works Street
Division will be able to fill up the street sweeper as well as the water truck.

At their November 12, 2013 meeting, the FRRPD Board requested a minor revision to

the MOU after the Council had reviewed and approved the initial MOU. This action is to
allow the Council to review the minor revision to the document. The FRRPD Board has

reviewed and signed the MOU at their February 11, 2014 meeting.
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The City and FRRPD have had an arrangement in the past, however, this would be a
formal arrangement reviewed and approved by the FRRPD Board and the City Council
through the development of the proposed MOU.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
No environment review required for this action
FISCAL IMPACT

By sharing the resources both agencies will be able to save annual operational
expenditures. Specifically, the City should save approximately $191 per month (or
$2,292 annually) by utilizing FRRPD’s water well.

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 8185 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A MEMORANDUM OF
UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE FEATHER RIVER RECREATION AND PARKS
DISTRICT AND THE CITY OF OROVILLE TO PROVIDE STREET SWEEPING OF
THE PARKING LOTS AT RIVERBEND AND BEDROCK PARKS AND ASSISTANCE IN
FILLING A 1,000 GALLON WATER TANK WITHIN RIVERBEND PARK IN EXCHANGE
FOR THE UTILIZATION OF UP TO 25,000 GALLONS OF WATER PER WEEK FROM
THE WATER WELL AT RIVERBEND PARK — (Agreement No. 3042).

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 8185
Agreement No. 3042
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CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8185

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE
MAYOR TO EXECUTE A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE FEATHER
RIVER RECREATION AND PARKS DISTRICT AND THE CITY OF OROVILLE TO PROVIDE
STREET SWEEPING OF THE PARKING LOTS AT RIVERBEND AND BEDROCK PARKS
AND ASSISTANCE IN FILLING A 1,000 GALLON WATER TANK WITHIN RIVERBEND
PARK IN EXCHANGE FOR THE UTILIZATION OF UP TO 25,000 GALLONS OF WATER
PER WEEK FROM THE WATER WELL AT RIVERBEND PARK

(Agreement No. 3042)
BE IT HERE BY RESOLVED, by the Oroville City Council as follows:

1. The Mayor is authorized and directed to execute the Memorandum of
Understanding with Feather River Recreation and Parks District and the
City of Oroville to provide street sweeping of the parking lots at Riverbend
and Bedrock Parks, and assistance in filling a 1,000 gallon water tank
within Riverbend Park in exchange for the utilization of up to 25,000
gallons of water per week from the water well at Riverbend Park.

2. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting on
February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF OROVILLE
and
FEATHER RIVER RECREATION & PARK DISTRICT
A Special District

This MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING (MOU) is hereby made and
entered into by and between the CITY OF OROVILLE (hereinafter the City) and
FEATHER RIVER RECREATION & PARK DISTRICT (hereinafter FRRPD). The
Parties hereto agree to work together in good faith within the framework
described herein as follows:

A. PURPOSE AND PARTIES:

1. Purpose: The purpose of the MOU is to identify, develop, and set out a
mutually beneficial framework of cooperation between FRRPD and the

city.
2. Parties:
a) City of Oroville, a municipal corporation and general law city of the
State of California whose principal office is located at City Hall, 1735

Montgomery Street, Oroville, CA 95965, attention: Randy Murphy, City
Administrator.

b) FRRPD, a special district whose principal office is located at 1875
Feather River Blvd, Oroville, CA 95965, attention: Ann Willmann, General
Manager.

B. STATEMENT OF MUTUAL BENEFIT and INTERESTS.

1. Statement of Mutual Benefit and Interests: The benefits include but
are not limited to:

a) Water Supply: FRRPD agrees to allow the city access to well water
at Riverbend Park. Should the well become inoperable, water access will be
denied until such time the well is in proper working condition. FRRPD will provide
a key to any locked equipment related to the retrieval of water. The City will be
allowed to utilize up to 25,000 gallons of water per week from the water well.
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b) Parking Lot Sweeping: The City agrees to utilize their street
sweeping equipment to sweep the complete parking lot at Riverbend Park and
the Upper and Lower Parking Lots at Bedrock Park. Sweeping will occur bi-
weekly. Should the city be unable to adhere to this schedule FRRPD will be
notified of an alternate schedule.

c) Water Tank: The City agrees to fill the existing water fank in the
south west area of Riverbend Park for the purpose of watering various elderberry

brushes for required environmental mitigation measures.

C. IT IS MUTUALLY UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED AS TO THE FOLLOWING:

1. Mutual Cooperation. The Parties agree to work together in good faith
within the framework set out within this MOU.

2. Early MOU Termination for Convenience. If at any time the Parties
elect to terminate the MOU for reasons other than insolvency or fraud, and
subject to the applicable rules governing legal documents, the Parties shall notify
the other in writing, with a copy to the other Parties Representative. Such
termination shall be deemed to be a termination for the mutual convenience of
the Parties involved.

3) Public_Information. All information furnished to or by the city may be
subject to the Freedom of Information Act (6 USC §552) and/or the California
Public Records Act (§6250 Government Code).

4) Modification. The Parties will mutually and in good faith negotiate
amendment(s) to this Agreement as the need for such modification arises. The
Parties further acknowledge that this MOU constitutes an “agreement to agree”
with respect to the outline the relationships between the parties, and that the
Parties shall work together to execute any and all agreements needed to
complete the Project

5) Principal contacts:

CITY OF OROVILLE
Attn: City Administrator
Oroville City Hall

1735 Montgomery Street
Oroville, CA 95966

FEATHER RIVER RECREATION & PARK DISTRICT
Attn: General Manager

1875 Feather River Blvd

Oroville, CA 95966
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6) Expiration date. This instrument is effective when signed by all Parties
and shall be effective through February 17, 2014 or one year hence execution of
the agreement.

7) Extension of the MOU. The MOU may be extended on an annual basis
provided the City receives written notice of FRRPD 30 days prior to the expiration
date.

IN WITNESS HEREOF, the Parties hereto have affixed their signature to
this MOU consisting of three pages as of the date last written below.

CITY OF OROVILLE

Linda L. Dahlmeier, Mayor Date

FEATHER RIVER RECREATION & PARK DISTRICT

Victoria Coots, Chairperson Date
ATTEST:

Randy Murphy, City Clerk Date
APPROVED AS TO FORM

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Date
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR
RICK WALLS, INTERIM CITY ENGINEER
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH OMNI-MEANS, LTD.
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014
SUMMARY

The Council may consider a Professional Services Agreement with Omni-Means, Ltd.
for engineering design services relating to the Oro Dam Boulevard Bicycle Lanes
Project (Project), in an amount not to exceed $19,947.

BACKGROUND

In September 2012, the City was awarded a Bicycle Transportation Account Highway
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) grant in the amount of $162,900. The BTA grant
application submitted by staff proposed the design and construction of Class !l bike
lanes along both sides of Oro Dam Boulevard from Hwy 70 to Orange Avenue. The
work is limited to the removal of existing striping where necessary, the placement of
new striping and markings, and the installation of bike lane signs. No roadway
improvements were budgeted in the grant application. The local match requirement for
this grant is 10%. The budget for the design phase of this Project is $20,000.

On September 17, 2013, the Council authorized staff to issue a Request for Proposals
(RFP) for the Project. Staff prepared an RFP for the Project, which was released on
November 8, 2013, with a due date of December 5, 2013. RFP responses were
received from the five engineering firms listed below which includes the proposed fee
(from low to high) for each firm:

CHEC Management Systems - $17,690

DP Engineering - $18,500

NorthStar Engineering - $19,905

Omni-Means - $19,974

SHN Consulting Engineers & Geologists - $20,720

ObhwN=

Upon review of the RFP’s, staffs determination was that all five firms met the
professional qualification requirements of the RFP. There was one critical aspect of the
scope and budget planning by the consultants that staff paid close attention to. This
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involves the fact that ultimately, Caltrans will need to approve a set of construction plans
to allow the work to proceed. The largest “unknown” to the Project is whether Caltrans
will require any road improvements to accommodate the bike lanes. If there are road
improvements required by Caltrans that cannot be paid for out of the existing budget,
the City will have no choice but to terminate the Project, unless the City increases the
City's share of the Project cost. Staff determined by reviewing each RFP that Omni-
Means would be able to minimize the cost of plans preparation in advance to a meeting
with Caltrans to determine Project requirements. The other consultants proposed much
higher costs prior to a Project meeting with Caltrans. Minimizing the Project cost prior
to a meeting with Caltrans, in the event that the Project is terminated is in the best
interest of the City.

Based on the combination of qualifications and budget structure, staff has concluded
that the selection of Omni-Means will provide the best value for the City both from a
qualifications and budget perspective for the design of the Project.

FISCAL IMPACT

The BTA grant will fund $18,000 for the design of the Project. The City’s local match
will be $1,974.

Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-38 is necessary to carryover grant
budget as follows:

160-8195-3200 $181,000 160-4490-3200 <$162,900>

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Adopt Resolution No. 8186 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY
COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH OMNI-MEANS, LTD. TO
PROVIDE ENGINEERING DESIGN SERVICES RELATING TO THE ORO DAM
BOULEVARD BICYCLE LANES PROJECT, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED
$19,974 — (Agreement No. 3052).

2. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-38 as indicated in the
fiscal impact of this staff report, dated February 18, 2014.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 8186
Agreement No. 3052

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 2 2.18.2014



CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8186

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND
DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
AGREEMENT WITH OMNI-MEANS, LTD. TO PROVIDE ENGINEERING DESIGN
SERVICES FOR THE ORO DAM BOULEVARD BICYCLE LANES PROJECT, IN AN
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $19,974

(Agreement No. 3052)

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Oroville City Council as
follows:

1. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute a Professional Services
Agreement with Omni-Means, Ltd. to provide design services for the Oro Dam
Boulevard Bicycle Lanes Project. A copy of the Professional Services
Agreement is attached to this Resolution.

2. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting held on
February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk



AGREEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

This Agreement is made and entered into as of February 18, 2014 by and

between the City of Oroville (“City") and Omni-Means, Ltd.
(“Consultant”).
RECITALS

The Consultant is specially trained, experienced and competent to provide
services relating to the Oro Dam Boulevard Bicycle Lanes Project
(Project) as required by this Agreement; and
The Consultant possesses the skill, experience, ability, background,
license, certification, and knowledge to provide the services described in
this Agreement on the terms and conditions described herein.
City desires to retain Consultant to render professional services as set
forth in this Agreement.

AGREEMENT

Scope of Services. The Consultant shall furnish the following services in a

professional manner. Consultant shall perform the services described on
Exhibit “A” which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

Time of Performance. The services of Consultant shall commence upon

execution of this Agreement and shall continue until the Project is
completed to the satisfaction of the City.
Compensation. Compensation to be paid to Consultant shall be in

accordance with the Cost Proposal/Fee Schedule set forth in Exhibit “A,”
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which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. In no
event shall Consultant’s compensation exceed the amounts of
$19,974 without additional written authorization from the City.
Payment by City under this Agreement shall not be deemed a waiver of
defects in Consultant's services, even if such defects were known to the
City at the time of payment.

Method of Payment. Consultant shall submit monthly billings to City

describing the work performed during the preceding month. Consultant’s
bills shall include a brief description of the services performed, the date
the services were performed, the number of hours spent and by whom,
and a description of any reimbursable expenditures. City shall pay
Consultant no later than 30 days after approval of the monthly invoice by
City staff.

Extra Work. At any time during the term of this Agreement, City may
request that Consultant perform Extra Work. As used herein, “Extra Work”
means any work which is determined by City to be necessary for the
proper completion of Consultant’s services, but which the parties did not
reasonably anticipate would be necessary at the execution of this
Agreement. Consultant shall not perform, nor be compensated for, Extra
Work without prior written authorization from City.

Termination. This Agreement may be terminated by the City immediately
for cause or by either party without cause upon fifteen days’ written notice

of termination. Upon termination, Consultant shall be entitled to
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compensation for services properly performed up to the effective date of

termination.

Ownership_of Documents. All plans, studies, documents and other

writings prepared by and for Consultant, its officers, employees and
agents and subcontractors in the course of implementing this Agreement,
except working notes and internal documents, shall become the property
of the City upon payment to Consultant for such work, and the City shall
have the sole right to use such materials in its discretion without further
compensation to Consultant or to any other party. Consultant shall, at
Consultant's expense, provide such reports, plans, studies, documents,
and other writings to City within three (3) days after written request.

Licensing of Intellectual Property. This Agreement creates a nonexclusive

and perpetual license for City to copy, use, modify, reuse, or sublicense
any and all copyrights, designs, and other intellectual property embodied
in documents or works of authorship fixed in any tangible medium of
expression, including but not limited to, data magnetically or otherwise
recorded on computer diskettes, which are prepared or caused to be
prepared by Consultant under this Agreement (“Documents and Data”).
Consultant shall require all subcontractors to agree in writing that City is
granted a nonexclusive and perpetual license for any Documents and
Data the subcontractor prepares under this Agreement. Consultant
represents and warrants that Consultant has the legal right to license any

and all Documents and Data. Consultant makes no such representation
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10.

and warranty in regard to Documents and Data which may be provided to
Consultant by City. City shall not be limited in any way in its use of the
Documents and Data at any time, provided that any such use not within
the purposes intended by this Agreement shall be at City’s sole risk.

Confidentiality. All ideas, memoranda, specifications, plans, procedures,

drawings, descriptions, computer program data, input record data, written
information, and other Documents and Data either created by or provided
to Consultant in connection with the performance of this Agreement shall
be held confidential by Consultant. Such materials shall not, without the
prior written consent of City, be used by Consultant for any purposes other
than the performance of the services under this Agreement. Nor shall
such materials be disclosed to any person or entity not connected with the
performance of the services under this Agreement. Nothing furnished to
Consultant which is otherwise known to Consultant or is generally known,
or has become known, to the related industry shall be deemed
confidential. Consultant shall not use City's name or insignia,
photographs relating to project for which Consultant’s services are
rendered, or any publicity pertaining to the Consultant's services under
this Agreement in any magazine, trade paper, newspaper, television or
radio production or other similar medium without the prior written consent
of City.

Consultant’'s Books and Records.

a. Consultant shall maintain any and all ledgers, books of account,
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invoices, vouchers, canceled checks, and other records or
documents evidencing or relating to charges for services,
expenditures and disbursements charged to City for a minimum
period of three (3) years, or for any longer period required by law,
from the date of final payment to Consultant to this Agreement.
Consultant shall maintain all documents and records which
demonstrate performance under this Agreement for a minimum of
three (3) years, or for any longer period required by law, from the
date of termination or completion of this Agreement.

Any records or documents required to be maintained pursuant to
this Agreement shall be made available for inspection or audit, at
any time during regular business hours, upon written request by the
City Administrator, City Attorney, City Finance Director, or a
designated representative of these officers. Copies of such
documents shall be provided to the City for inspection at City Hall
when its practical to do so. Otherwise, unless an alternative is
mutually agreed upon, the records shall be available at
Consultant's address indicated for receipt of notices in this
Agreement.

Where City has reason to believe that such records or documents
may be lost or discarded due to dissolution, disbandment or
termination of Consultant's business, City may, by written request

by any of the above named officers, require that custody of the
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12.

records be given to the City and that the records and documents be
maintained by City Hall.

Independent Contractor. It is understood that Consultant, in the

performance of the work and services agreed to be performed, shall act as
and be an independent contractor and shall not act as an agent or
employee of the City. Consultant shall obtain no rights to retirement
benefits or other benefits which accrue to City's employees, and
Consultant hereby expressly waives any claim it may have to any such
rights.

Interest of Consultant. Consultant (including principals, associates, and

professional employees) covenants and represents that it does not now have any
investment or interest in real property and shall not acquire any interest, direct or
indirect, in the area covered by this Agreement or any other source of income,
interest in real property or investment which would be affected in any manner or
degree by the performance of Consultant's services hereunder. Consultant
further covenants and represents that in the performance of its duties hereunder
no person having any such interest shall perform any services under this
Agreement. Consultant is not a designated employee within the meaning of the
Political Reform Act because Consultant:

a. will conduct research and arrive at conclusions with respect to its
rendition of information, advice, recommendation, or counsel
independent of the control and direction of the City or any City
official, other than normal agreement monitoring; and

b. possesses no authority with respect to any City decision beyond
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14.

15.

16.

rendition of information, advice, recommendation or counsel.
(FPPC Reg. 18700(a)(2).)

Professional Ability of Consultant. City has relied upon the professional

training and ability of Consultant to perform the services hereunder as a
material inducement to enter into this Agreement. All work performed by
Consultant under this Agreement shall be in accordance with applicable
legal requirements and shall meet the standard of quality ordinarily to be
expected of competent professionals in Consultant’s field of expertise.
Compliance with Laws. Consultant shall use the standard of care in its
profession to comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws,
codes, ordinances and regulations.

Licenses. Consultant represents and warrants to City that it has all
licenses, permits, qualifications, insurance and approvals of whatsoever
nature which are legally required of Consultant to practice its profession.
Consultant represents and warrants to City that Consultant shall, at its
sole cost and expense, keep in effect or obtain at all times during the term
of this Agreement, any licenses, pemmits, insurance and approvals which
are required by the City for its business.

Indemnity. Consultant agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers from and
against any and all claims, demands, actions, losses, damages, injuries,
and liability, direct or indirect (including any and all costs and expenses in

connection therein), arising from its performance of this Agreement or its
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18.

19.

20.

failure to comply with any of its obligations contained in this Agreement,
except for any such claim arising from the sole negligence or willful

misconduct of the City, its officers, agents, employees or volunteers.

Insurance Requirements. Consultant, at Consultants own cost and

expense, shall procure and maintain, for the duration of the Agreement,

the insurance coverage and policies as set forth in Exhibit “B" attached
hereto.
Notices. Any notice required to be given under this Agreement shall be in
writing and either served personally or sent prepaid, first class mail. Any
such notice shall be addressed to the other party at the address set forth
below. Notice shall be deemed communicated within 48 hours from the
time of mailing if mailed as provided in this section.
If to City: Rick Walls, Interim City Engineer

City of Oroville

1735 Montgomery Street

Oroville, CA 95965-4897
If to Consultant: Paul Miller, Principal

Omni-Means, Ltd.

943 Reserve Drive
Roseville, CA 95678

Entire _Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the complete and

exclusive statement of Agreement between the City and Consultant. All
prior written and oral communications, including correspondence, drafts,
memoranda, and representations are superseded in total by this
Agreement.

Amendments. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by a
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21.

22.

23.

24,

written document executed by both Consultant and City and approved as
to form by the City Attorney.

Assignment and Subcontracting. The parties recognize that a substantial

inducement to City for entering into this Agreement is the professional
reputation, experience and competence of Consultant. Assignments of
any or all rights, duties or obligations of the Consultant under this
Agreement will be permitted only with the express prior written consent of
the City. Consultant shall not subcontract any portion of the work to be
performed under this Agreement without the prior written authorization of
the City. If City consents to such subcontract, Consultant shall be fully
responsible to City for all acts or omissions of the subcontractor. Nothing
in this Agreement shall create any contractual relationship between City
and subcontractor nor shall it create any obligation on the part of the City
to pay or to see to the payment of any monies due to any such
subcontractor other than as otherwise required by law.

Waiver. Waiver of a breach or default under this Agreement shall not
constitute a continuing waiver of a subsequent breach of the same or any
other provision under this Agreement.

Severability. If any term or portion of this Agreement is held to be invalid,
illegal, or otherwise unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the
remaining provisions of this Agreement shall continue in full force and
effect.

Controlling Law Venue. This Agreement and all matters relating to it shall

AGREEMENT No. 3052



25.

26.

27.

28.

be governed by the laws of the State of California and any action brought
relating to this Agreement shall be held exclusively in Butte County
Superior Court or the United States District Court, Eastern District of
California.

Litigation Expenses and Attorney’s Fees. If either party to this Agreement

commences any legal action against the other part arising out of this
Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover its reasonable
litigation expenses, including court costs, expert witness fees, discovery
expenses, and attorneys’ fees.

Execution. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts,
each of which shall constitute one and the same instrument and shall
become binding upon the parties when at least one copy hereof shall have
been signed by both parties hereto. In approving this Agreement, it shall
not be necessary to produce or account for more than one such
counterpart.

Authority to Enter Agreement. Consultant has all requisite power and

authority to conduct its business and to execute, deliver, and perform the
Agreement. Each party warrants that the individuals who have signed this
Agreement have the legal power, right, and authority to make this
Agreement and to bind each respective party.

Prohibited Interests. Consultant maintains and warrants that it has not

employed nor retained any company or person, other than a bona fide

employee working solely for Consultant, to solicit or secure this

AGREEMENT No. 3052



29.

Agreement. Further, Consultant warrants that it has not paid nor has it
agreed to pay any company or person, other than a bona fide employee
working solely for Consultant, any fee, commission, percentage,
brokerage fee, gift or other consideration contingent upon or resulting from
the award or making of this Agreement. For breach or violation of this
warranty, City shall have the right to rescind this Agreement without
liability. For the term of this Agreement, no member, officer or employee
of City, during the term of his or her service with City, shall have any direct
interest in this Agreement, or obtain any present or anticipated material
benefit arising therefrom.

Equal Opportunity Employment. Consultant represents that it is an equal

opportunity employer and it shall not discriminate against any
subcontractor, employee or applicant for employment because of race,
religion, color, national origin, disability, ancestry, sex or age. Such non-
discrimination shall include, but not be limited to, all activities related to
initial employment, upgrading, demotion, transfer, recruitment or

recruitment advertising, layoff or termination.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be

executed on the date first written above.

AGREEMENT No. 3052



CITY OF OROVILLE

By: By:

Linda L. Dahlmeier, Mayor Paul Miller, Principal
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:
By: By:

" Scott E. Huber, City Attorney 'Randy Murphy, City Clerk

Attachments: Exhibit A - Scope of Services and Cost Proposal/Fee Schedule
Exhibit B - Insurance Requirements
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EXHIBIT B
INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSULTANTS
Consultant shall procure and maintain for the duration of the contract insurance against
claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from or in
connection with the performance of the work hereunder by the Consultant, his agents,
representatives, or employees.

Minimum Scope of Insurance

Coverage shall be at least as broad as:

1y Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability coverage
(occurrence Form CG 0001).

2. Insurance Services Office Form Number CA 0001 covering
Automobile Liability, Code 1 (any auto).

CH Workers’ Compensation insurance as required by the State of
California and Employee’s Liability Insurance.

4. Errors and Omissions Liability insurance appropriate to the

consultant’s profession. Architects’ and engineers’ coverage is to
be endorsed to include contractual liability.

Minimum Limits of Insurance

Consultant shall maintain limits no less than:

1: General Liability: $1,000,000 per occurrence for bodily injury,
personal injury and property damage. If Commercial General
Liability Insurance or other form with a general aggregate limit shall
apply separately to this project/location or the general aggregate
limit shall be twice the required occurrence limit.

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

3. Employer's Liability: $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury or
disease.

4. Errors and Omissions Liability: $1,000,000 per occurrence.

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by the
City. At the option of the City, either: the insurer shall reduce or eliminate such
deductibles or self-insured retentions as respects the City, its officers, officials,
employees and volunteers; or the Consultant shall provide a financial guarantee



satisfactory to the City guaranteeing payment of losses and related investigations, claim
administration and defense expenses.

Other Insurance Provisions

The commercial general liability and automobile liability policies are to contain, or be
endorsed to contain, the following provisions:

1. The City, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers are to be covered as
additional insured's as respects: liability arising out of work or operations performed by
or on behalf of the Consultant; or automobiles owned, leased, hired or borrowed by the
Consultant.

2. For any claims related to this project, the Consultant’s insurance coverage shall be
primary insurance as respects the City, its officers, officials, employees and volunteers.
Any insurance or self-insurance maintained by the City, its officers, officials, employees
or volunteers shall be excess of the Consultant’s insurance and shall not contribute with
it.

3. Each insurance policy required by this clause shall be endorsed to state that
coverage shall not be canceled by either party, except after thirty (30) days’ prior written
notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to the City.

4. Coverage shall not extend to any indemnity coverage for the active negligence of the
additional insured in any case where an agreement to indemnify the additional insured
would be invalid under Subdivision (b) of Section 2782 of the Civil Code.

Acceptability of Insurers

Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A. M. Best's rating of no less than
A:VIl, unless otherwise acceptable to the City.

Verification of Coverage

Consultant shall furnish the City with original certificates and amendatory endorsements
effecting coverage required by this clause. The endorsements should be on forms
provided by the City or on other than the City’'s forms provided those endorsements
conform to City requirements. All certificates and endorsements are to be received and
approved by the City before work commences. The City reserves the right to require
complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies, including endorsements
affecting the coverage required by these specifications at any time.



TO:

OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
STAFF REPORT

MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DONALD RUST, DIRECTOR

RICK WALLS, INTERIM CITY ENGINEER
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RE: AGREEMENT WITH SKYDIVE LAKE OROVILLE TO CONDUCT A
SKYDIVING BUSINESS AT OROVILLE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014
- SUMMARY

The Council may consider an Agreement with Skydive Lake Oroville (SLO) to conduct a
skydiving business at the Oroville Municipal Airport (OMA).

BACKGROUND

During the summer of 2012, staff was approached by SLO to initiate discussions related
to that desired to start a skydiving business at the Airport. Since then, staff has had
several meetings with SLO representatives to discuss the approval process and provide
comments on a skydiving business plan prepared by SLO as requested by staff. The
following activities have taken place to advance the approval process to this date:

SLO prepared a business plan (Plan) that describes the ownership and operations
structure of the company. The Plan adequately describes the skydiving
qualifications of SLO personnel and how SLO proposes to operate a safe skydiving
operation. Skydiving operations are governed by both Federal Aviation
Administration Regulation Part 105 and the Skydiver’s Information Manual published
by the United States Parachuting Association.

A Parachute Landing Area (PLA) was discussed with SLO and the FAA. The
placement of the PLA cannot present a conflict on the currently approved Airport
Layout Plan (ALP). The PLA to be used is located east of T-Hangar Buildings A — C
and south of Runway 31 (map attached). The PLA is flat, free of obstructions and
meets FAA siting criteria. The FAA has approved the PLA location.

A stakeholders meeting was held at the Airport on October 29, 2013 between City
representatives, SLO and the local pilot community. City representatives included
Council members Pittman and Wilcox, Don Rust and Rick Walls. An announcement
for the meeting was emailed in advance to 45 members of the local piloting

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 1 2.18.2014



community. The principal purpose for the meeting was to introduce SLO personnel
to the piloting community and address any concerns the pilots had related to the
proposed skydiving operations. All pilots in attendance were supportive of
introducing skydiving at the OMA, as they felt that it would benefit that Airport and
the City.

e Staff and SLO came to a final agreement regarding where the business will be
operated and where skydivers will enter into the Airport, while maintaining adequate
Airport security. The Agreement specifies that all of SLO’s clients will enter the
Airport through a new access gate located adjacent to Hangar B-18 where SLO will
house the aircraft and conduct skydiving orientations. Staff has received and
approved a submittal for the new access gate that will be paid for and installed by
SLO. In addition, a path of travel consisting of crushed stone will be laid between
Airport Parkway and the new entry gate.

¢ As requested by the FAA, a categorical exclusion checklist (cat-ex) was prepared for
the skydiving operation and initially submitted to the FAA for review on December 9,
2013, Staff received comments from the FAA and submitted a revised cart-ex on
January 28", 2013. It is anticipated that the cat-ex for the skydiving operation will be
approved soon. SLO will not be able to start the skydiving business until the cat-ex
is approved by the FAA.

SLO owners and personnel that will be operating the business are listed below:

Louis_Gelenaw, Owner — USPA licensed skydiver with 13 years of experience; 306
jumps to date.

Bryan Postolka, Owner — USPA licensed skydiver with 13 years experience; 315 jumps
to date.

Sam Kudo — USPA licensed skydiver and instructor; 20 years experience; 1,500 jumps.
Pete Swann, USPA licensed skydiver and instructor; FAA Certified Master Rigger.

James Schlernitzaur - USPA licensed skydiver and instructor; FAA Certified Master
Rigger.

Garry Lee, Licensed Pilot — 350 skydive piloting hours.

Kurt Dunning, Licensed Pilot — 800 skydive piloting hours.

Staff concludes that the SLO owners and personnel, based on their experience and
license categories, posses the necessary experience (training, rigging and piloting) to
conduct a safe skydiving business.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 2 2.18.2014



FISCAL IMPACT

SLO will be renting T-Hangar B-18 from the City to house the skydiving aircraft and
conduct skydiving orientation training for tandem jumpers. The rent will be $212 per
month, or $2,544 per year. This revenue will be deposited into the Airport Fund. SLO
will also be purchasing fuel from the City; the fuel revenue is difficult to project, but is in
addition to the hangar rent.

RECOMMENDATION

Adopt Resolution No. 8187 — A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT
WITH SKYDIVE LAKE OROVILLE TO CONDUCT A SKYDIVING BUSINESS AT THE
OROVILLE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT ~ (Agreement No. 3053).

ATTACHMENTS
Parachute Landing Area Map

Resolution No. 8187
Agreement No. 3053

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT Page 3 2.18.2014



CITY OF OROVILLE
RESOLUTION NO. 8187

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZING AND
DIRECTING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT WITH SKYDIVE LAKE
OROVILLE TO CONDUCT A SKYDIVING BUSINESS AT THE OROVILLE
MUNICIPAL AIRPORT

(Agreement No. 3053)

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Oroville City Council as
follows:

1. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute an Agreement with
Skydive Lake Oroville to conduct a skydiving business at the Oroville Municipal
Airport. A copy of the Agreement is attached to this Resolution.

2. The City Clerk shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville City Council at a regular meeting held on
February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, City Attorney Randy Murphy, City Clerk
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AGREEMENT

This Agreement is made and entered into as of February 18, 2014 by and

between the City of Oroville (“City") and Skydive Lake Oroville
(Operator).
RECITALS

The Operator specially trained, experienced and licensed to operate a
skydiving business at Oroville Municipal Airport (OMA) as will be governed
by this Agreement; and
The City believes that the introduction of skydiving to OMA will, over time,
benefit both OMA and the City. There are no skydiving businesses
operating between Oroville and the California/Oregon border, and the
closest skydiving business south or Oroville are located in Lincoln and
Davis.
City and Operator both desire to establish the terms and conditions under
which the skydiving business will operate at OMA.

AGREEMENT

Scope of Business. The Operator will conduct a skydiving business at

OMA utilizing City T-Hangar B-18 as a base of operations. Operations
within the T-Hangar shall be limited to the storage of the skydiving aircraft
and the conducting of the skydiving business. Prohibited activities within
the T-Hangar shall be governed by a T-Hangar lease agreement to be
executed separately form this Agreement. The skydiving business shall
be conducted only out of a City rented T-Hangar and will comply with the

rules of the T-Hangar.
AGREEMENT NO. 3053



Term. The term of this Agreement shall be from February 14, 2014 to
February 13, 2019. SLO may request an extension of this initial term by
submitting a written request of such to the City.

Operation of the Skydiving Business.

a. SLO shall use only Unites States Parachuting Association (USPA)
or Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) certified and/or licensed
personnel to conduct certain business practices. These practices
include, but are not limited to 1) piloting of the skydiving aircraft, 2)
maintenance of the skydiving aircraft, 3) training of skydivers, 4) the
safety and operational aspects of takeoff and skydivers exiting the
skydiving aircraft, 5) required notifications to the nearest applicable
air route traffic control center, 6) packing of main and reserve
parachutes and 7) repair of main and reserve parachutes.

b. SLO shall conduct skydiving operations in a manner that is
compliant, in all aspects, with FAA Regulation Part 105 and the
Unites States Parachuting Association (USPA) Skydiver's
Information Manual, as may be updated form time to time. The
lasted version of the FAA and USPA regulations and policies
relative to skydiving shall apply at all times.

c. Prior to the occurrence of the first skydive, SLO shall submit to the
City copies of all applicable certifications and/or licenses for SLO
affiliated personnel pursuant to Section 3.a of this Agreement.

d. SLO shall allow the City to periodically review records related to
compliance with FAA and USPA regulations and policies as

specified in Section 3.b of this Agreement. The review of such
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records shall relate to, but are not limited to, all aspects of FAA or
USPA certifications for piloting, training and rigging.

e. SLO shall make every attempt reasonably possible to confine the
landing of skydivers to the designated Parachute Landing Area
(PLA). The City shall be notified within 24 business hours in the
event that there is an off Airport skydive landing. Off Airport means
any property located outside of the Airport fenced perimeter.

f. SLO shall ensure that the skydive aircraft(s) use the FAA approved
takeoff and landing patterns and follow all FAA flight rules.

Area of Operation. SLO operations shall at all times be conducted out of a

City t-hangar. Initially SLO has selected T-Hangar B-18 to house the
skydiving aircraft and conduct pre{jump training and other related
skydiving operations. SLO shall enter into a t-hangar lease agreement,
and with proper notice, may relocate the operations to a different vacant t-
hangar. Access into the Airport by SLO clients shall be limited to a new
secure access gate located adjacent to T-Hangar B-18. The new access
gate shall be paid for an installed by SLO to City standards. The on
Airport areas of operation for the business shall be limited to the property
between the entry gate and SLO’s t-hangar, between SLO’s t-hangar and
Taxiway J, and between the PLA and SLO’s t-hangar. In the event that a
skydiver lands outside of the PLA on Airport property, SLO and SLO’s
clients shall follow all applicable safety regulations regarding movement
from the landing area back to SLO’s t-hangar. A map depicting the
location of the PLA and SLO’s current t-hangar is attached as Exhibit A

Indemnification. SLO agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
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City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers from and
against any and all claims, demands, actions, losses, damages, injuries,
and liability, direct or indirect (including any and all costs and expenses in
connection therein), arising from its performance of this Agreement or its
failure to comply with any of its obligations contained in this Agreement,.
Insurance. SLO, at SLO’s sole expense, shall maintain at all times
aviation general liability and premises insurance in forms and amounts
approved by the City. The City of Oroville shall be listed as an additional
insured on the policy. The insurance required shall be issued by carriers
acceptable to the City and authorized to issues such policies in the State
of California.

Termination of Agreement. The City may terminate this Agreement at any

time if any of the terms of this Agreement, specifically Section 3, are
violated.

Indemnity. Consultant agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the
City, its officers, officials, agents, employees and volunteers from and
against any and all claims, demands, actions, losses, damages, injuries,
and liability, direct or indirect (including any and all costs and expenses in
connection therein), arising from its perfformance of this Agreement or its
failure to comply with any of its obligations contained in this Agreement,
except for any such claim arising from the sole negligence or willful
misconduct of the City, its officers, agents, employees or volunteers.

Notices, Any notice required to be given under this Agreement shall be in

writing and either served personally or sent prepaid, first class mail. Any

such notice shall be addressed to the other party at the address set forth
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10.

1.

12.

13.

below. Notice shall be deemed communicated within 48 hours from the
time of mailing if mailed as provided in this section.

If to City: Airport Manager
City of Oroville
1735 Montgomery Street
Oroville, CA 95965-4897

if to Consultant: Skydive Lake Oroville

6217 Pinecrest Drive
Paradise, CA 95969

Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the complete and

exclusive statement of Agreement between the City and Consultant. All
prior written and oral communications, including correspondence, drafts,
memoranda, and representations are superseded in total by this
Agreement.

Amendments. This Agreement may be modified or amended only by a
written document executed by both SLO and City and approved as to form
by the City Attorney.

Severability. If any term or portion of this Agreement is held to be invalid,
illegal, or otherwise unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the
remaining provisions of this Agreement shall continue in full force and
effect.

Controlling Law Venue. This Agreement and all matters relating to it shall

be governed by the laws of the State of California and any action brought
relating to this Agreement shall be held exclusively in Butte County
Superior Court or the United States District Court, Eastern District of

California.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be

executed on the date first written above.

CITY OF OROVILLE
By: By:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Mayor Skydive Lake Oroville
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:
By: By:

. Scott E. Huber, City Attorney .Randy Murphy, City Clerk

Attachments: Exhibit A — Parachute Landing Area
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT
TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
RE: MUNICIPAL INVESTMENT IN DEVELOPMENT TO ACHIEVE SUCCESS
(MIDAS PROGRAM)
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council will receive an update of the Municipal Investment in Development to Achieve
Success (MIDAS) Program, a capital improvement and economic development program that the
Council approved October 27, 2011.

DISCUSSION

The MIDAS Program was a list of planned capital investment projects to enhance the quality of
life for the residents and businesses in the City of Oroville. The core of the MIDAS Program
stems from public, private partnerships, such as the Oroville Auto Center, Orange Tree Senior
Apartments, PETCO and others that could lead to millions of dollars in investments in the City of
Oroville. The MIDAS Program focused on projects that would be completed, or started, within
fiscal years (2011-2013).

During this time of economic challenges, high unemployment rates and uncertainty, the City of
Oroville recognized the importance of its role in guiding the community toward stabilization and
recovery. It is one of the jobs of the City of Oroville to assist in developing and implementing
responsible strategies that help the local business community weather tough times and build a
strong economic foundation for long-term prosperity and quality of life in Oroville. In tune with
the then Council's economic priorities, the City’s Executive staff developed a strategy that
focused on business retention, intelligent self-investment and aggressive public-private
partnerships. Multiple media releases occurred after Council approval and city staff made
presentations about the MIDAS program at all service clubs as well as to the appropriate
industry connections.

Unfortunately, the demise of the Redevelopment Agency (RDA) has prevented some MIDAS
projects to continue forward. Also, the elimination of the Economic Development Manager and
restructuring of city departments has reduced the momentum of the MIDAS program.

FISCAL IMPACT

As outlined in the attachments.

RECOMMENDATION

Provide direction, as needed.

ATTACHMENTS

MIDAS Project Summary ‘ I 49
ADMINISTRATION Page 1 02.18.2014
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL

STAFF REPORT
TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
FROM: RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR
DIANE MACMILLAN, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE
RE: GENERAL FUND MID-YEAR 2013/14 BUDGET REVIEW AND
APPROVAL OF BUDGET ADJUSTMENTS
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014
SUMMARY

The Council will hear the mid-year General Fund budget review and may consider
budget adjustments for fiscal year 2013/14.

DISCUSSION

Staff has reviewed the General Fund based on revenue and expenditures thru
December 2013. The General Fund is holding its own. With actual data and estimated
outcome for June 30, 2014, the following recommendations are given.

Revenues to be adjusted by department based on the attached analysis. The estimates
reflect an over all increase of $36,315. Staff is still analyzing grant revenue that may
not be reflected in this current analysis.

Salary/Benefit budget analysis reflect an estimated shortfall overall of $36,185. But with
the necessary budget adjustments to cover unbudgeted cost of payoffs for Safety staff
who left after the budget was adopted of $47,970, this will bring the estimated cost
savings to $11,785.

The Operating budgets reflect that some departments will close the year with savings
which will be reflected in the Fund Balance at fiscal year end. Being very frugal is
warranted at this time.

If further analysis warrants any additional changes, it will be brought to the Council for
review and approval as necessary.

FISCAL IMPACT
See attached detail of Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-39.
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RECOMMENDATION

1. Approve Supplemental Appropriation No. 2013/14-0214-39 as indicated in the
fiscal impact of this staff report dated February 18, 2014.

2. Provide staff with direction or recommendations, as necessary.

ATTACHMENTS

Spreadsheet recaps Revenue, Expenditures (Salary/Benefits and Operating)
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Recap Salary/Benefits thru 6/30/14 estimate only

1/21/2014
General Fund
Department: Budget Estimated total Balance:
CityCouncil - 1000 $59,817.00 $62,716.00 ($2,899.00)
Mayor - 1005 $19,365.00 $20,723.00 ($1,358.00)
City Clerk - 1200 $77,896.00 $79,704.00 ($1,808.00)
Human Resources - 1300 $113,343.00 $110,374.00 $2,969.00
City Administrator - 1400 $283,590.00 $220,855.00 $62,735.00
Successor Agency - 1450 $112,186.00 $85,946.00 $26,240.00
City Treasurer - 1550 $23,954.00 $24,023.00 ($69.00)
Planning - 1600 $220,518.00 $228,285.00 ($7,767.00)
City Hall - 1700 $66,740.00 $60,998.00 $5,742.00
Fire - 2000 $1,931,809.00 $2,000,170.00 ($68,361.00)
Police - 2500 $4,193,765.00 $4,271,654.00 ($77,889.00)
Building - 2990 $270,083.00 $247,241.00 $22,842.00
[Engineering - 3000 $225,801.00 $229,538.00 ($3,737.00)
Streets - 3100 $300,339.00 $296,437.00 $3,902.00
Parks Admin. - 5000 $39,788.00 $41,066.00 ($1,278.00)
Parks Ops- 5005 $411,273.00 $397,409.00 $13,864.00
Non-Dept. - 7200 $80,769.00 $55,379.00 $25,390.00
Finance - 1500 $547,484.00 $502,612.00 $44,872.00
TOTAL: $8,978,520.00 $8,935,130.00 $43,390.00

Overall payroll and benefits for the General Fund based on staff's best estimate (noting that overtime

for Police and Fire will remain stable for the remainder of the fiscal year) will see a savings of approprimately
$43,390.00

This would not have been the case if overtime( which is the overage) did not become more stable in the Fire

and Police departments.

Also we recognized salary savings from the Administrative budget for the Successor Agency and our

unemployment costs were less than anticipated.




RECAP OPERATING EXPENSES THRU DEC. 2013 GENERAL FUND (object 6000-9999)

Annual Remaining
DEPT Description Actual+Encum. Budget Budget Rem%
Total Year

1000 City Council -8199.51 -21520 -13320.49 62
1005 Mayor -2563.17 -5473 -2909.83 53
1100 City Attorney -174143.25 -279543  -105399.75 38
1200 City Clerk -16325.23 -55602 -39276.77 71
1300 Human Resources -10449.77 -28279 -17829.23 63
1400 City Admin. -15147.64 -18339 -3191.36 17
1450 ECON DEV/COMENH -48429.27 -101982 -53552.73 53
1500 Finance -54435.22 -138037 -83601.78 61
1650 City Treasurer -201.42 -2676 -2474.58 92
1600 Planning -55794.14 -85978 -30183.86 35
1700 City Hall -8020.69 -73004 -64983.31 89
1755 ARLINE RHYNE CT -2978.27 -20895 -17916.73 86
2000 Fire Department -95689.66 -149007 -95689.66 64
2500 Police Dept. -170445.37 421081  -250635.63 60
2990 Bldg/Code Enf. -45176 -82552 -37376 45
3000 PWrks Admin -18064.88 -34134 -16069.12 47
3100 Sts/Storm Drain -136778.09 451597 -314818.91 70
5000 Parks & Trees -36541.34 -70427 -33885.66 48
5005 Parks Operatns -89605.83 -203353  -113747.17 56
5010 Pioneer Museum -1342.5 -9808 -8465.5 86
5015 BOLT MUSEUM -5256.68 -9193 -3936.32 43
7100 Liab/Prop Ins. -377680.23 -421837 -44156.77 10
7200 Other -333643.84 -360086 -26442.16 7

Total of all DEPTS -1706912 -3044403 -1379863.32 43

THIS ASSUMES ALL OPERATING FUNDS ARE EXPENDED AT 6/30/14.
There will be some departmental savings, but no current estimate to date.



OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL/OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY/
OROVILLE PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
CHAIRPERSON AND COMMISSIONERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DIANE MACMILLAN, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

RE: ANNUAL AUDIT AND COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL REPORT
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY:

The Council/Commissioners will receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive
Annual Financial Report (CAFR).

DISCUSSION

The City Charter provides that an independent Certified Public Accountant selected by
the Council will conduct an annual audit. As part of the audit a CAFR was prepared for
the 2012/13 fiscal year, which reported on the financial condition of the Oroville Public
Financing Authority, a legally separate agency, which is included in the financial
statements of the City because the City Council acts as the governing body.

Staff believes that the financial statements meet the standards for a Certificate of
Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting from the GFOA (Government
Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada). The City has been the
recipient of a Certificate of Achievement for the CAFR for the last eighteen years.

FISCAL IMPACT

The General Fund’s unassigned balance (this does not include the $800,000 General
Fund Reserve) was $978,552.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial Report.
ATTACHMENTS

2012/13 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
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OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY

STAFF REPORT
TO: CHAIRPERSON AND BOARD MEMBERS
FROM: RICK FARLEY, ENTERPRISE ZONE AND BUSINESS ASSISTANCE
COORDINATOR
RE: ADOPTION OF THE JULY THOUGH DECEMBER 2014

RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS14-15A)
AND THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Successor Agency may consider approving the Recognized Obligation
Payment Schedule (ROPS 14-15A) and the Successor Agency Administrative
Budget for July through December 2014.

DISCUSSION

A Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) is required to be approved every
six months by the Oversight Board. A ROPS is forward looking to anticipate future
projected costs associated with the fulfillment of the various “enforceable”
obligations. The attached ROPS 14-15Adocument is for the period of July through
December 2014. Upon Oversight Board approval, the ROPS is immediately
submitted to the Depart of Finance (DOF) for review and is required to be submitted by
March 1, 2014. Pursuant to Health & Safety Code section 34177(m) the DOF has
45 days to approve the obligations and the payments listed on the ROPS.

ROPS 14-15A

DOF created a new ROPS template for the previous ROPS 13-14B and this ROPS 14-
15A uses that same template. The most notable change was the requirement to
complete a “Fund Balances” worksheet that establishes a running tally of existing funds
the Successor Agency still has on hand from prior ROPS periods that can be used to
pay for “enforceable obligations” in the upcoming ROPS period. This is not necessarily
new, but DOF recognizes the need to track a running balance of reserves so that
agencies do not request new property tax monies unnecessarily if there is existing cash
on hand. This ensures that there are more residual property tax revenues available on
January 2, 2014 to be distributed to taxing agencies (e.g., County, school districts,
special districts, City).

The Successor Agency also receives income during each ROPS period from non-

property tax sources, such as interest income. The Successor Agency is expected to
BAHD Page 1 02.18.2014
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expend these funds prior to requesting property tax funds from the Redevelopment
Property Tax Trust Fund (“RPTTF”), administered by the County Auditor-Controller.

The Successor Agency is also required to itemize all prior period ROPS payments for
enforceable obligations and administrative costs. The prior period included in this next
ROPS is January through June 2013. This is tied to the ROPS template changes for
calculating fund balances. The prior period payment “true-up” process compares
estimated ROPS payments versus actual payments from January through June 2013. If
the Successor Agency spent less than it estimated, fund balances should be used to
pay for ROPS 13-14B obligations and, under AB 1484, the County Auditor-Controller
will adjust down the distribution of RPTTF to the Successor Agency for this next ROPS
period by the surplus amount.

Other changes in the ROPS during the past year include a more standardized format.
DOF pre-populated the prior ROPS 13-14A spread sheet using the obligations
submitted in ROPS Ill. Therefore item 1 on ROPS lll will remain item 1 on ROPS 13-
14A and 13-14B, and so on and so forth, until the Successor Agency is completely
dissolved. From this point forward any obligations that are fulfilled or if they are
denied by DOF will remain on the ROPS until the Successor Agency is completely
dissolved.

The following ROPS 13-14B items were fulfilled during the ROPS Il cycle. These
items have a zero balance and will remain on the ROPS until the Successor
Agency is completely dissolved:

item 5 Orange Tree Senior Housing Project Development Agreement Orange

ltem 6 Tree Senior Housing Project Land Sale Option Agreement Landscaping

ltem 11  Services, Skipper Clark Contract

item 13 Orange Tree Senior Housing Project Management

item 14 Maintenance cost related to housing programs/ Projects Management of
pre-existing Affordable Housing Loan Obligations and Loan Portfolio

item 15 Hillview Ridge Apartments, Phase Il Project Management

item 16 Multi Family Housing Compliance Monitoring Program Management

ltem 17 Grant Match Funding

Item 18  Home Grant (Housing)

ltem 19 Cal Home Grant (Housing)

BAHD Page 2 02.18.2014



ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 341770), the Successor
Agency is required to prepare a proposed administrative  budget
("Budget") and submit it for approval to the Oversight Board. The Budget is
required to include estimated amounts for Successor Agency administrative
costs for the current ROPS period as well as, proposed sources of
payment for all administrative costs (See Administrative Budget).

FISCAL IMPACT

RPTTF and remaining funds are obligated to pay ongoing bond payments and other
obligations of the former Redevelopment Agency.

RECOMMENDATION

1. Adopt Resolution No. 14-01 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT
BOARD OF THE OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE FORMER
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF OROVILLE ADOPTING
THE JULY THROUGH DECEMBER 2014 RECOGNIZED OBLIGATION
PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 14-15A) PURSUANT TO HEALTH AND
SAFETY CODE SECTION 34177(m).

2. Adopt Resolution No. 14-02 - A RESOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT
BOARD TO THE OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE FORMER
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF OROVILLE ADOPTING
THE JULY THROUGH DECEMBER 2014 ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET
PURSUANT TO HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 34177(j).

ATTACHMENTS
Resolution No. 14-01
Resolution No. 14-02

Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 14-15A) with Successor Agency
Administrative Budget

BAHD Page 3 02.18.2014



OVERSIGHT BOARD
RESOLUTION NO. 14-01

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE
FORMER REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF OROVILLE
ADOPTING THE JULY THROUGH DECEMBER 2014 RECOGNIZED
OBLIGATION PAYMENT SCHEDULE (ROPS 14-15A) PURSUANT TO
HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 34177(m)

WHEREAS, pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 34177(m) the
Successor Agency is required to approved the Recognized Obligation Payment
Schedule (ROPS) for the period of July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014, and

WHEREAS, upon the Oversight Board approval of the ROPS, the
Successor Agency is required to submit the ROPS to the Department of Finance
and the County Auditor-Controller, no fewer than 90 days before the date of the
property tax distribution.

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Oversight Board as follows:

1. The Oroville Successor Agency approves the Recognized
Obligation Payment Schedule for the period of July 1, 2014
through December 31, 2014.

2. The Secretary shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Successor Agency at a regular meeting
on February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahlmeier, Chairperson
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, Agency Counsel Randy Murphy, Secretary



OROVILLE SUCESSOR AGENCY
RESOLUTION NO. 14-02

A RESOLUTION OF THE OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE FORMER
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF OROVILLE ADOPTING THE JULY
THROUGH DECEMBER 2014 ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET PURSUANT TO HEALTH
AND SAFETY CODE SECTION 34177(j)

WHEREAS, pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 34177(j) the
Successor Agency is reguired to approve the Successor Agency Administrative
Budget for the period of July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014, and

WHEREAS, the Administrative Budget shall include 1) an estimate of the
six month fiscal period, 2) sources of payment for the costs identified, and 3)
arrangements for administrative and operations services provided the city or
other agency.

BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Successor Agency as follows:
1. The Oroville Successor Agency approved the Successor
Agency Administrative Budget for the period of July 1, 2014
through December 31, 2014.
2. The Secretary shall attest to the adoption of this Resolution.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Oroville Successor Agency a regular meeting
on February 18, 2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Linda L. Dahimeier, Chairperson
APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

Scott E. Huber, Agency Counsel Randy Murphy, Secretary
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Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule 14-15A - Notes
July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014

Item# | Notes/Comments

21 |HSC 34191.4(b) states that loan agreements between a redevelopment agency and a city shall be deemed enforceable obligations provided that the oversight board
'makes a finding that the loan was for legitimate redevelopment purposes. The Oversight Board made such a finding at its meeting on 2/26/14. The amount requested
is one-half of the increase between the Residual RPTTF distributed in FY 13-14 less an adjusted FY 12-13 Residual RPTTF base year amount. The adjusted base
'year amount was calculated by assuming that ROPS 2 and 3 items were funded out of RPTTF instead of fund balances. Without this adjustment, the Successor
Agency will never have enough RPTTF to repay the City loan based on the anticipated amount of RPTTF available in future years. This is because the Successor
Agency was directed by DOF to exhaust fund balances before requesting RPTTF on the ROPS. We believe the adjusted base year amount should be permitted so the
Successor Agency is not penalized for exhausting fund balances on earlier ROPS as directed by DOF and pursuant to the intent of the Law.




Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS 14-15A) - Summary
Filed for the July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014 Period

Name of Successor Agency: Oroville

Name of County: Butte

Current Period Requested Funding for Outstanding Debt or Obligation

Six-Month Total

Enforceable Obligations Funded with Non-Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Funding

A  Sources (B+C+D): $ -
B Bond Proceeds Funding (ROPS Detail) =
C Reserve Balance Funding (ROPS Detail) -
D Other Funding (ROPS Detail) =
E  Enforceable Obligations Funded with RPTTF Funding (F+G): $ 2,239,078
F Non-Administrative Costs (ROPS Detail) 1,989,078
G Administrative Costs (ROPS Detail) 250,000
H  Current Period Enforceable Obligations (A+E): $ 2,239,078
Successor Agency Self-Reported Prior Period Adjustment to Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding
I Enforceable Obligations funded with RPTTF (E): 2,239,078
J Less Prior Period Adjustment (Report of Prior Period Adjustments Column S) (40,553)
K  Adjusted Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding (I-J) $ 2,198,525
County Auditor Controller Reported Prior Period Adjustment to Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding
L  Enforceable Obligations funded with RPTTF (E): 2,239,078
M  Less Prior Period Adjustment (Report of Prior Period Adjustments Column AA) =
N  Adjusted Current Period RPTTF Requested Funding (L-M) 2,239,078
Certification of Oversight Board Chairman:
Pursuant to Section 34177(m) of the Health and Safety code, | hereby .
certify that the above is a true and accurate Recognized Obligation Name Title
Payment Schedule for the above named agency. s/
Date

Signature



Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) 14-15A - ROPS Detail

July 1, 2014 through December 31, 2014
(Report Amounts in Whole Dollars)

A B [ D E F G H I J K L M N (o) P
Funding Source
Non-Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund
(Non-RPTTF) RPTTF
Contract/Agreement | Contract/Agreement Total Outstanding
ltem # Project Name / Debt Obligation Obligation Type Execution Date Termination Date Payee Description/Project Scope Project Area Debt or Obligation | Retired | Bond Proceeds | Reserve Balance Other Funds Non-Admin Admin Six-Month Total
$ 34,407,441 § -1% -1 -1 8 1,989,078 | § 250,000 | $ 2,239,078
112002 Tax Allocation Bonds (Tax - |Bonds Issued On or [10/1/2002 9/15/2030 Union Bank Bonds issue to fund non-housing Oroville RDA 19,737,361 N 910,278 $ 910,278
2|2004 Tax Allocation Bonds, Series |Bonds Issued On or |7/1/2004 9/15/2026 Union Bank Bonds issue to fund non-housing Oroville RDA 9,459,043 N 206,403 $ 206,403
A (Tax - Exempt) Before 12/31/10 projects Project Area #1
3[2004 Tax Allocation Bonds, Series |Bonds Issued On or |7/1/2004 9/15/2026 Union Bank Bonds issue to fund non-housing Oroville RDA 873,304 N 271,954 $ 271,954
B Before 12/31/10 projects Project Area #1
4| Fiscal Agent Fees, Bond |Fees 3/1/2012 9/15/2030 Union Bank - Willdan Fees for fiscal agent services / Oroville RDA 192,000 N 12,000 $ 12,000
Disclosure, and Arbitrage Rebate Continuing disclosure reporting for tax |Project Area #1
Services allocation bonds
7|*US EPA Brownfield Assessment  |Professional 4/5/2011 10/1/2013 Brown and Caldwell, Inc.  |Professional Services Agreement with [Oroville RDA 119,941 Y - $ =
Grant Services Brown and Caldwell Environmental Project Area #1
Engineers and the Successor Agency.
The Successor Agency has a
Cooperative Agreement with the U.S.
EPA. All funds spent on this grant are
reimbursed 100% by the US EPA, and
there is no match requirement.

10|Oroville inn Code Enforcement Professional 4/6/2010 9/15/2030 Cota Cole Professional Services Agreement with |Oroville RDA
Legal Services Services Cota Cole for Code Enforcement Project Area #1
Legal Services
12|*Successor Agency Administrative |Admin Costs 2/1/2012 9/15/2030 City of Oroville Staffing costs overhead, building, Oroville RDA 4,000,000 N 250,000| $ 250,000
Allowance insurance, utility costs, equipment, etc [Project Area #1
18{Home Grant (Housing) OPA/DDA/Constructi|7/1/2004 12/30/2014 City of Oroville Matching Funds for HOME Grant Oroville RDA - Y $ i
on Project Area #1
19|Cal Home Grant (Housing) OPA/DDA/Constructi|7/1/2004 12/30/2014 City of Oroville Matching Funds for HOME Grant Oroville RDA - Y $ =
on Project Area #1
20|Robert M Taylor Corporation OPA/DDA/Constructi|12/15/1986 1/1/2021 City of Oroville Developer Participation Agreement Oroville RDA 24,892 N 2,156 $ 2,156
Participation Agreement on dated December 15, 1986, whereby  |Project Area #1
the Oroville RDA agrees to reimburse
the participant a portion of the
assessed value of the underlying
developed property on an annual
basis through the tax year 2021.
21(City of Oroville Loan City/County Loans  [10/19/1987 City of Oroville Loan from City to former RDA to Oroville RDA 1,806,876 N 586,287 3 586,287
On or Before provide seed money for CIP projects |Project Area #1
6/27/11 and property acquisition




Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) 14-15A - Report of Cash Balances
(Report Amounts in Whole Dollars)

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 34177(1), Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) may be listed as a source of payment on the ROPS, but only to the extent no other funding source is available or when payment from property

tax revenues is required by an enforceable obligation.

A B c D E F G H

Fund Sources

Bond Proceeds Reserve Balance Other RPTTF
Prior ROPS
RPTTF
Bonds Issued | Bonds Issued | Prior ROPS period | distributed as Rent,
on or before on or after balances and DDR | reserve for next Grants, Non-Admin and
Cash Balance Information by ROPS Period 12/31/10 01/01/11 balances retained | bond payment Interest, Etc. Admin Comments

ROPS 13-14A Actuals (07/01/13 - 12/31/13)

1 |Beginning Available Cash Balance (Actual 07/01/13)
Note that for the RPTTF, 1 + 2 should tie to columns J and O in the Report
of Prior Period Adjustments (PPAs) 3,364,894 - 253,861 - 20,157 =

2 [Revenuel/lncome (Actual 12/31/13)
Note that the RPTTF amounts shouid tie to the ROPS 13-14A distribution

from the County Auditor-Controller during June 2013 1,706 68,995 1,642,241

3 |Expenditures for ROPS 13-14A Enforceable Obligations (Actual
12/31/13)

Note that for the RPTTF, 3 + 4 should tie to columns L and Q in the Report
of PPAs ; 1,501,688

4 |Retention of Available Cash Balance (Actual 12/31/13)
Note that the RPTTF amount should only include the retention of reserves
for debt service approved in ROPS 13-14A

5 |ROPS 13-14A RPTTF Prior Period Adjustment

Note that the RPTTF amount should tie to column S in the Report of PPAs. No entry required
40,553

6 | Ending Actual Available Cash Balance
CtoG=(1+2-3-4),H=(1+2-3-4-5) $ 3,366,600 | $ «| $ 253,861 | $ -1 $ 89,152 [ $ )

ROPS 13-14B Estimate (01/01/14 - 06/30/14)

7 |Beginning Available Cash Balance (Actual 01/01/14)
(C,D,E,G=4+6,F=H4+F4+F6,and H=5 + 6) $ 3,366,600 | $ -l s 253,861 | $ -1 % 89,152 | $ 40,553

8 |Revenue/lncome (Estimate 06/30/14)
Note that the RPTTF amounts should tie to the ROPS 13-14B distribution

from the County Auditor-Controller during January 2014 754,261

9 [Expenditures for 13-14B Enforceable Obligations (Estimate 06/30/14)
165,000 754,261

10 |Retention of Available Cash Balance (Estimate 06/30/14)
Note that the RPTTF amounts may include the retention of reserves for
debt service approved in ROPS 13-14B

11 |Ending Estimated Available Cash Balance (7 + 8 - 9 -10) $ 3366600 | $ s 88.861 | $ llls 89,152 | $ 40,553




ported for the ROPS 13-14A (July 1, 2013 through D 31, 2013} Period Pursuant to Health and Safety Code (HSC) saction 34186 (a)

the SA to Finance and
—

AB

ROPS 13-14A Successor Agency (SA) Self-reported Prior Period Ad) {PPA): Pursuani to HSC Section 34186 (a), Shs are requirad to report the diff beh their actual funding and their actual oxpendilures for the ROPS 13-14A (July Ihrough Dacembaer 2013) . The amount ROPS 13-14A CAC PPA; To b co the CAC upon submittal of the ROPS 14-15A
A B 3 D | E [ F [ G T —n [ [ [ | K T L | [ N | (] | [ I a | [ ] T u | v w L Y I -

RPTTF nditures

Non-RPTTE Expenditures RPTTF Expenditures RSTCACNON:
Net 54 Non-Admin Admin and Admin

and Admin PPA PPA
(Amount Used to (Amount Used to

Offset ROPS 14-15A Offset ROPS 14-
Non-Admin Admin Reguested RPTTF) Naon-Admin CAC Admin CAC 15A Requested

vailable Available

RPTTF RPTTF

Bond Proceeds Reserve Balance Other Funds

(If tolal actual

(ROPS 13-14A Difference (ROPS 13-14A e"ee.ds {otal
distributed + all other Net Lesser of (if Kis less lhan L, distribuled + all olher Net Lesser of authorized, the
Project Name / available s of Authorlzed / the difference is available as of Authorlzed / total difference is | Net Difference Authorized |

Net Lesser of Net Lesser of
Aulhorlzed /
(M+R) SA Comments Avallable Actual Difterence Avallable Actual Difference Net Difference CAC C:

Item # Debt Obligation | Authorized Actual Authorized Actual Authorized Actual Authorlzed 07/1/13) Avallable Actual zero) Authorlzed 071113) Avallable Actual zero)

40,553 $ - ) =ls -

$ -13 -8 -1 8 I “1% 1% 1417241 % 1417241 | $ 1417241 $ 1,376,688 | § 40,553 | § 125.000 | $ 125,000 | § 125000 | § 125,000 | $

e

61

2002 Tax Allocation - - - 900,484 900,484 | $ 900,484 900,423 | § 61
Bonds (Tax -

206,403 206,403 | $ 206,403 197,044 | § 9,359 $ 9,359
Bonds, Series A

{Tax - Exempt)
268,254 266,583 | § 1.671 $ 1671

3 | 2004 Tax Allocation - i - 268,254 268,254
Bonds. Series B
E 2,915

|

Fiscal Agent Fees, - - - 7,000 7.000 7,000 4,085 | & 2915
[Bond Disclosure,
and Arbitrage

Rebate Services
*Orangs Tree - - ) - - |5 = $ F $
'Senior Housing

o)

Project
*Orange Tree - - N = 13 = $
Senior Housing

Project
“US EPA - - - 25,000 25,000 | & 25,000 6,500 [ $ 18,500 $ 18,500

Brownfield

~4

| Assessment Grant
*Levee Invesligation| - - . . -8 . 3

@

9 | Oroville Enterprise - - - = -5 - $

Zone
10 | Orovilte Inn Code - - . 8,000 8,000 | $ 8,000 -3 8,000 $

[Enforcement Legal

8,000

Services
Landscaping - - . . B3 - 3 = $ -

Services
12 | *Successor Agency' - = 5 = 13 = $ - 125,000 125,000 | $ 125,000 125,000 $

Administrative

Allowance
13 | Orange Tree Senioy - - - E -5 - $ . $
Housing Project

Management

14 | Maintonance costs - . - B B E3 - 3 . E3
related lo Housing
Programs / Projects
Managemenl of Pre-|
existing Affordable
Housing Loan
Obligations and
Loan Portfolio

15 | Hilview Ridge . P = = s = 3 . 03 =
Apartments, Phase
Il Project

[Management.
16 | Mufa-Family B . - ] -Is a 3 = $ =

Housing
Compliance

| |Monitoring Program
17 | Granl Match . . -

18 | Home Grant . - - - =

{Housing}
18 | Cal Home Grant

nl el
@l o olm
w| o ol

|{Housing)
20 | Robert M Tayior . . . 2,100 2,100

(Corporation
Participation

47

@

2,100 2,053

Agreement



ported for the ROPS 13- 14A (July 1, 2013 through D ber 31, 2013) Period Pursuani 1o Health and Safoly Code (HSC) seclion 34186 (a)

|ROPS 13-14A S Agency (8A) Sell-reparied Prior Period Adjustments (PPA): Pursuant lo HSC Section 34186 (a), SAs are required 1o report the differences their aclual available funding and their actual exp for the ROPS 13-144 (July through December 2013) period. The amount [ROPS 13-14A CAC PPA: To b ted by the CAC submiltal of the ROFS 14-15A by the SA 1o Finance and
A B [5 | (] | E F | @ | H ] [ J 1 K L ™ L N | 0 | P | ] ] [ ] ) T u | v W . S X | z | AR AB
ditures
Nen-RPTTF Expenditures RPTTF Expenditures PTTF Expenditure e
Neet SA Non-Adinln Admin and Admin
and Admin PPA PPA
{Amount Used to (Amount Used to
‘Offset ROPS 14-15A Offset ROPS 14-
Bond Reserve Balance Other Funds Non-Admin Admin Requested APTTF) Non-Admin GAC Admin CAC 15A Raquested
Avallable Avattable
RPTTF RPTTF {f total aciual
(ROPS 13-14A Dlfference (ROPS 13-14A exceeds total
distrituted + o other | Net Lesser of lif K Is less than L, distribuled + all olher Net Lesser of authorized, the Net Lesser of Net Lesser of
Project Name / available as of Authorlzed / the difference is available as of Authorlzed / total difference is Net Ditference Authorized / Authorlzed /
ltem# | DebtOl Aclual Authorlzed Actual Authorlzed Actual Authorlzed 07/4/13) Available Actual zero) Authorized 071/13) Available Actual zero) {M+R) SA Comments Avallable Aclual Difference Avallable Actual Net Dlfference CAC Comments
-3 -18 H -1 % -1s § wavan)s 1472 | S 141724118 1576888 § 40,553 | § 125000 | $ 145000 | $ 125000 | $ 125,000 | § -8 40,553 x L3
1 | 2002 Tax Allocationy . - - 900,484 900,484 | $ 900,484 900,423 | $ 61 $ 61
Bonds {Tax-
| [Exempl)
2 | 2004 Tox Afocason - - 206,403 206,403 | $ 206,403 197,044 | § 9,359 $ 9,359
Bonds, Series A
(Tax - E
3 | 2004 Tax Allocation . - - 268,254 260,254 | $ 268,254 266,583 | § 1,671 $ 1671
[Bonds, Series B
4 | Fiscal Agent Fees, - - 7,000 7,000 |$ 7.000 4085 (% 2915 $ 2915
Bond Disclosure,
and Arbitrage
Rebale Services
§ | "Orange Tree - - 3 - $ . $
Senior Housing
Project
6 | *Orange Tree - $ - $ - % -
Senior Housing
Project
7 |TUSEPA - - 25,000 25,000 | § 25,000 6,500 [ 18,500 $ 18,500
Brownfield
Assessment Grant
8 | “Levee Inveshgation| - - - $ = $ = $
9 | Orovile Enterprise - $ . 3 $ .
Zone
10 | Oroville Inn Code - - 8,000 8,000 |5 8,000 3 8,000 $ 8,000
[Enforcement Legal
|Senvices
11 | Landscaping - $ I3 $ -
Services
12 | *Successor Agency 4 - H - $ 125,000 125,000 | § 125,000 125,000 $ E
Administrative
Allowance
13 | Orange Tree Seniof| - - - $ $ $ -
Housing Project
|Management
14 | Mainlenance costs . - - 3 3 - 5
related to Housing
Programs / Projects
Management of Pre-|
existing Affordable
Housing Loan
(Obligations and
Loan Portfolio
15 | Hillview Ridge p: . H 3 3 -
(Apartments, Phase
Il Project
- B - 3 v 5 =
. P [3 - 3 - 5 s
-1s . $ - $
F: - 3 3 . $ 3
20 | Robert M Taytor 2,100 2100 |5 2,100 2,053 | Cid 5 a7
[Corporation
Participation
Agreement




NOTES TO REDEVELOPMENT OBLIGATION RETIREMENT FUND CASH FLOW (FY 2012-13 through 2018-19)

1 ROPS 3 & 13-144A reflect actual amount of RPTTF avallable. Future ROPS periods are estimated based on past amounts, rounded down to the nearest 50,000. Assumes a 0% growlh rate in assessed values.
2 ROPS 3 & 13-14A reflect aclual amounts charged by the County Audltor-Controller for the AB 26 and SB 2557 admin fees. Fulure fees estimated on past amounts, rounded down to lhe nearest 1000.
3 ROPS 3 & 13-14A reflect actual payments calculated by County Auditor-Controller. Future payments estimated on past amounts, rounded up to the nearest 100.

4 DOF permitted the retentlon of the amounts shown In the ROPS 3 period as part of the due dlligence review process.

5 Payments due pursuant to debt service schedule. Bonds are enforceable obligations pursuant to H&SC Section 34171(d)(1)(A).

6 Payments due pursuant to a contract with a third party that Is an enforceable obligation pursuant to H&SC Sections 3417 1(d)(E) or 34177.3(b).

7 These items were denied by DOF beginning in the ROPS 13-14A period.

8 Actual payment will be based on assessed value of underlying development.

@ Maximum amount permitted to be paid out of the administrative cost allowance pursuant to H&SC Section 34171(b)

10 Anticipated true-up amount to make up for the difference in the eslimated vs. actual RPTTF expenditures listed on the ROPS pursuant to H&SC Section 34186(a) .

11 Estimated residual RPTTF avallable for distribution to affected taxing entities.

R Retired obligations have been paid off.



REDEVELOPMENT OBLIGATION RETIREMENT FUND CASH FLOW (FY 2012-13 through 2018-19)

OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY

See [ FY201213 | | FY 2013.14 ] [ FY 2014-15 ] | FY 2015-16 ] | FY 2016-17 ] [ FY 2017-18 — - FY 2?313.19 — ]
Nole ROPS 3 A B Total A B Total A B Total A B Total A B ola s
Jan-Jun 2013 Jul-Dec 2013 Jan-Jun 2014 Jul-Dec 2014 Jan-Jun 2015 Jul-Dec 2015 Jan-Jun 2016 Jul-Dec 2016 Jan-Jun 2017 Jul-Dec 2017 Jan-Jun 2018 Jul-Dec 2018 Jan-Jun 201
PROJECTED REVENUES Aclual Actual Actual
RPTTF Distribution to Successor Agency
RPTTF Available 1 3,775,140 3,722,065 3,585,435 7,307,500 3,720,000 3,585,435 7,305,435 3,720,000 3,585,435 7,305,435 3,720,000 3,585,435 7,305,435 3,720,000 3,585,435 7,305,43: 3;;(1),288 3,5::,;22 7,3(1)(5),41122)
Less County Administrative Fees 2 (3,842) (221,667) (88,533) (310,200) (221,600) (88,533) (310,133) {221,600) (88,533) (310,133) (221,600) (88,533) {310,133) (221,600) (88,533) (310,133) ( 11'000) (3(11'442; (1(622,4£)
Less Pass-Through Payments 3 (821,012) (810,972} (811,442) (1,622 414) (811,000) (811,442) (1,622,442) (811,000} (811,442) 1,622,442 (811,000) (811,442} 1,622,442 (811,000) (811,442) 1,622,442 (287'41)3) e A 312l861
Net RPTTF Available to Fund Obligation 2,950,286 2,689,426 2,685,461 5,374,887 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,361 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,861 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,861 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,861 2,687, ,685, ,372,
Relained from Prior Period Adjustment 10 51,654
Non-RPTTF Revenue i 5
Retained from LMIHF DDR 4 179,876 - 165,000 165,000 ] . - - - - - = o - = -
Retained from Other Funds DDR 4 703,643 - - - - - . z x = = = . - : = 5
Total Non-RPTTF Revenue 883,519 - 165,000 165,000 = - - . e - B B N
Total Funding Available from All Sources 3,833,805 2,689,426 2,850,461 5,539,887 2,739,054 2,685,461 5,424,515 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,861 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,861 2,697,400 2,685,461 5,372,861 2,687,400 2,685,461 5,372,861
ANTICIPATED EXPENDITURES Actual Actual Estimate
ROPS Obligations
12002 TAB 5 (325,462) (900,423) (315,278) (1,215,701) {910,278) (304,271) (1,214,549) (919,271) (292,432) (1,211,703) (927,432) (279,573) (1,207,005) (939,573) (265,878) (1,205,451) (955,8;3) (?gl,g;g) (1,:%,851);)
2 2004 TAB, Series A 5 (197,043) (197,044) (206,403) (403,447) (206,403) (206,403) (412,805) (206,403) (206,403) (412,805) (206,403) (206,403) (412,805) (481,403) (200,559) (681,961) (485,559) (194, > ) (679, . )
32004 TAB, Series B 5 (26,582) (266,583) (21,954) (288,537) (271,954) (15,266) (287,220) (285,266) (7,909) (293,175) (292,909) - (292,909) - - n 0(;0 . 0(;0) (12,000)
4 Fiscal Agent Fees, Bond Disclosure, and 6 (4,085) (5,000) (9,085) (12,000) (12,000) (12,000) (12,000) (12,000 (12,000) (12,000) (12,000 (12, !
Arbitrage Rebate Services I
5 Orange Tree Developmenl Agreement R - - = = j
6 Orange Tree Land Sale Option Agreement R - = = . M
7 US EPA Brownfield Assessment Grant R (72,799) (6,500) (50,626) (57,126) < = -
8 Levee Investigation 7 - - - = = L
9 Oroville Enterprise Zone 7 - - - - - a = = 5
10 Oroville Inn Code Enforcement Legal R (30,000) (30,000) (30,000) - - E Z
Services -
11 Landscaping Services R - - - - s = »
13 Orange Tree Staffing Costs R - - - = 5 =
14 Maintenance costs related to Housing 6 (74,934)
15 Hillview Ridge Apartments, Phase Il Project R -
Management
16 Multi-Family Housing Compliance Monitoring 6 (14,943)
Program Management
17 Grant Match R
18 Home Grant (Housing) 6 (45,000) (105,000) :
19 Cal Home Grant (Housing) 6 (45,000) (60,000) (60,000) - - . -
20 Robert M Taylor Corporation Participalion 8 (2,053) (2,053) (2,156) (2,156) (2,263) (2,263) (2,377) (2.377) (2,495) (2,495) (2,620) (2,620)
Agreemenl
Total ROPS Obligations (831,763) {1,376,688) (794,260) (2,170,948) (1,402,790) {525,939) (1,928,729) (1,425,203} (5086,743) (1,931,9486) {1,441,120) (485,976) (1,927,095) (1,435,471) (466,437) {1,901,908) (1,456,057) {445,576) (1,901,633)
Administralive Costs 9 (176,757) (113,899) (125,000) (238,899) {125,000) (125,000} (250,000) (125,000) (125,000) (250,000) (125,000) (125,000) (250,000} (125,000) (125,000) (250,000) (125,000) (125,000) (250,000)
Total Expenditures (1,008,520} {1,490,587) (919,260) (2,409,847) (1,527,790) (650,939) (2,178,729) (1,550,203) (631,743) (2,181,946) (1,566,120) (610,976) (2,177,095) (1,560,471) (591,437) (2,151,908) (1,581,057) {570,576) (2,151,633)
RPTTF DISTRIBUTION
Total ROPS Obligations 125,000 1,542,241 919,260 2,461,501 1,527,790 650,939 2,178,729 1,550,203 631,743 2,181,946 1,566,120 610,976 2,177,095 1,560,471 591,437 2,151,908 1,681,057 570,576 2,151 ,(:.‘.33
Less PPA 10 - - - - (51,654) . (51,654) - . = - > * = = ' 2 N
Total RPTTF Distribution SA 125,000 1,542,241 754,261 2,296,502 1,476,136 650,939 2,127,075 1,550,203 631,743 2,181,946 1,566,120 610,976 2,177,095 1,560,471 591,437 2,151,908 1,581,057 570,576 2,151,633
Residual RPTTF Available / (Deficit) 11 2,825,286 1,147,185 1,931,200 3,078,385 1,262,918 2,034,521 3,297,439 1,137,197 2,053,718 3,190,915 1,121,280 2,074,485 3,195,765 1,126,929 2,094,024 3,220,953 1,106,343 2,114,885 3,221,228
City Loan Rej yment
Adjusted Base Year Residual RPTTF 1,905,811 [
Maximum Repayment Amourit 586,287 402,671 441,217 424,369 Rk
Requested Repayment Amount 586,287 402,671 441,217 398,105
Net Residual RPTTF for Distribution 2,825,286 1,147,185 1,931,200 3,078,385 676,631 2,034,521 2,711,152 734,526 2,053,718 2,788,244 680,064 2,074,485 2,754,549 728,824 2,094,024 2,822,848 1,106,343 2,114,885 3,221,228



13-14

14-15

15-16

16-17

17-18

18-19

19-20

20-21

21-22

22-23

23-24

24-25

25-26

26-27

27-28

28-29

29-30

30-31

W>O>O0>0>PU>PO>PEU>P>PE>P>PO>PEO>PEO>PEO>O>OD>O0O>PO>O0>O>

2002
900,484.38
315,278.13
910,278.13
304,270.63
919,270.63
292,431.88
927,431.88
279,573.13
939,573.13
265,878.13
955,878.13
251,215.63
971,215.63
232,765.63
987,765.63
213,418.76
248,418.76
212,521.88
247,521.88
211,625.01
331,625.01
208,550.01

1,223,550.01
182,540.63
1,247,540.63
155,250.00
1,275,250.00
127,250.00
1,307,250.00

97,750.00

1,337,750.00

66,750.00

1,366,750.00

34,250.00

1,404,250.00

2004
206,402.50
206,402.50
206,402.50
206,402.50
206,402.50
206,402.50
206,402.50
206,402.50
481,402.50
200,558.75
485,558.75
194,360.00
489,360.00
187,722.50
497,722.50
180,670.00

1,265,670.00
154,358.75
1,294,358.75
126,713.75
1,236,713.75
99,796.25
374,796.25
92,852.50
382,852.50
85,530.00
390,530.00

2004B
268,253.75
21,953.75
271,953.75
15,266.25
285,266.25
7,908.75
292,908.75

Total
1,918,775.01
1,914,573.76
1,917,682.51
1,912,718.76
1,887,412.51
1,887,012.51
1,881,063.76
1,879,576.89
1,880,969.39
1,880,219.39
1,876,685.02
1,873,739.39
1,871,173.13
1,793,030.00
1,405,000.00
1,404,500.00
1,401,000.00

1,404,250.00

Remaining Obligation

2002
20,052,639
19,737,361

2004
9,666,345
9,459,943

2004B
895,258
873,304



DDR Retained Balances

Total Retained
Total Spent:
ROPS I

Remaining

ROPS 1II
Remaining

ROPS 13-14A
ROPS 13-14B

LMIHF Other Total

1,503,504 2,298,172 3,801,676

1,039,767 1,624,529 2,664,296
463,737 673,643 1,137,380
179,876 703,643 883,519
283,861 (30,000) 253,861
165,000 - 165,000
118,861 (30,000) 88,861

Permitted amount from Other Funds for ROPS Il
673,643



Maximum City Loan Repayment Calculation

Actual

. ] . Net RPTTF Approved ROPS Adjusted

Residual  RPTTF -

by Available  Admin Fees Pass-Thru Available Obligations  Residual RPTTF
ROPS Il 2,774,438 3.671,427 (86,344) (810,645) 2,774,438 3,379,228 -
ROPS |l 2,825,286 3,775,140 (3.842) (821,012) 2,950,286 1,044,475 1,005,811
FY 12-13 5,509,724 7,446,567 (90,186) (1,631,657) 5,724,724 4,423,703 1,905,311
13-14A 1,147,185 3,722,065 (221,667) (810,972) 2,689,426 1,542,241 1,147,185
13-14B 1,931,200 3,585,435 (88,533) (811,442) 2,685,461 754,261 1,931,200
FY 13-14 3,078,385 7,307,500 (310,200) (1,622,414) 5,374,887 2,296,502 3,078,385
Max. Payment 586,287

City Loan Repayment Schedule

FY 1112

FY 12-13

FY 13-14

FY 14-15

FY 15-16

FY 16-17

FY 17-18

FY 18-19

Total

"PMIA average annual yields through FY 12-13. Future periods apply the LAIF quarterly apportionment rate for Sept. & Dec. 2013.

Remaining LAIF Interest Interest Principal Interest Remaining  Payment by ROPS
Balance Rate' Owed igtal Due Payment  Payment by Balance Period
Payment
1,800,000 0.382% 6,876 1,806,876 - - - 1,806,876
ROPS | -
1,806,876 0.307% 5,547 1,812,423 - - - 1,812,423 ROPSII -
ROPS Il -
1,812,423 0.26% 4,712 1,817,135 - - - 1,817,135 13-14A -
13-14B -
1,817,135 0.26% 4,725 1,821,860 564,427 21,860 586,287 1,235,573 14-15A 586,287
14-15B
1,235,573 0.26% 3,212 1,238,786 399,458 3,212 402,671 836,115 15-16A 402,671
15-16B
836,115 0.26% 2,174 838,289 439,043 2174 441217 397,072 16-17A 441,217
16-17B
397,072 0.26% 1,032 398,105 397,072 1,032 398,105 - 17-18A 398,105
17-18B
- 0.26% E - 18-19A
18-19B



PAGE 1

County of Butte
Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund Allocations for July 2012-December 2012 ROPS ** Reduced Paradise Pass-thru Distributions
(Whole Numbers) to cover Negative ROPS Balance
6/12/2012 Successor Agency Successor Agency Successor Agency Successor Agency
Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Activity for for for for
Chico RDA Oroville RDA Gridley RDA Paradise RDA
RPTTF Beginning Balance (Must be Positive or Zero) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Deposits:
Secured & Unsecured Property Tax Increment 13,291,312.67 3,480,483.33 275,755.39 211,247.00
Supplemental & Unitary Property Tax Increment 388,650.03 189,001.05 (3,731.43) 6,957.87
Miscellaneous Revenue (Bond Debt Increment & Interest 258,351.78 1,942.76 151.61 174.52
Deposit totals 13,938,314.48 3,671,427.14 272,175.57 218,379.39
RPTTF Available Balance 13,938,314.48 3,671,427.14 272,175.57 218,379.39
H&S Code 34183 Distributions
Administrative Fees to County Auditor-Controller 48,885.20 11,829.34 963.29 809.20
SB2557 Administration Fees 279,629.90 74,514.85 5,897.61 4,948,90
City Passthrough Payments 147,312,00 67,302.20 10,653.00 10,167.12
County Passthrough Payments 3,370,532.91 406,397.32 9,646.73 7,988.17
Special District Passthrough Payments 1,285,417.09 193,878.50 3,908.00 3,953.14
K-12 School Passthrough Payments - Tax Portion 226,759.00 49,508.00 10,305.36 6,123.31
K-12 School Passthrough Payments - Facilities Portion 296,934.00 64,829.00 13,494.58 8,018.66
Community College Passthrough Payments - Tax Portion 248,965.45 8,390.00 1,681.00 1,315.51
Community College Passthrough Payments - Facilities Portion 275,173.55 9,273.20 1,859.00 1,453.39
County Office of Education - Tax Portion 31,641.44 2,102.00 421.00 329.63
County Office of Education - Facilities Portion 134,893.56 8,965.00 1,797.04 1,405.26
ROPS Enforceable Obligations Payable from Property Taxes. If different from
amount of Finance-approved ROPS, provide comments in ROPS Comments
seclion below. 7,341,286,51 207,666.69 171,867.10
Successory Agency Administrative Cost Allowance 220,238.60 14,929.68
Reduce Successor Admin Cost to cover Negative ROPS Bal. (11,047.41)
SCO Invoices for Audit and Oversight 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
H&S Code 34183 Dist Totals 13,807,669.21 896,989.41 272175.57 218,379.39
Residual Balance (30,645.27) (2,774,437.73) 0.00 0.00
AB 8 Share AB 8 Share
Used to Used to AB 8 Share AB 8 Share
Calculate Calculate Used to Used to
Residual Residual Calculate Calculate
Distribution Distribution Residual Residual
Residual Distributions 6/1/12 6/1/12 Distribution Distribution
Residual Balance to County 0.10511 3,221.138 0.075364 209,092.72
Residual Balance to Special Districts 0.023353 715.65 0.057017 156,190.12
Residual Balance to K-12 Schools 0.447072 13,700.64 0.410637 1,139,286.79
Residual Balance to Community Colleges 0.069045 2,115.91 0.063437 176,002.01
County Office of Education 0.04326 1,325.71 0.039746 110,272,80
Gross Residual Balance to Cities 0.128163 3,927.59 0.229422 636,517.05
ERAF 0.183997 5,638.64 0.124377 345,076.24
1.0000 30,645.27 1.0000 2,774,437.73 0.00 0.00
Ending RPTTF Balance 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS)
(Report all Values in Whole Dollars}

Allocation Period: January 2013 - June 2013
ROPS Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Allocation Cycle: 3

County : Butte
Title of Former Redevelopment Agency (RDA): Countywide Totals Chico RDA Oroville RDA Gridley RDA Paradise RDA
RPTTF Deposits (Note that entering the deposits by source is optional):
Secured & Unsecured Property Tax Increment (T1) 17,716,155 13,561,807 3,619,443 296,713 238,192
Supplemental & Unitary Property Tl 465,165 293,967 151,317 15,622 4,259

Interest Earnings/Other 25,841 20,852 4,380 345 264
Penalty Assessments -
Total Deposits 18,207,161

13,876,626 3,775,140 312,680 242,715

RPTTF Distributions {Include all payments made pursuant to Health and Safety Code (H&S) Section 34183. Note that the following distributions are not necessary listed in the priority order required by H&S
34183):

Administrative Distributions-

Admiinistrative Fees to County Auditor-Controller

SB 2557 Administration Fees

SCO Invoices for Audit and Oversight

Total Administrative Distributions

Passthrough Distributions-

City Passthrough Payments

County Passthrough Payments

Special District Passthrough Payments

K-12 School Passthrough Payments - Tax Porlion

K-12 Schoo! Passthrough Payments - Facililies Portion
Communily College Passlhrough Payments - Tax Portion
Community College Passthrough Payments - Facilities Portion
County Office of Education - Tax Portion

County Office of Education - Facililies Portion

Education Revenue Augmentation Fund (ERAF)

Total Passthrough Distributions

Total Administrative and Passthrough Distributions

Total RPTTF Balance Available to Fund Enforceable Obligations (EOs)

18,880 14,474 3,842 318 256
18,890 14,474 3,842 318 256
331,330 241,025 66,427 11,925 11,953
2,392,891 1,957,164 415,603 10,834 9,390
873,638 666,305 198,142 4,544 4,647
345,847 277,941 48,712 11,996 7,198
562,892 463,970 63,787 15,709 9,426
59,957 48,178 8,276 1,957 1,548
427,148 414,128 9,148 2,163 1,709
15,027 12,074 2,074 491 388
164,743 152,157 8,843 2,091 1,652
5,163,573 4,232,942 821,012 61,710 47,909
5,182,463 4,247,416 824,854 62,028 49,165
13,024,698 9,629,210 2,950,286 250,652 194,660

EO Distributions (Includes approved EOs, Successor Agency's (SAs) administrative cost allowance (ACA), and prior period adjustments, and excludes the above passthrough and non-SA administrative

distributions)-

Non-ACA ROPS RPTTF Funding Requested by SA 9,906,639 9,499,402 - 235,370 171,867
ACA Funding Requested by SA 463,803 286,248 125,000 9,805 42,750
Less Items Denied/Reclassified by Depariment of Finance
Less Prior Period Adjustments Per H&S Seclion 34186 (a) .
Maximum Authorized Distributions (Total ROPS Il RPTTF amount approved by
the Department of Finance for Non-ACA and ACA EOs) 10,370,442 9,785,650 125,000 245175 214617
Actual Distributions {Lesser of the total ROPS Ill RPTTF amount approved
by the Department of Finance or the actual amount distributed for Non-ACA
and ACA EOs) 10,199,412 9,629,210 125,000 250,662 194,550
Total Distributions 15,381,875 13,876,626 949,854 312,680 242,715
Residual Balance (Total Deposits - Total Distributions) 2,825,286 . 2,825,286 - -
Residual Distributions Pursuant to H&S Section 34183(a)(4) (Figures should include the effect of "haircutting" pursuant to H&S Section 34188):
Cities 84,762 - 84,725 37
Counties 686,076 684,200 1,878
Special Dislricts 104,586 104,373 213
K-12 Schools 501,824 501,529 295
Community Colleges 454,812 453,779 1,033
Counly Office of Education 284,959 284,310 649
Total ERAF (Please break out the ERAF amounts into the following calegories if
this information is readily available): 713,743 - 712,369 1,374
ERAF - K-12 584,587 583,461 1,126
ERAF - Community Colleges 93,642 93,462 180
ERAF - County Offices of Education 35,514 35,446 68
Total Residual Distributions (Total Residual Distributions Must Equal the Total
Residual Balance) 2,830,762 - - 2,825,285 5,477
Total Residual Dislributions o K-14 Schools: 1,965,338 - 1,951,987 3,351
Percentage of Residual Distributions to K-14 Schools 69.1% #DIV/OI #DIV/O! 69.1% 61.2%




Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule (ROPS) Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Distributions

Allocation Period: July 2013 - December 2013
ROPS Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Allocation Cycle: 13-14A

(To be completed by County Auditor-Controllers (CACs) - all values should be reported in whole dollars)

6-3-13

County : Butte
Line # Title of Former Redevelopment Agency: Countywide Totals Chico RDA Oroville RDA Gridley RDA Paradise RDA
6  RPTTF Deposits (Note that entering the deposits by source is optional):
7 Secured & Unsecured Property Tax Increment (Tl} 17,583,933 13,472,832 3,576,439 296,470 238,192
8 Supplemental & Unitary Property TI 638,029 494,446 143,546 (5,142) 5,179
9 Interest Earnings/Other 7,695 5,320 2,080 155 140
10 Penalty Assessments =
11 Total RPTTF Deposits 18,229,657 13,972,598 3,722,065 291,483 243,511
13  Total RPTTF Balance Available to Fund CAC Administration and Passthroughs 18,229,657 13,972,598 3,722,065 291,483 243,511
14  RPTTF Distributions (Include all payments made pursuant to Health and Safety Code (H&S) Section 34183. Note that the following distributions are not necessary listed in the priority order required by H&S 34183):
15  Administrative Distributions-
16 Administrative Fees to CAC 13,760 10,595 2,752 275 138
17 SB 2557 Administration Fees 1,016,430 776,131 209,855 16,884 13,560
SCO Invoices for Audit and Oversight (Funding should only be allocated for this purpose when
18 there is sufficent RPTTF to fully fund the approved enforceable obligations as shown on line 39.) 9,060 8,060 .
19 Total Administrative Distributions 1,039,250 786,726 221,667 17,159 13,698
20  Passthrough Distributions-
21 City Passthrough Payments 330,437 242,040 65,251 11,141 12,005
22 County Passthrough Payments 2,391,795 1,961,647 410,594 10,122 9,432
23 Special District Passthrough Payments 871,560 666,579 196,082 4,232 4,667
24 K-12 School Passthrough Payments - Tax Portion 345,648 279,154 48,091 11,173 7,230
25 K-12 School Passthrough Payments - Facilities Portion 552,631 465,559 62,974 14,631 9,467
26 Community College Passthrough Payments - Tax Portion 59,928 48,381 8,171 1,823 1,553
27 Community College Passthrough Payments - Facilities Portion 425,925 413,163 9,031 2,015 1,716
28 County Office of Education - Tax Portion 15,019 12,125 2,048 457 389
29 County Office of Education - Facilities Portion 164,404 152,067 8,730 1,948 1,659
30 Education Revenue Augmentation Fund (ERAF) -
31 Total Passthrough Distributions 5,157,347 4,240,715 810,972 57,542 48,118
32  Total Administrative and Passthrough Distributions 6,196,597 5,027,441 1,032,639 74,701 61,816
34  Total RPTTF Balance Available to Fund Enforceable Obligations (EOs) 12,033,060 8,945,157 2,689,426 216,782 181,695
EO Distributions (Includes approved EOs, Successor Agency's (SAs) administrative cost allowance (ACA), and prior period adjustments, and excludes the above passthrough and non-SA administrative distributions. Note that the
35 Finance approved ROPS RPTTF shown on lines 37 and 38 should equal the amounts shown on the ROPS determination or ROPS meet-and-confer letters issued by Finance.):
36 Finance Approved ROPS RPTTF-
37 Non-ACA ROPS RPTTF 8,367,883 6,557,676 1,417,241 221,100 171,366
38 ACA ROPS RPTTF 370,538 195,530 125,000 16,258 33.750
39 Total Finance Approved ROPS RPTTF 8,738,421 6,753,206 1,542,241 237,358 205,616
40 CAC Distributed ROPS RPTTF (Lesser of the total Finance approved ROPS RPTTF (line 39) or the total RPTTF balance available to fund EOs (line 34).)-
41 CAC Distributed Non-ACA ROPS RPTTF 8,363,565 6,557,676 1,417,241 216,782 171,866
42 CAC Distributed ACA ROPS RPTTF 330,359 195,530 125,000 = 9,829
43 Total CAC Distributed ROPS RPTTF for SA EOs 8,693,924 6,753,206 1,542,241 216,782 181,695
Formula check to determine whether the lesser of the total Finance approved ROPS RPTTF
(line 39) or the total RPTTF balance available to fund EOs (line 34) was allocated to the SA
{Note that positive amounts suggest that the SAs received too much RPTTF and negative amounts
suggest that the SAs did not receive enought RPTTF. Please explain all amounts shown on line 44 in
44  the comments section (line 62).) - - ¥ #
45 Total RPTTF Balance Available for Distribution to Affected Taxing Entities (ATEs) 3,339,136 2,191,951 1,147,185 * =




46
47
48
49
50
51
52

53
54
55
56

57
58
59

62

RPTTF Distributions to ATEs Pursuant to H&S Section 34183(a)(4) (Figures should include the effect of "haircutting” pursuant to H&S Section 34188. Note that the total RPTTF distributions to ATEs must equal the total RPTTF
balance available for distribution to ATEs as shown on line 46. However, positive or negative amounts shown on line 44 should be considered and/or corected before the funds shown on line 45 are distributed to the ATEs.):

Cities 550,691 306,450 244241
Counties 293,909 203,400 90,509
Special Districts 125,525 124,161 1,364
K-12 Schools 1,489,319 1,023,538 465,781
Community Colleges 237,787 164,247 73,540
County Office of Education 148,987 102,910 46,077
Total ERAF (Please break out the ERAF amounts into the following categories if this information
is readily available): 225,673
ERAF - K-12 391,489 211,929 179,560
ERAF - Community Colleges 62,358 34,008 28,350
ERAF - County Offices of Education 39,071 21,308 17,763
Total RPTTF Distributions to ATEs (Total residual distributions must equal the total residual
balance as shown on line 46.) 3,339,136 2,191,951 1,147,185 =
Total Residual Distributions to K-14 Schools: 1,876,093 1,290,695 585,398 -
Percentage of Residual Distributions to K-14 Schools 56.2% 58.9% 51.0% #DIV/0! #DIV/0!

Comments: Did not pay SCO Fees, S/IA cost allowance and reduced NON-ACA ROPS due to insufficient funds for Gridley. Reduced S/A cost allowance for Paradise.



Recognized Obligation P t Schedule (ROPS) Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund (RPTTF) Distributions

{to be completed by County Auditor-Controllers (CACs)

Allocation Perlod: January 2014 - June 2014
ROPS Redevelopment Property Tax Trust Fund {(RPTTF) Allocation Cycle: 13-14B
County : BUTTE

Line # Title of Former Redavalopment Agency: Countywide Totals CHICO RDA OROVILLE RDA GRIDLEY RDA PARADISE RDA XXX RDA
1 RPTTF Deposlts - Entaring the deposils by sauiea is oplional
2 Secured & Unsecured Properly Tax Increment (T1} 17,869,896 13,768,653 3,568,326 295,038 237,880
3 Supplemental & Unitary Property TI 592,964 416,965 14,611 162,058 (669)
4 Interest Earnings/Other 11,185 8,322 2,499 203 161
5 Penally Assessmanls =
6 _Total RPTTF Deposils {sum of lines 2:5) 18,474,044 14,193,940 3,585,435 457,298 237,31 -
7  Total RPTTF Balanca Available to Fund CAC Administrative Costs and Passihroughs 18,474,044 14.193.940 3,585,435 457,298 237311 -
8 RPTTF Distributlons - Include all payments made pursuant to Heallh and Safety Code (H8S) Section 34183 Nole lhal lhe following dislributions are not necessary listed in the priority order required by H&S 34183
9  Administrative Disiributions-
10 Administralive Fees to CAC 15,934 12,269 3,187 319 159
" SB 2557 Administralion Fees 421,032 323,305 85,346 6,854 5,526
SCO Invoices for Audit and Oversight - Funding should only be allocated for Lhis purpose when lhere is sufficient
12 RPTTF lo fully fund the approved enforceable obligations as shown on line 38 37,712 24,405 - 13.307 -
13  Total Administralive Dislributions (sum of lines 10:12) 474,678 359,979 88.533 20,480 5,686
14  Passthrough Distributions-
15 City Passthrough Payments 330,691 241,239 66,175 11,584 11,694
16 County Passthrough Payments 2,264,163 1,832,992 411,458 10,524 9,188
17 Special Dislrict Passlhrough Payments 817,347 614,741 193,566 4,494 4,546
18 K-12 School Passlhrough Paymenls - Tax Porlion 347,639 280,242 48,494 11,860 7.043
19 K-12 School Passlhrough Paymenls - Facilities Porion 569,938 481,684 63,502 15,530 9,222
20 Community College Passthrough Paymenls - Tax Portion 60,259 48,563 8,249 1,935 1,513
21 Communily College Passthrough Payments - Facililies Portion 378,666 365,739 9,117 2,138 1,672
22 Counly Office of Educalion - Tax Portion 15,104 12,172 2,087 485 379
23 Counly Office of Educalion - Facilities Porlion 164,382 151,886 8,813 2,068 1,616
24 Education Revenue Augmentalion Fund (ERAF) =
25  Tolal Passthrough Distribulions {sum of lines 15:24) 4,648,180 4.029.258 811.442 60.618 46,873
26 Total Adminitfafive and F’assthmwh Distrlbutions {sum of fines 13 an 25) 5,422,867 4.389.238 869,975 81,097 52,558
27  Total RPTTF Balance Available to Fund Succassof Agency {SA) Enforceabla Obligations {EOs) (line 6 - 26} 13,061,177 9,804,702 2,685,461 376.201 184,813
Finance App! RPTTF for Di: - Include the lotal RPTTF approved for SA non-admin and admin costs, and prior period adjustments {PPAs), which can be found on the ROPS or ROPS t-and. fer letters issued by Finance. CACs
should verify thal (he total in line 32 is the same as lhe total in line 38. RPTTF Withholdings - If you receive @ RPTTF wilhholding letter from Finance, you will include lhe withholding amounts by Due Diligence Review (DDR) pracess, as indicated in the letter, on lines
30 and 31. Nole that CACs should first apply the withholding to the Low and Moderale Income Housing Fund {LMIHF) balance and then apply lhe remaining withholding to the Olher Funds and Assets (OFA) balance Also note that the following withheld amounts
28  should be reported on lhe respective LMIHF and OFA acluals reports and distributed to 1he afiected taxing entities (ATEs) accordingly
29 Non-Admin EOs 8,465,857 7.474,454 629,261 190,276 171,866
30 Admin EOs 171,130 . 125,000 30,030 16,100
31 Less PPAs - Amount should be entered as a negative number {45,000) {45,000)
32 Less RPTTF Withholding:
33 LMIHF - Amount should be entered as a negative number
34 OF A - Amount should be entered as a negative number =
35 Total Finance Approved RPTTF for Distribution (sum of lines 29:34) 8,591,887 7,474,454 754,261 175,306 187,966
36 CAC Distrlbuted ROPS RPTTF- CACs should first apply the negalive PPA and RPTTF wilhholding amounts lo the non-admin distributions and then apply the balances to the admin distributions if necessary
37 Non-Admin EOs 8,420,857 7,474,454 629,261 145,276 171,866
38 Admin EOs 167,977 125,000 0030 12.947
39 _Total CAC Distributed RPTTF for SA EOs (sum of lines 37 and 38) 8,588,834 TAT4454 754,261 175,306 184,613 .
Formula check lo determine whether the lesser of the lotal Finance approved RPTTF of Lhe tolal RPTTF balance available
40  to fund EOs was 116 llwr SA_Please exgliin all amounls shown i the SOCHON - =
41 NetROPS 13-14 and DDR Withholding RPTTF Balance Avallable for Distribution to ATEs (jine 27 - 39) 4,402,343 2,330,248 1,831,200 200,895 = =
42  Less RPTTF Withholdings - The following withheld amounts should be reported on the respeclive LMIHF and OFA acluals reporis and distributed to the affecled 1axing enlilies (ATEs) accordingly
LMIHF - CACs should report Lhese dislributions lo lhe ATEs on the LMIHF acluals report form. Amount should be equal
43 to or less {han the amount shown on line 33. Amount should be entered as a negalive number.
OFA - CACs should report these dislributions to lhe ATES on ihe OFA acluals report form. Amount should be equal to
44 or less than the amount shown on line 34. Amounl should be enlered as a negalive number.
45  Tolal Aclual RETTF Withhokdings {sum of knes 43 and 44) = =
Total ROPS 13-14B Only RPTTF Balance Avallable for Distribution to ATEs {line 41 + 45) - Excludes RPTTF
46 i pad lo the ATEs as shown on line 45 4,462,343 2,330,248 1,931,200 200,895 -
RPTTF Distributions to ATEs - Payments pursuant to H&S Seclion 34183(a)(4). Include the effect of “haircutting” pursuanl lo H&S Seclion 34188 Note that the tolals on lines 46 and 58 need lo match. Posilive or negative amounis shown on line 40 should be
47  considered and/or correcled before the funds shown on line 46 are distributed to the ATEs
48 Cilies 765,743 325,717 403,955 26,071
49 Counties 386,208 216,799 153,328 16,081
50 Special Districts 232,348 133,125 81,416 17,806
51 K-12 Schools 1,980,124 1,088,116 791,178 100,830
52 Community Colleges 312,283 174,610 122,678 14,996
53 County Office of Education 195,660 109,403 76,862 9,396
54 Total ERAF - Please break out the ERAF amounls into the following categories if possible (sum of lines 55:57) 599,979 282,477 301,785 15,718 000
55 ERAF - K-12 477,666 224,008 241,003 12,655
56 ERAF - Community Colleges 74,495 35,947 37.369 1,179
57 ERAF - County Offices of Education 47 818 22.522 23,443 1,882
Total RPTTF Distributlons to ATEs (sum of lines 48:54) - Total residual distributions must equal the total residual
58  batance as shown on line 46 4,462,343 2,330,248 1.831,200 200,895 = -
— i
59 Total Residual Distributions to K-14 Schools {(sum of fines 51:54): 3,080,046 1,654,607 1,292,502 140,938
60 Percentage of Residual Distributions lo K-14 Schools 69.2% 71.0% 68.5% 70.2% WO #DIVIO!
61 Comments: Did not have enough funds to pay SCO invoice amount of $14,727 92 and had lo reduce admin EO fees by $3,153.30



DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS ASSISTANCE & HOUSING DEVELOPMENT

MONTHLY COUNCIL REPORTS
Reporting Period Ending February 18, 2014

Grant Administration & Management

1 {2012-13 CalHome - First Time Home Buyer Program $1,000,000.00

2 |2013-2014 RMDZ Zone IncentiveFunds (ZIF) $5.000.00

2012/2013 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program - Public Service Component
Catalyst and YMCA, Housing Combo -l.oans for Homeownership Assistance and Rehab, and

3 |Enterprise Fund - Loans for Business Assistance. ($72,221 in Pl to support YMCA) $1,400,000.00

4 [2011-12 CalHome- First Time Home Buyer Program $1,000,000.00
2011 HOME Investment Partnership Program

5 |-First Time Home Buyer Program $700,000.00

CDBG P/TA Funding Allocation FY 2010-11
-Oroville Cultural and Entertainment Plaza Study

6 |-Feather River Boulevard Revitalization Study $105,000.00
2010-11 Economic Development Enterprise Fund
7 _|-Business Loans $500,000.00
8 |2010-11 CalHome General Program - First-Time Homebuyer Assistance $1,000,000.00
| TOTAL $5,710,000.00
Administration of Programs

1 _|City/CDBG Revolving Loan Fund-Funds various revolving or non-revolving activities.

2 |[City Revolving Loan Fund- Funds economic development or non-revolving activities.

3 |CDBG Revolving Loan Fund-Funds economic development activities.

4 |CDBG Revolving Loan Fund-Home Owner Assistance activities.

5 |CDBG Revolving Loan Fund-Funds housing rehabilitation activities.

6 |CDBG Revolving Loan Fund-Funds micro-economic development activities.

7 _|CDBG Revolving Loan Fund -Public Facilities Program

8 |HOME Revolving Loan Fund-Funds first time home buyer activities.

9 |CalHome Revolving Loan Fund-Funds housing rehabilitation & First Time Home Buyer activities.

10 [Successor Agency Housing Set-Aside-Funds activities that create affordable housing and aids in the elimination of blighted areas.

11 [Enterprise Zone-Provides tax credits and other benefits to businesses. ** Ended December 2013 **
12 |RMDZ Zone-Provides loans, product marketing and technical assistance to business in the zone.
13 |CDBG - Provides business technical assistance for microenterprise businesses.
14 |RBEG - Revolving Loan Account

Grant Applications Submitted
1
2

| TOTAL $0.00

Assistance to Other Departments with Grant Applications
1

2

TOTAL $0.00

Special Projects

CDBG Program Income Waiver Activities - Public Facilities ADA Repairs & remodel (Chinese Temple, Fire Department
Living Quarters, Oroville Airport Fixed Base Operation (FBO), and Asbestos Abatement Demolition - spot blight
1 _|elimination of 1511 Robinson Street and Park Security Gates. )




FIRST TIME HOME BUYER PROGRAM

| DATE | ADDRESS | TYPE | AMOUNT
Loans Made
1 12/9/2013 2460 Stauss Avenue CDBG/HOME/CalHome/PI $62,350.00
2
Total $62,350.00
LAC Approved FTHB Loans in Escrow
1
2
$0.00
FTHB Loans Pending LAC Approval
1
2
] Total $0.00
Completed Real Property Real Estate Transactions
1| |
I Total $0.00
City Prop Real Estate Transactions in Progress
1] |
[ Total $0.00
LEASE TO PURCHASE PROGRAM
LPP - Loans Made
Date Address Fully Amortized Loan Loan Subsidy
1 9/30/2011 3462 Argonaut Avenue $99,000.00 $16,000.00
2 10/31/2011 194 Canyon Highlands Dr. $165,000.00 $0.00
3 5/16/2012 719 High Street $80,000.00 $43,000.00
4 10/30/2012 2178 Bridge Street $80,000.00 $0.00]
5 2/19/2013 3027 Florence Avenue $105,000.00 $0.00|
6 4/18/2013 1800 Pine Street $85,000.00 $0.00|
7 8/20/2013 218 Windward Way $125,000.00 $0.00|
8 9/27/2013 2950 El Noble Road $49,500.00 $40,500.00]
Total $788,500.00 $99,500.00
LPP - Approved Loans
Date Address Fully Amortized Loan Loan Subsidy
1] |
LPP Loans Pending LAC Approval
1| I
| Total $0.00
T Total $ 68,664.00 -
LPP - LAC Initial Approval
Initial LAC
Approval City Council Approval Address Sales Price
1 5/10/2011 51712011 2712 Spencer Avenue $95,000.00
10/8/2013 11/5/2013 115 Worthy Avenue $65,000.00]
3 10/8/2013 11/5/2013 1930 Grant Avenue $98,000.00
Total $258,000.00
LPP - Leases Made
Contract Date Funds Address Lease Payment
1 7/1/2011 Successor Agency 2712 Spencer Avenue $473.00
11/27/2013 City of Oroville 115 Worthy Avenue $770.00
3 11/27/12013 City of Oroville 1930 Grant Avenue $530.00
Total $1,773.00 |




REHABILITATION PROJECTS

| ADDRESS [ TYPE | AMOUNT
Applications in Review
1 8/15/2013 865 Pomona Avenue CDBG
2 10/14/2013 1132 Montgomery Street CDBG
Total $0.00
Bidding in Progress
1| ]
| Total $0.00
Bid Review - Pending Owner Approval
1] I
| Total $0.00
Pending Loan Advisory Committee (LAC) Approval
1| I
| Total $0.00
LAC Approved
1] I
| Total $0.00
Construction in Progress
1] I
[ Total $0.00
Construction Complete
1] I
| Total $0.00
EMERGENCY REHAB
[ DATE T ADDRESS [ TYPE [ AMOUNT
rants Made
1] |
| Total $0.00
Grants Pending Approval
1] |
[ Total $0.00
HOUSING - FORECLOSURES (Approved by City Council/RDA and not resolved)
ADDRESS STATUS
1 860 Gardelia Avenue Sale Date - Bank of America took off Calendar
2 1645 High Street Back to Beneficiary
3

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

[ DATE [ BUSINESS [ AMOUNT |
ED Loans Made
1] I I
Total $0.00
ED Loans Pending HCD Approval
1] I
Total $0.00
|ED LAC Approved
1] [ I
Total $0.00
|ED Loans Denied / Withdrawn
1] I I
Total $0.00
ED LAC Loan Modifications - ED LAC Approved
1] I I
Total $0.00
ED Loan Payoffs
1] | [ $0.00
Total 50.00




BUSINESSES ASSISTED

TYPE OF BUSINESS NUMBER

Business/Technical Assistance 4

Microenterprise 0

Enterprise Zone 35

Total Businesses Assisted 39

Remodel/Repair 'city. 6wned_ h_o;'ne (7%0 Ro_bins;m ét_reet}

FTHB Education workshop was held on February 14, 2014

Oroville Airport Fixed Base Operation (FBO) Remodel - Completed

Fire Station Remodel - Completed

Municipal Auditorium and Chinese Museum updates

Hillview Ridge Il Construction - Complete

Subordinations on City loans for primary loan refinancing

35 EZ Voucher Certificates issued - January 2014

Housing loan portfolio uploaded to credit reporting system

olo|l@|Nlo|o|afwinfa

Oroville Recycling Market Development Zone (RMDZ) renewed for another 10 years

1

Attended the Oroville Area Chamber of Commerce Business to Business Mixer at Gold Country Casino on 9-25-2013

2

Completed the RDA Oversight Board meetingand ROPS and submitted to the State DOF by the 10-1-2013 deadline.

Prepared and submitted the Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) report for the City of Oroville to CalRecycle by the 10-1-2013
deadline.

Completed and submitted the Electronics Annual Report for the City of Oroville to CalRecycle.

Helped sponsor the North State Manufacturer's Directory. Had a booth at the roll-out lunch on 10-8-2013and provided info and
handouts to businesses about tax credits and the Oroville RMDZ.

Attended the Monthly Manufacturer's Support and Readiness Team (MSRT) meeting at Graphic Packaging International (GPI)

Attended USDA Business and Industry meeting in Chico.

Attended the Butte County Regional Economic Development Stategy Meeting 10-11-13

Attended the Upstate EDC meeting in Corning 10-30-13

Attended the PG&E power seminar on 11-4-2013

Attended the HCD EZ Winddown Seminar in Sacramento on 11-5-13

Attended the CA Enterprise Zone seminar in Sacramento on 11-6-13

Attended the 2 day RMDZ Zone Works meeting and trainingin Sacramento on November 13 & 14, 2013

14

Reresented the City at the Hmong Business Plan Program for the Hmong $100K Business Grant Competition. Presented the City's
ED Program at this event at the Hmong Cultural Center on 12-3-2013

15

Attended the Economic Forecast Conference meeting in Chico on 12-4-2013

16

Attended the ACA Seminar for small business on 12-4-2013

17

Attended the Upstate EDC meeting on 12-5-2013

18

Attended the Economic Forecast Conference meeting in Chico. The event will be on January 16, 2014 at Gold Country Casino

19

Sponsored & attended the Economic Forecast Conference at Gold Country Casino on 1-16-2014 including a booth promoting the RMDZ

20

Attended the monthly Manufacturer's Support and Readiness (MSRT) meeting at Metal Works on 1-21-2014

21

Held a CalRecycle site visit to show CalRecycle staff the efforts the City if making to comply with AB341, the Mandatory Commercial
Recycling (MCR) law. Held on 1-23-2014

22

Attended a meeting in Sacramento on 2-11-2014 on ways to improve the CDBG ED loan program




OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL
MONTHLY REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS AND
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: BILL LAGRONE, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC SAFETY

RE: POLICE DEPARTMENT MONTHLY REPORT FORJANUARY 2014
FIRE DEPARTMENT MONTHLY REPORT FOR JANUARY 2014

DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY

The Council will receive a monthly report regarding the activities, revenues, and general

information for the Police and Fire Departments.

Staffing:

Positions Total Total Total
staffed Authorized Vacant/Frozen

Police Officer 21 25 1/3

Dispatcher 9 9 0/0

Community Service

Officers / Evidence 2 3 0/1

Administrative

Personnel 2 4 0/2

Positions Total Total Total
staffed Authorized Vacant/Frozen

Firefighters 2.5 2.5 0/.5

Fire Engineer 6 9 0/3

Fire Captain 3 3 0/0

Administrative

Personnel 2 4 0/2

02/18/2014 Monthly Report — January, 2014 Page 10of 7




Police Revenue Update:

Account January 2013 | January Fiscal Fiscal Percentage
Number and Revenues 2014 12/13 Year | 13/14Year to | of Projected
Description *Comparison | Revenues to Date Date Revenue

Purposes only Revenues Revenues
*Comparison
Purposes
only
4300 / Vehicle $ 0.00 $ 2,565.83 | $11,749.03 | $14,491.48 46.7%
Fines
4350 / Parking | $ 2,352.56 $ 0.00 $4,035.21 | $3,421.78 41.8%
Fines
4390 / Other $ 3,723.67 $ 3,561.14 | $16,512.15 | $17,766.97 37.8%
Fines
4670 / Other $22,789.00 | $21,617.00 | $65,513.02 | $64,780.64 | 80.9%
Fees
Projected Yearly Revenues | Actual year to date Revenue Percentage
$320,169.00 $219,738.00* 68.6%
*Estimation only
Fire Revenue Update:

Account January January Fiscal Fiscal Percentage
Number and 2013 2014 12/13 Year | 13/14Year to | of Projected
Description Revenues Revenues to Date Date Revenue

*C ri R

iimoseaBny Rovenues | S

Purposes
only
Permits / 4280 $357.00 $313.00 | $4,117.00 $1,569.00 26%
Inspections /
4281 $0.00 $655.00 | $ 2,117.00 $5,812.00 17%
Plan Check /
4670 $904.00 | $2,039.00 | $5,634.00 $9,774.00 101%
Project Yearly Revenues | Actual year to date Percentage
Revenue

$49,378.00 $66,299.00 +134%
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Police Overtime YTD:

Overtime Budgeted Overtime Expended YTD Percentage Expended
$ 168,500.00 $ 139,232.00 82.6 %
Fire Overtime Utilization:
Date Strike Continues Sick Vacation Special Outof [ All Other
Team Professional Assignment Class (comp time,
Training holday, it had
incurred over)
overtime
January O hrs 57.5 hrs 48 hrs 27 hrs 14 hrs | 951 hrs 0 hrs
2014
Fiscal Year
to Date 0 hrs 187.5hrs | 120hrs | 679 hrs 14 hrs [ 2413 hrs | 384 hrs
Fire Overtime YTD:
Overtime Budgeted Overtime Expended YTD Percentage Expended
$200,000.00 $165,770.00 83%
Department Activity:
Events Year to Date | Average Response | Average Response | National Average
2013 Time for Crimes Time for all types of Response Time
against persons calls for Service
*Priority 1 crimes
36,303 4 minutes 5.08 minutes 8 - 11 minutes

Downtown Foot and Park Patrols:

Park Patrols

Downtown Patrols

January 2014

127

19

Year to Date

127

19

02/18/2014
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Parking Enforcement Citations Issued:

January 2014 Year to Date January 2013 Year to date 2013

19 19 33 33

Police Activity:
January January Year to date Year to date
1

Arrest 2013 2014 2013 2014
Misdemeanor 237 188 237 188
Felony 53 78 53 78

January 2013

January 2014

Year to date

Year to date

Citations 2013 2014
318 191 318 191
Uniform Crime Reporting:
Crimes of Violence January 2014 Year to Date
January — December

Homicide 0 0

Rape 1 1

Robbery 3 3
Aggravated Assault 1 1

Population per 2010 Census 15,000
Violent Crimes YTD 5

Violent Crime Rate

0.0001
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Fire Department Activity:

Incidents January
2014
Public Assistance 0
Dumpster Fire / Unoccupied Vehicle Fire 4
Vegetation Fire 10
Family Homes 7
Hydrant Sheared off/Water like break outside 1
Minor Hazardous Spill 1
Medical Aid / non CPR 186
Alarm Sounding / Smoke / Fireworks 21
CPR Required 1
Fallen no injury 12
Downtown/Apartment/Commercial 1
Gas Odor/Power lines down 1
Traffic Collision 8
Total Incidents 253
Events Year to Date | Average Response
2013/14 Time (Dispatch to Arrival)
3353 4:57
Fire Marshall Inspections:
January 2014 | 2014 Year to | January 2013 | 2013 Year to
Date Date
Plan Checks 7 7 4 4
Occupancy 16 16 14 14
Fire Inspections 5 5 3 3

Fire Intern Hours:

Intern Hours Total Hours Worked Funds Used Fiscal

January 2014 January 2013 Year to Date
January 2014 0 432.5 $4,325.00
02/18/2014 Monthly Report ~ January, 2014 Page 5 of 7




SPCA Statics:

Service Calls by Priority:
Priority Level Number of Calls Total Minutes per call | Average response times
type
Urgent 16 86 5.36
Priority 46 366 7.96
At Officer Convenience 34 365 10.73
After Hours 12 205 17.08
Animal Intake and Outcome Stats:
Total Animals taken Total Animals Cats Dogs Other
in from City outgoing
86 90 23 62 1

*The remaining difference from intakes to outcome total represents animals that have
not yet had an outcome and are still in the facility.

Animal Outcomes:

Outcome Type Outcome Total
Adoption 11 - (11 Dogs)
Disposal 10- (1 Dogs) (2 Cats) (1 Bird) (6 Other)
Euthanasia 44 — (27 Dogs) (15 Cats) (1 Bird) (1 Other)
Foster 2— (1 Dogs) (1 Cat)
RTO 21 - (21 Dogs)
*Others are wild animals such as bats, skunks, snakes, possums, efc....
SPCA After-hours call outs:

January 2014 Fiscal Year to Date

12 82

Shoes for Kids: No Data Available this month

Shoes Provided Socks Provided

0 0

This program provides shoes and socks for children of our Community. This program is funded
by Department member donations and community donations.
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Volunteers:

Total Number of V.I.P.S. Volunteer Hours for 2014:

Volunteer Hours converted to dollar amount:
Value of Volunteer hour in California $21.36

133.00 X 21.36 = $2,840.88

Total Number of Staff Volunteer Hours for 2014:

Volunteer Hours converted to dollar amount:
Value of Volunteer hour in California $21.36

51.6 X $21.36 = $1,102.18

Volunteer Hours all result in a savings to the City of Oroville and the General Fund.

FISCAL IMPACT

No impact to the General Fund.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Receive and file the January, 2014, monthly report regarding the activities, revenues, and
other general information of the Public Safety Department.
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W. James Wagoner

629 Entler Avenue, Suite 15
Air Pollution Control Officer

Chico, CA 95928

Robert McLaughlin

(536) 332-9400
(530) 332-9417 Fax Asst. Air Pollution Control Officer

January 31, 2014
City of Oroville

To: Members of the Governing Board JAN 31 4
From: Jim Wagoner, Air Poilution Control Officer Am;msiratj on
Subject: Woodstove Program Change-out Program Status

The following is the current status of our woodstove change-out program. This is being provided fyi.

1. The District hosted a kick-off media event on Wednesday January 15, as required by the
workplan/agreement with Powertrain. Speakers included Councilmember Angela Thompson, EPA Regional
Administrator from Region 9 in San Francisco, Jared Blumenfeld, Dr. Mark Lundberg, Butte County Public
Health Officer, Amie Ryan, National Representative of the Hearth, Patio & Barbecue Assn. and Jim
Wagoner, APCO. Also in attendance from our Board were Supervisor Kirk and Councilmembers Fichter,

Ritter and Rawlings.
2. Retailers and agencies were represented, and there were active demonstrations on clean buming wood and

gas devices.
3. A number of local media attended, and there was favorable subsequent coverage in the local press, TV, and

radio.

4. The same day, the District's website went live, with links to applications and local participating retailers, as
well as an email blast to over 200 interested county residents.

5. The District started receiving completed applications Wednesday morning January 15, and by Friday had
reached the quota for the initial disbursement.

6. We received a total of 215 applications and issued 123 Vouchers ($180,000). The following is a breakdown

for the County:

83 vouchers issued to Chico
6 vouchers issued to Durham, Forest Ranch and Cohasset

14 vouchers issued to Paradise, Magalia
12 vouchers issued to Oroville, Palermo
8 vouchers issued to Gridley, Biggs

7. In order to achieve the emissions reduction goals stipulated in Powertrain’s Consent Decree, we must fund
an additional 47 projects (we are making a request for additional disbursement from Powertrain)

8. We are no longer accepting applications for Program Year 1, however we are taking contact information for
those wishing to be notified of Program Year 2 start, which will occur later in the summer.

9. We have issued a total of 12 low income qualified vouchers ($3,000 per voucher)

cc: Greg Einhom, District Counsel



1400 K Street, Suite 400 » Sacramento, Califomia 95814

L E AG U E Phone: 916.658.8200 Fax: 916.658.8240

OF CALIFORNIA www.cacities.org

CITIES .
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February 7, 2014

r.ﬂ _I:Ijllr_‘ 2,
Rob Feckner Anne Stausboll B (€.
President, Board of Administration Chief Executive Officer '
CalPERS CalPERS
400 Q Street 400 Q Street
Sacramento, CA 95811 Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: League Support for Recommended Mortality Projection and Amortization and for
Phasing Policy with Additional Options

Dear President Feckner and Ms. Stausboll:

On behalf of California’s cities, | appreciate the opportunity to provide input to the CalPERS
Board as it prepares to adopt changes to its actuarial assumptions concerning mortality and
retirement age. The League and its member cities understand that responsible changes to
these assumptions, combined with others that preceded them, are likely necessary even
though they will have a major impact on employer contribution rates, and thus city budgets and
services, for years to come,

Based upon the information we have received from our membership, deliberations of our
internal advisory bodies, and rationale set forth in this letter, the League supports the CalPERS
staff recommended 20-year mortality projection with continuation of the Board’s 20-year
amortization and 5-year phasing policy, beginning in 2016-17; however, we respectfully request
two additional options: (1) a more aggressive pre-funding option for those few local units that
may be able to afford to do so; and (2) a 20-year amortization and 7-year phasing option for
those local governing bodies that adopt a resolution requesting that option. We are not
recommending a 15-year mortality projection, a 30-year amortization period or more rapid
phase in and amortization of the cost of the new assumptions.

We are requesting the additional options because it is difficult and we believe ultimately
unwise to fashion a one-size-fits-all approach for all local employers in light of the real disparity
in the fiscal capacity of cities to absorb the resulting costs. Further, while the state’s improving
fiscal condition may provide opportunities for more aggressive phasing in of payment of the
state’s liabilities, our research raises concerns that imposing such an approach on all cities at
the same time would likely cause drastic service reductions in some cities and even more dire
consequences in others.



League’s Outreach and Survey of Cities

In order to educate city officials about these potential changes, the League and its City
Employer Committee on CalPERS, have regularly attended and reported on CalPERS Board
meetings and Employer Roundtables, distributed CalPERS staff reports, published several
newsletter articles and conducted a recent webinar on this subject that attracted nearly 400
participating locations and likely over 1,000 participants.

Last month we also designed and distributed a survey to determine the potential impacts of the
possible mortality and retirement age assumption changes on city budgets and services. The
survey also included a question to solicit the recommendations of city officials concerning the
amortization and phase in options under consideration by the Board. A copy of the survey is
attached.

The mortality and retirement age impact survey was distributed to City Managers, Finance
Officers and Human Resource Directors. It was also made available to the California Special
Districts Association and California State Association of Counties for their use. Surveys were
completed and returned by 100 cities throughout California; responding cities represent 27% of
the California population living in CalPERS covered cities and are fairly representative of the
League’s membership.

The Financial Impact on City Budgets and Services Varies

Using CalPERS data estimating changes in employer rates, responding cities entered financial
and payroll data to calculate potential net employer impact as a percentage of the city general
fund (see question 4). Impacts ranged from a low of 0.1% to a high of 5.9% of the city general
fund. The median value for the low end of the range was 1.3%; the median for the high end
impact was 2.5%.

The Substantial Majority of Surveyed Cities Prefer Board’s Existing 5/20 Policy

The final survey question asked the responding city official to express a preference for one of
the Board’s proposed amortization and phase in options. While difficult local fiscal conditions
caused some respondents to request a 30-year amortization period, the vast majority opted for
more expedited options. Of the 83 respondents who completed this question, 62% preferred
existing Board policy of a 5-year phase in and a 20-year amortization. In combination with those
who selected the 7/20 approach, 84% of the respondents preferred the 20-year amortization
period

One respondent said “We strongly feel that while difficult, it is best for us to ‘take the hit’ the
sooner the better to minimize long term costs.” As another bluntly stated, “I would favor a five
year phase in as pushing more of this cost off into the future is what got us into this situation to



begin with.” Other cities indicated a desire for other options or more flexibility; these
comments are incorporated into our suggestions below.

City Preferences for Phase in and Amortization Options

Phase infamortization option Respondents preferring this option
5/20 (current policy) 62%
5/30 16%
7/20 22%

The New Assumptions and Amortization/Phase In Policies Will Have Significant Service
Impacts in Many Responding Cities

Since 2007 most cities have struggled to balance their budgets and have reduced services due
to the recession, state actions diverting local funds or adding new unfunded mandates, the
dissolution of redevelopment agencies, and growing unfunded liabilities for retiree health care,
infrastructure maintenance, and other debts. In the last six years, cities have spent down
reserves, deferred maintenance and capital items, renegotiated contracts, established new
retirement tiers, applied for grants, eliminated COLAs, implemented furloughs and layoffs,
restructured debt, cut travel and training, reduced operating hours, restructured programs and
raised (or attempted to raise) taxes, rates and fees. As you know, the financial pressures facing
some cities have pushed them into bankruptcy, and others are reportedly facing serious
insolvency and possible bankruptcy.

In light of this reality, the survey asked cities to comment on two specific financial issues:
1) Ability to absorb increased costs without lasting service impacts; and
2) Likely budgetary actions to manage the increased costs.

A handful of cities reported long term or contingency plans to absorb some or all of these costs
over time; however, to some extent their forecasts depend on stability in the greater economy.
(e.g., “as long as we don’t have a recession, we should be OK.”) However, for the most part,
cities noted efficiencies and substantial cuts already enacted due to the recession and reported
limited to no ability to absorb increased costs without affecting services. Some example
comments include:

e “We already reduced our workforce by 20% over the last 3 years. “
e “We have already reduced over 150 General Fund positions in the last 10 years.”

e “From FY 2007-08 to FY 2013-14 the number of budgeted full time positions was
reduced by 32%."



e “Employees have been placed on a 10% furlough for four years. Significant cuts to
staffing have occurred. City hall, animal shelter and library hours were all cut. Police
services were reduced by 15%.”

e “The city has made significant cuts over the last five years to manage the over 40%
decline in revenues since 2008.”

e “Service cuts were already implemented to balance the budget. During the severe
recessionary downturn 14% of full time positions were frozen or eliminated, with a 10%
furlough on remaining staff. Reduction in sheriff patrols, services for senior and
recreation programs. Cancelled capital projects and equipment purchases.”

e “Prior actions taken in response to economic hardship leave few additional options.”

Reacting to the anticipated increases in PERS costs, most cities stated more cuts will be needed
and service levels will be affected.

e “The City has exhausted all the possible cost reduction options that have minimum
impact on level of service. The additional cost increase will force the City to look into
options on reducing the service level or imposing additional taxes. “

e “The City has already cut expenditures as much as possible and would not be able to
absorb any more without impacting services.”

e “While revenue is increasing, the City would likely not be able to absorb such significant
increases without affecting service levels.”

e “Through labor negotiations, reductions in workforce and efficiency improvements the
city has corrected a structural deficit. These increases could not be absorbed without an
impact on services.”

e “Like most cities such a large percentage of our general fund is consumed by Public
Safety and at some point as PERS costs continue to escalate if we are not able to get
special taxes approved (as we know that is very difficult to do) we shall have to make
significant cuts in Public Safety.”

e “While the City is projecting balanced budgets and a necessary reserve, increased PERS
costs....will require changes in operations.”

We share these stories not to resist the proposed changes; cities share your commitment to
ensuring a viable and sustainable pension system for their employees. As one responder put it,
“All cities have an inherent interest in ensuring that the long-term benefit model offered by
CalPERS is managed and fashioned in a manner that allows for lasting affordability,
predictability and employee value.”



Recommendation

While fiscal conditions remain difficult at the local level, cities accept that changes are
necessary. We encourage the Board to work with us to find ways to manage the financial
impacts of these changes. To that end, we recommend the following:

e Adopting the CalPERS staff recommended 20- year mortality projection with a 5-year
phase in and 20-year amortization as the default periods, effective in 2016-17.

e Providing two options to the default 5-year phase in and 20-year amortization default
periods:

1. A more aggressive pre-funding option for those employers that can afford to pay
down this liability quicker and at the same time experience the financial benefits.
A request for this option should be supported by a resolution of the city council
explaining the reasons for the request.

2. A 7-year phase in and a 20-year amortization option, provided the request for
the option is supported by a resolution of the city council explaining the reasons
for the request.

While we appreciate the 7-year phase in and 20-year amortization option may result in
somewhat higher costs in the long run, it may provide some needed financial relief to some
cities. We are not recommending a 15-year mortality projection, a 30-year amortization or
more rapid commencement of the phase in of the costs of the new assumptions before 2016-
17. Our research would not support such policies.

We appreciate the staff’s participation in our member education activities and the Board’s
interest in receiving employer input. Pico Rivera City Manager Ron Bates and | plan to
represent the League at the Board’s meeting on February 18 in order to discuss these ideas
further. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ol AL

Christopher McKenzie
Executive Director

c. Alan Milligan, Chief Actuary, CalPERS

Attachment: Copy of blank League CalPERS Survey



OROVILLE PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY

Council Chambers
1735 Montgomery Street

FEBRUARY 18, 2014

Immediately following the
Oroville City Council Meeting

MEETING AGENDA

ROLL CALL

Commissioners Andoe, Berry, Bunker, Pittman, Simpson, Vice Chairperson Wilcox, Chairperson Dahimeier

RECOGNITION OF INDIVIDUALS WHO WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEMS

This is the time the Chairperson will invite anyone in the audience wishing to address the Commission on a
matter that is on the agenda to state your name and the agenda item on which you wish to speak. When that
item comes up on the agenda, you will be asked to step to the podium, repeat your name for the record, and
make your presentation. Under Government Code Section 54954.3 the time allotted for presentations may be
limited.

1. ANNUAL AUDIT AND COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL REPORT - staff report

The Commission will receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial Report.
(Diane MacMillan, Director of Finance)

Commission Action Requested: Recelve the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual
Financial Report.

HEARING OF INDIVIDUALS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

This is the time the Chairperson will invite anyone on the audience wishing to address the Commission on a
matter not listed on the agenda to step to the podium, state your name for the record and make your
presentation. Presentations will be limited to five minutes. The Council is prohibited by State Law from
taking action or possible discussion on any item presented, if it is not listed on the agenda, except under
special circumstances as defined in the Governmental Code.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting will be adjourned. The Oroville Public Financing Authority meets on an as needed basis.
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OROVILLE CITY COUNCIL/OROVILLE SUCCESSOR AGENCY/
OROVILLE PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY
STAFF REPORT

TO: MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS
CHAIRPERSON AND COMMISSIONERS
RANDY MURPHY, CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FROM: DIANE MACMILLAN, DIRECTOR OF FINANCE

RE: ANNUAL AUDIT AND COMPREHENSIVE FINANCIAL REPORT
DATE: FEBRUARY 18, 2014

SUMMARY:

The Council/Commissioners will receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive
Annual Financial Report (CAFR).

DISCUSSION

The City Charter provides that an independent Certified Public Accountant selected by
the Council will conduct an annual audit. As part of the audit a CAFR was prepared for
the 2012/13 fiscal year, which reported on the financial condition of the Oroville Public
Financing Authority, a legally separate agency, which is included in the financial
statements of the City because the City Council acts as the governing body.

Staff believes that the financial statements meet the standards for a Certificate of
Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting from the GFOA (Government
Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada). The City has been the
recipient of a Certificate of Achievement for the CAFR for the last eighteen years.
FISCAL IMPACT

The General Fund’s unassigned balance (this does not inciude the $800,000 General
Fund Reserve) was $978,552.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Receive the 2012/13 Annual Audit and Comprehensive Annual Financial Report.
ATTACHMENTS

2012/13 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
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