City Council Agenda

City of Campbell, 70 North First Street, Campbell, California

CITY COUNCIL EXECUTIVE SESSION
Tuesday, October 4, 2016 — 5:45 p.m.
Ralph Doetsch Conference Room - 70 N. First Street

A. Personnel

B. Litigation

C. Real Property

D. Labor Negotiations — Pursuant to G.S. Section 54957.6: Conference with Labor

Negotiator — Agency Negotiator: Jill Lopez, Human Resources Manager.
Employee Organization: Campbell Peace Officers Association (CPOA)
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE CAMPBELL CITY COUNCIL

Tuesday, October 4, 2016 — 7:30 p.m.
Council Chamber — 70 N. First Street

CALL TO ORDER, ROLL CALL, PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Pledge: Campbell Police Foundation

SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS

COMMUNICATIONS AND PETITIONS

ORAL REQUESTS

NOTE: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the City Council on
any matter not on the agenda. Persons wishing to address the Council are requested, but not
required to complete a Speaker’'s Card. Speakers are limited to two (2) minutes. The law
generally prohibits the Council from discussion or taking action on such items. However, the
Council may instruct staff accordingly regarding Oral Requests.

COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS




CONSENT CALENDAR

NOTE: All matters listed under consent calendar are considered by the City Council to be routine
and will be enacted by one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a
request is made by a member of City Council, City staff, or a member of the public. Any person
wishing to speak on any item on the consent calendar should ask to have the item removed from
the consent calendar prior to the time the Council votes to approve. If removed, the item will be
discussed in the order in which it appears.

1.

Minutes of Regular Meeting of September 20, 2016
Recommended Action: Approve the regular meeting minutes.

Approving Bills and Claims
Recommended Action: Approve the bills and claims in the amount of
$783,377.84.

Monthly Investment Report — August, 2016
Recommended Action: Note and file the monthly investment report for August
2016.

Acceptance of Donation from the Campbell Police Foundation
Recommended Action: Accept donations in the aggregate amount of
$7,040.42 from the Campbell Police Foundation for equipment, supplies, and
support for the Campbell Police Department.

Authorize the Issuance of a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for an Energy
Efficiency Investment Grade Audit for City Building/Utilities Equipment
(Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works
Department to issue a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for an Energy Efficiency
Investment Grade Audit for City facilities and utilities.

Approval of Third Amendment to Agreement Providing for Implementation
of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program
(Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works
Director to execute the Third Amendment to the Agreement Providing for
Implementation of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention
Program.

Approve Temporary Closure of East Campbell Avenue and Fee Waiver
Request for the Downtown Campbell Business Association’s Creepy
Crawly Halloween Event (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution approving the temporary closure of
East Campbell Avenue and fee waiver request for the Downtown Campbell
Business Association’s Creepy Crawly Halloween event.




PUBLIC HEARINGS AND INTRODUCTION OF ORDINANCES

NOTE: Members of the public may be allotted up to two (2) minutes to comment on any public
hearing item. Applicants/Appellants and their representatives may be allotted up to a total of five
(5) minutes for opening statements and up to a total of three (3) minutes maximum for closing
statements. Items requested/recommended for continuance are subject to Council’s consent at
the meeting.

8.

Public Hearing to Consider the Application of Jimmy Chang for Planned
Development Permit (PLN2016-263) to Allow for the Conversion of Private
Patio Areas to Common Open Space, Alterations to Existing Staircase, and
Installation of New Lighting Fixtures Within Two Courtyards of an Existing
Apartment Community and Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266) to Allow
Removal of Protected Trees on Property Located at 225 Union Avenue. The
Planning Commission is Recommending that this item be deemed
Categorically Exempt Under CEQA. (Resolutions/Roll Call Vote)
Recommended Action: Adopt resolutions approving a Planned Development
Permit (PLN2016-263) to allow for the conversion of private patio areas to
common open space, alterations to existing staircases, and installation of new
lighting fixtures within two courtyards of an existing apartment community; and
approving a Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow for the removal of
protected trees.

Public Hearing to Consider a City-initiated Text Amendment (PLN2015-365)
to Reinsert Language Regarding Payday Lending Establishments that was
Inadvertently Omitted When the Municipal Code was Updated on April 5,
2016 Concerning Massage Establishments (Resolutions/Ordinance/Roll
Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution finding that the proposed Zoning
Text Amendment (PLN2015-365) is exempt from CEQA; and take the first
reading of an Ordinance approving a Text Amendment Amending Section
21.10.50 of the Campbell Municipal Zoning Code (C-2 General Commercial
Zoning District).

NEW BUSINESS

10.

11.

Update on Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road
Signalization Project and Harriet Avenue Traffic Calming Alternatives
(Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Direct Staff to suspend the Harriet Ave/McCoy
Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project; and develop a concept
design for a Harriet Avenue traffic calming project for consideration in the
development of the Fiscal Year 2018/22 Capital Improvement Plan.

Housing Impact Fees Nexus Study (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution accepting the methodology and
findings of the Nexus Study; continue the meeting to November first; direct staff
to prepare a resolution adopting the recommended residential and non-
residential housing mitigation fees; and direct staff to prepare a Zoning text
amendment, amending Chapter 21.24 to implement the necessary changes to




the provisions related to residential projects (rental and ownership), non-
residential projects, in-lieu fees, and impact fees.

COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPORTS

12.  City Councilmember Reports/Updates on Committee Assignments
Recommended Action: Report on committee assignments and general
comments.

ADJOURN

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, listening assistive devices are available for all meetings held in the
City Council Chambers. If you require accommodation, please contact the City Clerk’s Office, (408) 866-2117, at least one
week in advance of the meeting.



Item 1.

CITY COUNCIL MINUTES

City of Campbell, 70 North First Street, Campbell, California

NOTICE AND AGENDA

The City Council Meeting will be teleconferenced pursuant to Government Code
Section 54953(b)(3) with Councilmember Jeffrey Cristina from the location of
73896 Desert Bloom Trail, Palm Desert, California, 92260. The teleconference
location shall be accessible to the public for the open session portion of the
meeting pursuant to Government Code Section 54953(b)(3).

CITY COUNCIL EXECUTIVE SESSION
Tuesday, September 20, 2016 — 5:30 p.m.
Ralph Doetsch Conference Room - 70 N. First Street

A. Personnel — Pursuant to G.S. Section 54957 (b) (1): Public Employee
Appointment — Title of Position: City Manager

B. Litigation

C. Real Property

D. Labor Negotiations — Pursuant to G.S. Section 54957.6: Conference with
Labor Negotiator — Agency Negotiator: Jill Lopez, Human Resources
Manager. Employee Organization: Campbell Peace Officers Association
(CPOA)

Roll Call:

Present: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Cristina (teleconferenced), Gibbons,
Baker

Absent: Councilmembers: None

Council met in Executive Session regarding items A and D. Executive session
adjourned at 7:28 p.m.
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE CAMPBELL CITY COUNCIL

Tuesday, September 20, 2016 — 7:30 p.m.
Council Chamber — 70 N. First Street

This City Council meeting was duly noticed pursuant to open meeting
requirements of the Ralph M. Brown Act (G.C. Section 54956).



This meeting was recorded and can be viewed in its entirety
at www.cityofcampbell.com/agendacenter.

CALL TO ORDER, ROLL CALL, PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The City Council of the City of Campbell convened this day in the regular meeting place,
the Council Chamber of City Hall, 70 N. First Street, Campbell, California.

Roll Call:

Present: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker

Absent: Councilmembers: Cristina

Pledge: Youth Commission

The Pledge of Allegiance was led by the Campbell Youth Commission. Mayor Baker
thanked them and presented them with a certificate of appreciation for leading the

pledge.

SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS

1. Introduction of the Campbell Youth Commission
Recommended Action: Accept the presentation.

Recreation Specialist Bybee gave a brief introduction of the new Campbell Youth
Commissioners.

Chairperson Ali Bell and Vice Chair Benjamin Nikitin spoke about the five goals
and work plan items for the 2016/2017 Campbell Youth Commission.

COMMUNICATIONS AND PETITIONS

There were no communications or petitions.

ORAL REQUESTS

NOTE: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the City Council on
any matter not on the agenda. Persons wishing to address the Council are requested, but not
required to complete a Speaker’'s Card. Speakers are limited to two (2) minutes. The law
generally prohibits the Council from discussion or taking action on such items. However, the
Council may instruct staff accordingly regarding Oral Requests.

Don Whitney, Campbell resident, spoke about ADA violations at the Farmers Market in
intersections, as well as fire code violations.

Harry Greenwood, Campbell resident, stated that he is opposed to the signal light
proposed at the Harriet and McCoy intersection and requested that when this item goes
to council it be put on the agenda as early as possible to accommodate people with
families wishing to speak.
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Pam Anderson, spoke about the sidewalks being difficult to walk on with a walker and
requested that leaf blowers be banned.

Doug Gillison, Campbell resident, submitted his comments for the record regarding the
proposed installation of traffic signals at Harriet Avenue.

COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS

Please join me at my State of the City event this Thursday, September 22, at 5:30 p.m.,
in the Orchard City Banquet Hall at the Campbell Community Center. Refreshments will
be provided. Please RSVP your attendance to the www.MayorStateOfTheCity.com.

The public is invited to the Silicon Valley Neighborhood Development “Mini” Training
Conference to be held this Saturday, September 24, from 1:00-5:00 p.m. at the Camden
Community Center. Learn about the essential tools for neighborhood leaders and
participate in networking opportunities. For more information about this free event,
please visit www.unscc.org.

If you have a skillset that you would like to put to good use, volunteering is a great
opportunity to meet new people and help your community. The Campbell Museums are
hosting a Volunteer Open House tomorrow Wednesday, September 21, from 6:00-8:00
p.m. at the Ainsley House.

On Friday, September 30, from 5:30-7:30 p.m. the Ainsley House will host an interfaith
panel on Religion and Extremism from five major religions and how communities of faith
are affected. To register for this event, please visit www.campbellmuseums.com.

CONSENT CALENDAR

NOTE: All matters listed under consent calendar are considered by the City Council to be routine
and will be enacted by one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a
request is made by a member of City Council, City staff, or a member of the public. Any person
wishing to speak on any item on the consent calendar should ask to have the item removed from
the consent calendar prior to the time the Council votes to approve. If removed, the item will be
discussed in the order in which it appears.

Mayor Baker asked if any Councilmember or anyone in the audience wished to remove
any item from the Consent Calendar.

Vice Mayor Gibbons asked to pull item nine.
The Consent calendar was considered as follows:

2. Minutes of Study Session of September 6, 2016
Recommended Action: Approve the study session meeting minutes.
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This action approves the minutes of the study session of September 6, 2016.

3. Minutes of Regular Meeting of September 6, 2016
Recommended Action: Approve the regular meeting minutes.

This action approves the minutes of the regular meeting of September 6, 2016.

4, Approving Bills and Claims
Recommended Action: Approve the bills and claims in the amount of
$2,599,409.72.

This action approves the payment of bills and claims in the amount of
$2,599,409.72 as follows: Payroll checks dated August 25, 2016 in the amount of
$260,976.85; bills and claims checks dated August 29, 2016; and bills and claims
checks dated September 5, 2016.

5. Second Reading of Ordinance 2207 Approving a Zoning Map Amendment
(PLN2016-35) to Change the Zoning District Designation from R-1-6 (Single-
Family Residential) to P-D (Planned Development) for the Project Located
at 1323 Parsons Avenue (Ordinance Second Reading/Roll Call Vote)
Recommended Action: Approve the second reading of Ordinance 2207
approving a Zoning Map Amendment (PLN2016-35) to change the Zoning district
designation from R-1-6 (Single-Family Residential) to P-D (Planned
Development).

This action approves the second reading of Ordnance 2207 approving a Zoning
Map Amendment (PLN2016-35) to change the Zoning district designation from
R-1-6 (Single-Family Residential) to P-D (Planned Development).

6. Second Reading of Ordinance 2208 Amendment to Chapter 2.40 of the
Campbell Municipal Code — Conflict of Interest Code (Ordinance Second
Reading/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Approve the second reading of Ordinance 2208
amending Chapter 2.40 of the Campbell Municipal Code — Conflict of Interest
Exhibit A.

This action approves the second reading of Ordinance 2208 amending Chapter
2.40 of the Campbell Municipal Code — Conflict of Interest Exhibit A.

7. Authorization to Submit Two Measure Q Urban Open Space Grant

Applications for the Nido Neighborhood Reforestation Project and the
Edith Morley Community Garden (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)
Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works
Director to submit two Measure Q Urban Space Grant Applications to the Santa
Clara Valley Open Space Authority for the Nido Neighborhood Reforestation
Project and Edith Morley Garden Project.
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10.

Resolution 12045 authorizes the Public Works Director to submit two Measure Q
Urban Space Grant Applications to the Santa Clara Valley Open Space Authority
for the Nido Neighborhood Reforestation Project and Edith Morley Garden
Project.

Authorization to Issue a Request for Proposals and Enter into a Service
Agreement for City Tree Care Services (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)
Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution authorizing the Public Works
Director to issue a Request for Proposals for Citywide Tree Services; and
execute an agreement for the remainder of the current Fiscal Year (FY) with the
option of extending the agreement for four (4) additional one-year periods upon
mutual agreement between the City and the selected contractor.

Resolution 12046 authorizes the Public Works Director to issue a Request for
Proposals for Citywide Tree Services; and execute an agreement for the
remainder of the current Fiscal Year (FY) with the option of extending the
agreement for four (4) additional one-year periods upon mutual agreement
between the City and the selected contractor.

Resolution Supporting Santa Clara County’s Measure A on the Presidential
General Election Ballot (Resolution/ Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution supporting Santa Clara County’s
Measure A on the 2016 Presidential Election ballot.

Resolution 12048 approves supporting Santa Clara County’s Measure A on the
2016 Presidential Election ballot.

M/S: Gibbons/Kotowski - that the City Council approve the Consent
Calendar with the exception of item nine. Motion was adopted by the
following roll call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina

ITEMS CONSIDERED SEPARATE FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR

9.

Delegation of authority to the Recreation and Community Services Director
to issue a request for proposals for professional services for an Aquatics
Facility Audit and to award subsequent contract to the most qualified
respondent. (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution delegating authority to the
Recreation and Community Services Director to issue a request for proposals for
an Aquatic Facility Audit and to award subsequent contract to the most qualified
respondent.
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Vice Mayor Gibbons stated concerns with the RFP in regards to the preliminary
scope of work and provided some general feedback.

After discussion, M/S: Gibbons/Resnikoff — that the City Council adopt
resolution 12047 delegating authority to the Recreation and Community
Services Director to issue a request for proposals for an Aquatic Facility
Audit and to award subsequent contract to the most qualified respondent.
Motion was adopted by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina

PUBLIC HEARINGS AND INTRODUCTION OF ORDINANCES

NOTE: Members of the public may be allotted up to two (2) minutes to comment on any public
hearing item. Applicants/Appellants and their representatives may be allotted up to a total of five
(5) minutes for opening statements and up to a total of three (3) minutes maximum for closing
statements. Items requested/recommended for continuance are subject to Council’s consent at
the meeting.

11.

Public Hearing to Consider the Appeal of Sarbajit and Sanhita Ghosal of a
Fence Exception approval by the Planning Commission for a Reduced
Setback for a Six-Foot Tall Street Side Fence and a Relocated Three-And —
One-Half Foot Tall Front Yard Fence (PLN2016-98), to Allow a Six-Foot Tall
Street Side Fence With a Zero Setback at a Corner Lot Located at 1071
Lovell Avenue in the R-1-6 (Single-Family Residential) Zoning District
Within the San Tomas Area Neighborhood (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)
Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution incorporating findings, denying the
appeal and upholding the Planning Commission’s approval of a Fence Exception
for a reduced setback for six-foot tall street side fence and a relocated three-and-
one half foot front tall front yard fence.

This is the time and place to consider the appeal of Sarbajit and Sanhita Ghosal
of a Fence Exception approval by the Planning Commission for a reduced
setback for a six-foot tall street side fence and a relocated three-and-one-half
foot tall front yard fence (PLN2016-98), to allow a six-foot tall street side fence
with a zero setback at a corner lot located at 1071 Lovell Avenue in the R-1-6
(Single-Family Residential) Zoning District Within the San Tomas Area
Neighborhood.

Project Planner Pouya presented staff report dated September 20, 2016.

Mayor Baker declared the public hearing open and asked if there was anyone in
the audience wishing to be heard.
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Sarbajit Ghosal, Campbell resident and appellant, provided handouts for council
and made statements supporting the appeal.

Audrey Kiehtreiber, Campbell resident and president of the San Tomas Area
Community Coalition, spoke about the front fence and similar solid fences in the
area.

Sarbajit Ghosal, Campbell resident and appellant, gave closing remarks.

There being no one else wishing to speak, Mayor Baker closed the public
hearing.

After discussion, M/S: Resnikoff/Kotowski — that the City Council adopt
resolution 12049 incorporating findings, denying the appeal and upholding
the Planning Commission’s approval of a Fence Exception for a reduced
setback for six-foot tall street side fence with an amendment to allow the
front fence to remain as is until such circumstances requires a change to
the location subject to entering into a private improvement agreement with
the Public Works Department. Motion was adopted by the following roll call
vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker
NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina

NEW BUSINESS

12.

Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Enter into an Agreement with
TriTech Software Systems to Provide a Shared Computer-Aided Dispatch
and Mobile Data Computer Solution Hosted by the Milpitas Police
Department and to Make FY17 Budget Adjustments Necessary for the
Project (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to
enter into an agreement with TriTech Software Systems for the purchase of
software, hardware, licensing, maintenance and professional services to add the
City of Campbell to the City of Milpitas’ existing CAD/Mobile at a cost of
$418,110.74; and authorize budget adjustments in Information Technology and
the Police Department's FY17 budget to purchase equipment and services
necessary to implement the shared CAD/MDC solution.

Information and Technology Manager Gershaneck presented staff report dated
September 20, 2016.

Support Services Manager Thibodeau gave a brief explanation of the Computer-
Aided Dispatch system.
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After discussion, M/S: Resnikoff/Kotowski — that the City of Campbell adopt
resolution 12050 authorizing the City Manager to enter into an agreement
with TriTech Software Systems for the purchase of software, hardware,
licensing, maintenance and professional services to add the City of
Campbell to the City of Milpitas’ existing CAD/Mobile at a cost of
$418,110.74; and authorize budget adjustments in Information Technology
and the Police Department’s FY17 budget to purchase equipment and
services necessary to implement the shared CAD/MDC solution. Motion
was adopted by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker
NOES: Councilmembers: None
ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina

13. Authorize the City Manager to Execute a Contract with Urban Village

Farmers Market Association for the Continuing Operation of the Downtown
Campbell Farmers Market (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)
Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution authorizing the City Manager to
execute a contract with Urban Village Farmers Market Association for the
continuing operation of the Downtown Campbell Farmers Market for an additional
three (3) years through December 31, 2019.

Project Manager Principe presented staff report dated September 20, 2016.

M/S: Gibbons/Kotowski — that the City Council adopt resolution 12051
authorizing the City Manager to execute a contract with Urban Village
Farmers Market Association for the continuing operation of the Downtown
Campbell Farmers Market for an additional three (3) years through
December 31, 2019. Motion was adopted by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker
NOES: Councilmembers: None
ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina
14. Approve Parkland Dedication Fund Policy
Recommended Action: Approve the Parkland Dedication Fund Policy as
recommended by the Parks and Recreation Commission.

Recreation Services Manager Bissell presented staff report dated September 20,
2016.

After discussion, M/S: Resnikoff/Gibbons — that the City Council approve the
Parkland Dedication Fund Policy as recommended by the Parks and
Recreation Commission with amendments to bullet two, to add the
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15.

language “...which increase the level of diversity of service” and bullet
four, to add the language “...which increase the level of diversity of service
with a joint use agreement.” Motion was adopted by the following roll call
vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina

BMR Eligibility (Interim) Guidelines

Recommended Action: Adopt a resolution approving the BMR Eligibility

Guidelines as an interim measure prior to reviewing and adopting a more
comprehensive BMR Guidelines.

Senior Planner McCormick presented staff report dated September 20, 2016.

Jo-Anne Fairbanks, Campbell resident, stated concerns with the AMI standards
and would a standard that is related to Campbell resident’s income; and she
commented on the eligibility standards and occupancy standards. (Mayor Baker
allowed this speaker to speak on this item out of order prior to item 11.)

Julius Nyanda, representative from HouseKeys, spoke about the timeline and
steps for the creating the guidelines.

After discussion, M/S: Gibbons/Kotowski — that the City Council adopt
resolution 12052 approving the BMR Eligibility Guidelines as an interim
measure prior to reviewing and adopting a more comprehensive BMR
Guidelines. Motion was adopted by the following roll call vote:
AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker

NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Cristina

COUNCIL COMMITTEE REPORTS

16.

City Councilmember Reports/Updates on Committee Assignments
Recommended Action: Report on committee assignments and general
comments.

-- Councilmember Kotowski attended the Friends of the Heritage Theatre
meeting and the West Valley Sanitation District meeting.

Minutes of September 20, 2016 City Council Meeting Page 9



-- Councilmember Resnikoff attended The Downtown Campbell Business
Association meeting; Valley Transportation Authority policy action committee
meeting; and the Silicon Valley Animal Control Authority meeting.

-- Vice Mayor Gibbons attended the Santa Clara Valley Water District County
Water Commission meeting; Silicon Valley Clean Energy Authority Board of
Directors meeting; and spoke about the upcoming outreach meeting sponsored
by the League of Women Voters on November 14, 2016 at 7:00 p.m. in the
Campbell Council Chambers to discuss the Silicon Valley Clean Energy
Program.

-- Mayor Baker attended the West Valley Mayors and Managers meeting; chaired
the Valley Transportation Authority Administration and Finance Committee
meeting; attended a meeting with representatives from the Campbell Village
Neighborhood Association; and attended a meeting with representatives that are
circulating a petition for medical marijuana.

Vice Mayor Gibbons commented on issues with the recycling and donation drop
off area in the Safeway parking lot on Budd Avenue.

After discussion, M/S: Gibbons/Kotowski — that the City Council agendize a
discussion on flag lots, zoning, and land cost pressures. Motion was
adopted unanimously 4-0-1 (Councilmember Cristina was absent)

Vice Mayor Gibbons requested clarification about the Dell Avenue Area that is
agendized for a future meeting.

Vice Mayor Gibbons commented on a request for Council materials in an
additional format.

ADJOURN

Mayor Baker adjourned the meeting at 10:14 p.m.
APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor
ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk
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. Item: 2.
COUHCI] Category: Consent Calendar
Reljort Meeting Date: October 4, 2016

TITLE: Approving Payment of Bills and Claims

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the attached lists of bills and claims for payment in the amount of
$783,377.84.

DISCUSSION
Attached are the lists of bills and claims that have been audited and approved by staff

for payments made as noted below:

Type ' Check Date | Amount

" Payroll ' September 08, 2016 | $309,745.34

' Bills & Claims ' September 12,2016 | $230,902.27 |
' Bills & Claims | September 19, 2016 $242,730.23 |
| [Total . $783,377.84

FISCAL IMPACT

Adequate funding was ava|| ble to cover all expenses as listed.

Prepared by: O J G EA

Caro!éna Vargas, Accounting Clerk |l
Reviewed by: F

Sharif Etman, Finance Manager

Reviewed by:

W I meﬁ
Approved by:

MArk Linder, City Maéfer

Attachments:

Attachment 1 — Bills & Claims Lists
f/n st/J/Word/Consent Calendars




; | : 3.
Council o=
Category: Consent Calendar
R@pOFt Meeting Date: October 4, 2016

Title: Monthly Investment Report — August, 2016
RECOMMENDATION

That the attached Investment Report for August, 2016 be noted and filed.
DISCUSSION

The City invests primarily in the State of California Local Agency Investment Fund
(LAIF) and US Government Agency securities to preserve the safety of the City's
surplus funds while achieving a reasonable return on its portfolio. The City’s strategy is
one of buy-and-hold in which a portion of the portfolio is invested in fixed income
securities of varying maturities that will provide sufficient cash flow to meet the City’s
operational needs.

During the month of August, the City did not purchase any new investments, nor did
any investments get called. The total portfolio decreased approximately $3.3 million
mainly due to the City refunding the 1997 Certificates of Participation (COPs), and a
portion of the 2002 COPs and the Successor Agency refunding the 2002 and 2005 Tax
Allocation Bonds (TABs). The transactions, which closed during the month, eliminated
the cash bond reserve funds that previously existed for the TABs. The City withdrew $1
million from LAIF to cover refinance payments and other operating expenditures.

All investments are made in accordance with the City's established Investment Policy or
as authorized pursuant to bond covenants. Presented within this report are the
following:

Investment balance and earnings for August, 2016

Summary of investments by types as of August, 2016

List of investments by institution as of August, 2016

Reconciliation of pooled cash as of August, 2016

Investment transactions as of August, 2016

Actual Receipts and Disbursements for August, 2016

Cash flow projections for the month of November, 2016

Investment Balance and Earnings - August, 2016

Bal. at Beg. Bal. at End Interest Interest % of Interest
of Month Purchases/ Maturities/ of Month Earned Earned Earned
08/01/16 Deposits Withdrawals 08/31/16 this Month YTD YTD/Budget

$ 43680,399 $ 35480434 § (38776,156) § 40393677 21462 § 46,281 27.22%




Monthly Investment Report

October 4, 2016

Page 2
Summary of Investments by Type - August, 2016
Current % of Prior % of Prior % of
Month Total Month Total Year Total
Description 08/31/16 Portfolio 07/31/16 Portfolio 8131115 Portfolio

LA.LF. $ 32,844,404 81.31% § 33,844,404 77.48% $ 30,113,822 84.42%
Agencies 5,500,000 13.62% 5,500,000 12.59% 3,500,005 9.81%
Corporate Notes 2,031,100 5.03% 2,031,100 4.65% - 0.00%
Money Market (U.S. Bank) 6 0.00% 2,304,895 5.28% 2,057,050 5.77%

Money Market (BNY Mellon) 18,167 0.04% - - - -
Total $ 40,393,677 100.00% $ 43,680,399 100.00% $ 35,670,877 100.00%

Cash Flow Projections

The cash flow projection reflects there are sufficient funds available to meet the City of
Campbell's anticipated expenditures for November, 2016 through April, 2017 (See

Exhibit I1).

List of Investments by Institution - August, 2016

Diff. Bet. Cost

% of Total Market

Cost Portfolio Value & Market
LA.LF $ 32,844,404 81.31% $§ 32,864,808 $ 20,404
Federal National Mortgage Assn. (FNMA) * 2,000,000 4.95% 2,004,220 4,220
Federal Farm Credit Bank (FFCB)* 1,500,000 3.711% 1,500,195 195
Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp (FHLMC) * 2,000,000 4.95% 1,999,540 (460)
Wells Fargo Bank * 2,031,100 5.03% 2,020,660 (10,440)

U.S. Bank--Money Market Fund ** 6 0.00% 6 -

BNY Mellon--Money Market Fund ** 18,167 0.04% 18,167 -
$ 40,393,677 100.00% $ 40,407,596 § 13,919

*  The City intends to hold treasury/agency securities to maturity or until they are called, as a result this
is a paper gain and/or loss that will not be realized.

**  City and RDA COP and TAB bond proceeds held for program and reserve funds.
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Reconciliation of Pooled Cash per Ledgers to Investment Report

August, 2016

Balance per ledger - August, 2016

$ 42,680,399

August, 2016 interest to be Journalized - refinance of debts (2,286,722)
Adjusted General Ledger Balance 40,393,677
Balance Per Investment Report 40,393,677

Summary of Total Cash Invested
Current Prior Prior
Month Month Year
Description 08/31/16 07/31/16 08/31/15

Cash on Deposit ' $ 1,393,233 $ 3,266,746 $ 4,058,394

Investments 40,393,677 43,680,399 35,670,877
Total Cash and Investments 3 41,786,910 $ 46,947,145 $ 39,729,271

% of Total Cash Invested 96.67% 93.04% 89.78%

: L
Prepared by: MWKWQ

Sophie Kao, Accountant

Reviewed by‘;‘"“‘"“"““%y

Sharif Etr{an, Finance Manager

Reviewed by: W

J(eﬁe Takahashi, Finance Director

Approved by: W 4/4

Mark Lindef, City Manager

Attachment 1 - Monthly Schedule of Investments
Attachment 2 - Cash Flow Projection
Attachment 3 - Actual Receipts & Disbursements




City of Campbell Attachment 1
Monthly Schedule of Investments
For the month ending August, 2016
Maturities/ Remain Interest Interest #of Int.Recv. Interest Interest Int.Recv. Interest Interest
Beginning Purchases! Calls/ Ending % of % of Par * Market Maturity Days Rate Eamedto Daysir  Beginning Earned Recelved Ending Recelved Bal. to
Balance Deposits Withdrawals Balance Type Assets Value Value Date To Mat (Annual) Maturity  Month Balance This Mo. This Mo. Balance To Date Maturity
Local Agency Investment Fund (L.A.LF.) $  33,844,404.23 $ (1,000,000.00)( $ 32,844,404.23 | 100.00% 81.31% $ 32,844,404 $ 32,864,808 N/A N/A 0614% Q N/A 31 § 1690180 § 17,127.68 $ 3402948 S 46,701.31 N/A
Cash & Gov't (c BNY Bank)
Fed. Farm Credit Bank (FFCB) Fixed 1.500.000.00 1.500,000.00 [ 27.27%  3.71% 1.500.000 1.500,195  11/30/18 821  1.340% S 59859 31 3,359.17 1.707.12 5,066.29 10,050.00 49,809
Fed. Nat'| Mtg. Assoc. (FNMA) Fixed 2,000.000.00 2.000.000.00 | 36.36%  4.95% 2.000.000 2004220 05725721 1728 1.750% S 175096 31 8,821.91 297260 11.794.51 - 175,096
Fed. Home Loan Mortgage (FHLMC) 2,000.000.00 2.000.000.00 | 36.36% 4.95% 2,000,000 1.999.540  03/30/18 576 _1.000% S 49.973 31 6.739.73 1.698.63 8.438.36 10.000.00 39.973
Gov't iti 5,500,000.00 - - 5,500,000.00 | 100.00% _ 13.62% 5,500,000 5,503,955 1.366% 284,928 18,920.81 6,378.35 - 25,299.16 20,050.00 264,878
Corporate Notes
Wells Fargo Bank 2,031,100.00 2,031,100.00 | 100.00%  5.03% 2,000,000 2,020,660 05/24/19 996  1.750% 100,110 31 1,534.25 (2,050.12) (515.87) - -
Subtotal-Corporate Notes 2,031,100.00 = - 2,031,100.00 | 100.00% 5.03% 2,000,000 2,020,660 2.150% 100,110 1,534.25 (2,050.12) - (515.87) - -
Contract L - 0.00% 0 0 S - - - - -
Investments under the management of contracted parties:
Trustee: U.S. Bank
1997 COP
Treasury Obligations - Lease Payment - 12,565.000.00 (12,565,000.00) - 0.00%  0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.000% M N/A 31 = - - = 2,873.71 N/A
Treasury Obligations - 265,090.72 (265.090.72) - 0.00%  0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.000% M N/A 31 - - - = a
2002 COP
First American Treasury D - Lease Pmt 0.16 2,465,118.66 (2.465.118.66) 0.16 0.00%  0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.003% M N/A 31 - - - - 4.760.72 N/A
First ican Treasury D - - - - - 0.00%  0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.000% M N/A 31 - - - - 152:311.90 N/A
2002 RDA TABs
First American Treasury D - Interest 0.70 201,604.87 (201.605.57) - 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.003% M N/A 31 - - - - 3.755.22 N/A
First American Treasury D - Reserve 1.150,657.68 5.64 (1,150,657.68) 564 0.03%  0.00% 6 6 N/A N/A 0.006% M N/A 31 - 5.64 564 - 154,388.52 N/A
First American Treasury D - Principal 0.31 8,510,000.00 (8.510,000.31) - 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.002% M N/A 31 - - - - 2,616.89 N/A
First ican Treasury D - - - - - 0.00%  0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.000% M N/A 31 - - - - 4,081.34 N/A
2005 RDA TABs
First American Treasury D - Interest - 212,742.18 (212.742.18) - 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.000% M N/A 31 - - - - 2.226.96 N/A
First American Treasury D - Principal - 10,870.000.00 (10,870.000.00) - 0.00%  0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.000% M N/A 31 - - - - 623.73
First American Treasury D - Reserve 1.154.236.29 - (1.154.236.29) - 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 N/A N/A 0.001% M N/A 31 - - - - 111.418.63 N/A
First American Treasury D - - 000%  0.00% 0 0 NA N/A 0.000% N/A 31 - - - - - N/A
Trustee: BNY Mellon
2016 Lease Revenue COIl - 182,922.32 (177.591.50) 5,330.82 | 29.33% 0.01% 5331 5,331 N/A N/A 0.000% N/A 31 - - = - # N/A
2016 TAB Refunding COI - 216,949.33 (204.113.00) 12,836.33 [ 70.63% 0.03% 12.836 12.836 N/A N/A 0.000% N/A 31 - H - - - N/A
Subtotal-Trust A/IC 2,304,895.14 35,489,433.72 (37,776,155.91) 18,172.95 | 100.00% 0.04% 18,173 18,173 N/A N/A - - 5.64 564 - 439,057.61 -
Total Portfolio $ _43680,399.37 | § 3548943372 S (38,776,155.91)| $ 40,393,677.18 100.00% $ 40,362,577 $ 40,407,596 Wgt Avg—_0.745% $ 385038 $ 37,356.86 S 2146155 § 564 $ 5881277 $ 505808.92 S 264,878
Investment Portfolio Increased / (Decreased) by: S (3,286,722.19)| Weighted Average to Maturity = 1949 Days |
% of Actual Actual
Note: Portfolio Balance Total Cash Invested Rate/Annual Yield Interest Earned Interest Received
S - Semi-Annual Month FY 16-17 FY 15-16 FY 1617 FY 15-16 Month Wat Avg FY 16-17 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 15-16 FY 16-17 FY 15-16
Q - Quarterly July S 43680399 S 37,670,072 93.04% 95.78% July Wat Avg 0.671% 0415% § 24819 $ 13268 § 46706 S 20,071
M - Monthly August 40,393,677 35.670.878 96.67% 89.78% August Wat Avg 0.745% 0.408% 21.462 12,516 6 10,318
September 35,247,357 94.65% September Wat Avg 0.341% 9,550 6.568
October 33,195,877 93.33% October ~ Wat Avg 0.413% 11,634 24,996
November 33,195,882 91.10% November Wat Avg 0.426% 11,635 5
December 33,195,890 93.30% December Wagt Avg 0.476% 12,721 8
January 37,220,681 92.07% January Wat Avg 0.517% 16.347 24,792
February 38,220,687 94.67% February ~ Wat Avg 0.530% 15,909 S
March 37,620,138 92.13% March Wat Ava 0.467% 14,933 19.784
April 40,254,803 90.31% April Wat Avg 0.552% 18,274 34,114
May 43,354,808 97.32% May Wat Ava 0.629% 23744 10,055
31-Aug-16 June 45,602,593 97.45% June Wat Avg 0.642% 21.124 S
31 Average $ 42,037,038 $ 37,537,472 Average _ 94.86% Average 93.49% Average 0.708% 0.485% S 46281 S 181655 S 46712 S 150,719
PerG Code . this of with the City of Campbell's Investment Policy, and

there are adequate funds available to meet the budgeted expenditures for the next six months.

* Market prices are obtained from the monthly investment statements of the various institutions or the City's third-party custodian, BNY Mellon Bank.

Ivsch10 s

262016



Cash Flow Projection for the Month of November 2016

Attachment 2

Revenue Receipt Expenditure Payment
Date Description Amount Date Description Amount
I [Community Center Leases/Rentals 200,000 1 [Outstanding Checks $ 550,000
7 |Environmental Services Fees 33,000 7 |Bills & Claims 350,000
7 |Franchise Fees 280,000 14 |Bills & Claims 250,000
14 [Property Taxes 1,100,000 21 [Bills & Claims 950,000
14 |Other Taxes 50,000 28 [Bills & Claims 450,000
14 [Licenses and Permits 150,000 3 [Payroll 685,000
14 |Fines/Forfeitures/Penalties 30,000 17 |Payroll 675,000
21 |Investment Interest 45,000 10 |CalPers Health Insurance Payment 150,000
21 |Motor Vehicle in Lieu - 30 |CalPers Retirement Funding 150,000
21 |Highway Users Tax -
21 |Intergovernmental 100,000
21 |Charges for Current Services 200,000
28 [Sales & Use Tax (incl. Meas.O) 1,000,000
28 [Park Dedication Fees 10,000
31 |Transient Occupancy Tax (monthly) 400,000
31 |Miscellaneous Receipts 20,000
Sub-total (Receipts) 3,618,000 Sub-total (Expenditure) 4,210,000
Amount expected to be
withdrawn from Investments to cover Amount of expected revenue
this month's expenditures. 592,000 available for investment. -
Total 4,210,000 Total $ 4,210,000
Note:
The approximately $32.8 million invested with the Local Agency Investment Fund (see Exhibit I) is highly liquid and available on
any business day. It, therefore, can be reasonably estimated that sufficient funds are readily available to cover normal expenditures
for the subsequent six-month period. More specifically, the monthly cash flow projection reflects that sufficient funds are available
to meet the anticipated expenditures for the month.
9/23/2016

CASHFLOW.xls Current



Actual Receipts & Disbursements for the Month of August 2016

Attachment 3

Revenue Receipt Expenditure Payment
Fund / Account Description Amount Date Description Amount

4810, 4819 Community Center/Dev. Leases/Rentals 228,418 I |Outstanding Checks as of 7/31/2016 $ 531,385
F209, 4720, 21,22, 24 Environmental Services Fees 36,489 1 |Bills & Claims 320,788
4120-4125 Franchise Fees 108,073 8 |Bills & Claims 96,559
40XX, 4153 Property Taxes 48,291 15 [Bills & Claims 227,435
4151,4152,4155 Other Taxes 176,927 22 |Bills & Claims 969,470
42XX Licenses and Permits 624,681 29 |Bills & Claims 197,976
43XX Fines/Forfeitures/Penalties 22,182 31 |Bills & Claims-manual & voided checks 298
4410,4431, 4450 Investment Interest - 2 |U S Bank Trust - debt refinance 1,378,618
4580 Motor Vehicle in Lieu - 11 |Bills & Claims-PR vendors' checks 258,109
4586 Highway Users Tax - 25 [Bills & Claims-PR vendors' checks 260,977
other 45XX Intergovernmental--Other 769,227 11 [Payroll 727,162
4510-4516 Intergovernmental--Gas Taxes 158,398 25 |Payroll 693,417
4571, 4572 Intergovernmental--VTA Meas. B - 9 |Calpers Insurance Payment 152,148
4590,4591,4592 F333 Intergovernmental--Successor Agency - 11 [CalPers 2016 CERBT annual payment 455,000
46XX-47XX, excl 4725 Charges for Current Services 588,915 31 |Calpers Pension Payment 150,917
4110-4115 Sales & Use Tax (incl. Meas.O) 1,311,911 31 |Calpers GASB 68 fees 1,950
F295,4920 Park Dedication Fees 33,427
4150 Transient Occupancy Tax (monthly) 534,274
48X X-49XX, excl F798 Miscellaneous Receipts 13,884
F366,368,4450,4966 Miscellaneous Receipts (from RDA) -
F207,236,367exc237,5XXX | Special Assessment 26

Sub-total (Receipts) 4,655,123 Sub-total (Expenditure) 6,422,209

Amount withdrew from Investments Amount of expected revenue

to cover this month's expenditures. 1,767,086 available for investment. -

Total 6,422,209 Total $ 6,422,209

Actrual Results.xls Current

9/26/2016




Item: 4,
Category: Consent Calendar
Meeting Date: October 4, 2016

TITLE: Acceptance of Donations from the Campbell Police Foundation

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council accept donations in the aggregate amount of
$7,040.42 from the Campbell Police Foundation for equipment, supplies, and support for
the Campbell Police Department.

BACKGROUND

The Campbell Police Foundation is an independent 501(c)(3) non-profit organization led by
a group of dedicated community members who have created a partnership with the Police
Department. From essential equipment, to specialized training, and innovative programs
that would otherwise be unfunded, the support provided by the Foundation directly
improves public safety and supports the Police Department’s mission.

DISCUSSION

In FY 2015/16, the Campbell Police Foundation donated the following items to the
Campbell Police Department:

Donation Description Cost
; Laser speed measurement device used
Dol for traffic enforcement. Stz
.. Alcohol and Marijuana simulation kits
Fatal Vision . . .
Alcohol/Marijuana Goggles for demonstrating the impairment $1,491.38
caused by the use of both substances.
: 3 Event tent, vinyl banner, and pad
e folios with Campbell PD branding. $150678
Cop Cards Custom Police Officer trading cards $1,200.00
TOTAL $7,040.42
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Campbell Police Foundation

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no negative fiscal impact to the City.

Prepared by: ) %

Dan Kivingston, Sergeant

Reviewed by: D/{ /

David Carmichael, Chief of Police

, AR AN
Reviewed by: W

0Jesse Takahashi, Finance Director

Reviewed by: /// ///

Wiltiam Seligmann, City Attorney

Approved by: %// %;\

< Mafk Linder, City Manager




. Item: 5.
CO un CI] Category: Consent Calendar
Meeting Date: October 4, 2016
Report
TITLE: Authorize Issuance of a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for an

Energy Efficiency Investment Grade Audit for City Buildings / Utilities
and Equipment (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION
That the City Council adopt the attached resolution:

1. Authorizing the Public Works Department to issue a Request for Qualifications
(RFQ) for an Energy Efficiency Investment Grade Audit for City facilities and
utilities.

BACKGROUND

In 2009, the City received a block grant of $163,700 from the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act. $40,000 of the grant was used to perform an energy audit that
identified opportunities to improve the City’s energy use. As part of this audit, all of the
City buildings and street lights, in addition to some solar projects, were identified as
opportunities for energy savings. Since 2009, Public Works Maintenance has
performed a limited number of energy saving projects, including upgrades to building
lighting, LED street lighting, and HVAC upgrades. Projects related to lighting have used
PG&E programs and incentives to help pay for the cost of the upgrades.

Additional energy saving projects can be identified through the process of an energy
audit conducted by an Energy Service Company (ESCO). Over the past few years,
Campbell’s Public Works Department has been approached by several ESCO’s who
have examined the City’s energy consumption associated with the operation of its
facilities and utilities, and have identified potential projects that would provide energy
conservation and savings. All of the ESCO’s have proposed to perform an Investment
Grade Audit (IGA), which provides a comprehensive analysis of the City’s energy use,
with a focus on energy efficiency improvements, funding sources, and the return on
investment from the various projects.

With the information gathered through an IGA, an ESCO will develop the scope and
design of relevant energy efficiency projects. The ESCO will also manage obtaining
financing (if needed), bidding out to contractors, and installing the energy efficiency
improvements for the City. The construction of the projects and the ESCO’s project
management services are both built into the total project costs and paid for by the
savings accumulated from increased energy efficiency.

The IGA requires significant investment of ESCO resources and so it may require
advance payment for the IGA by the City; depending on the individual ESCO’s
proposal. Some proposals may not require any advance payment by the City for the
IGA, rather payment may be proposed to be financed by the savings gathered through
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reductions in energy use, provided that the same ESCO that conducts the IGA
manages the resultant energy projects.

If the projects do not provide returns on the investment, the ESCO can be held
responsible to pay the difference (also referred to as an energy savings guarantee).
These ESCO projects identified during an IGA typically have seven to twenty year
payback periods.

DISCUSSION

An IGA conducted by an ESCO for the City of Campbell is expected to identify energy
efficiency projects that will lead to reductions in annual energy costs. By using the same
ESCO for the IGA and the energy savings projects, the City may not have to pay for the
IGA in advance. Instead, if the City of Campbell completes these energy efficiency
projects using the ESCO that conducted the IGA, then the cost of the IGA may be
added to the total project costs and funded by the savings accrued through reduced
energy usage. It is estimated that an IGA may cost up to $35,000 if payment is required
prior to completion of any energy projects — depending on the accepted proposal. If
advance payment is required by the accepted proposal, staff will return to Council for a
Budget Appropriation action.

The hiring of an ESCO to perform an IGA will assist the City with:

e Completing a comprehensive energy audit and resultant energy savings
recommendations.

e Evaluating a range of energy efficiency and solar installation options, financing
alternatives, and projected cost savings on a detailed and objective basis.

e Obtaining the best path for financing and implementation of the projects.

e Determining how, when, and where we use energy and better ways to manage
our energy use and costs.

e Reducing energy consumption.

e Evaluating solar energy installations for covered parking.

e Developing financing recommendations particularly as they relate to retrofits and
replacements.

The proposed areas of interest include:
e Streetlight replacement.
e Replacement of an Energy Management System at the Community Center and
City Hall.
e Solar parking structures at various City facilities.
e Upgrade of the aged HVAC equipment and lighting at various City Facilities.
e Water conservation.
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FISCAL IMPACT

The fiscal impact of a professional services agreement with an ESCO for completion of
an IGA will not exceed $35,000. If advance payment is required prior to any project
delivery, staff will request a budget appropriation from the CIPR. There is potential for
the cost of this IGA to be incorporated into the total cost of the energy saving projects
and financed by the savings accumulated through reductions in energy consumption if
the City chooses the same ESCO to both conduct the IGA and implement the projects.
However, if the City does not move forward with any of the identified energy savings
projects or terminates the ESCO agreement prior to completing the related energy
conservation work, the selected ESCO firm would need to be compensated for the work
required to prepare the IGA.

ALTERNATIVES

1. Do not approve the request for issuance of the RFQ.
2. Change the focus of the RFQ.
3. Provide other direction to staff.

Reviewed by: /4/ %(Z@c’( .

Alex Mordwinow, I-j’ubhc Works Superintendent

Reviewed by: \% @Q‘/‘%

Todd Capurso, Public Works Director

Reviewed by: W

Jesge Takahashi, Finance Director

Approved by: v ’ Vid
Ma((Linéer, City Ménager

Attachment: Resolution



RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CAMPBELL AUTHORIZING
THE ISSUANCE OF A REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS FOR AN INVESTMENT
GRADE AUDIT FOR CITY FACILITIES AND UTILITIES
WHEREAS, in 2009 the City received a block grant from the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act and used $40,000 to perform an Energy study for ways to improve the

City’s energy use; and

WHEREAS, all of the City buildings, street lights and some solar projects were identified for
improvement; and

WHEREAS, since 2009, Public Works Maintenance has performed a limited number of
energy saving projects, including upgrades to building lighting, LED street lighting, and
HVAC upgrades with projects related to lighting using PG&E programs and incentives to
help pay for the cost of the upgrades; and

WHEREAS, greater funding can now be attained through the process of an Investment
Grade Audit (IGA) conducted by an Energy Service Company (ESCO); and

WHEREAS, staff has prepared a Request for Qualifications to select a consultant to
prepare an Investment Grade Audit for City facilities and utilities:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Campbell
authorizes the Public Works Department to issue a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for an
Energy Efficiency Investment Grade Audit for City Buildings/Utilities and Equipment.
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4™ day of October 2016, by the following roll call vote:
AYES: Councilmembers:
NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor
ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk



CIU/ Item: 6

. Category: Consent Calendar
C() Un C]] Meeting Date: October 4, 2016
Report
TITLE: Approval of Third Amendment to Agreement Providing for

Implementation of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution
Prevention Program (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION

That the City Council adopt the attached resolution authorizing the Public Works
Director to execute the Third Amendment to the Agreement Providing for
Implementation of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program.

BACKGROUND

In May, 1990, the City of Campbell, twelve other cities in Santa Clara County, the
County of Santa Clara, and the Santa Clara Valley Water District (District) entered into a
Memorandum of Agreement (Agreement) to jointly apply for and implement National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Storm Water Permits issued by the
State of California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The Agreement
outlined .area-wide programs for cohesive program planning, water quality monitoring,
public outreach and education. The term of the Agreement was five years with an
automatic renewal provision upon approval of the co-permittees. In 1995, the co-
permittees approved the renewal of the Agreement for another five years.

On December 7, 1999, the City Council authorized execution of a revised Agreement
which joined the co-permittees under the program title of Santa Clara Valley Urban
Runoff Pollution Prevention Program (SCVURPPP). The revised Agreement had a term
of five years with an expiration date of March 10, 2005.

On December 7, 2004, the City Council authorized the Public Works Director to execute
the First Amendment to the Agreement entered into in 1999. This amendment provided
for another five year extension of the Agreement.

On January 17, 2008, the City Council authorized the Public Works Director to execute
the Second Amendment to the Agreement entered into in 1999. This amendment
provided for the extension of the Agreement until one year after the termination date of
the next NPDES permit (approximately seven years) with the cost sharing allocations
for the co-permittees to remain the same.
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DISCUSSION

The co-permittees are now presenting a Third Amendment which will again extend the
termination date of the Agreement until one year after the current NPDES permit
(approximately five years) with the cost sharing allocations for the co-permittees to
remain the same. There are no other changes to the Agreement.

The proposed Third Amendment to the MOA is attached for Council's reference. The
attached resolution authorizes the Public Works Director to execute the Third
Amendment for the continued implementation of the SCVURPPP.

FISCAL IMPACT

There are no increased costs associated with approval of the Third Amendment to the
Agreement. Costs associated with the City of Campbell’s share of Santa Clara Valley
Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program activities are included in the Operating
Budget.

ALTERNATIVE
Do not authorize approval of the Third Amendment to the Agreement. This action is not
recommended because the City would have to carry out program activities

independently and in a manner less cost effective than joining with the other co-
permittees.

Prepared by: @ /,LL

Bl Helrs, Exdutive Project Manager
Reviewed by \sz> (ﬁ:%

TodWUbli Wrector
)
Approved by: - // //Z—~

Mark Linfer, City Man‘a/ger

Attachments: 1. Resolution
2. Third Amendment to MOA



Attachment 1

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CAMPBELL
AUTHORIZING THE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR TO EXECUTE THE THIRD
AMENDMENT TO THE AGREEMENT FOR THE CONTINUED IMPLEMENTATION
OF THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY URBAN RUNOFF
POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM

WHEREAS, in 1990, the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) issued a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) storm
water permit (CAS0O29718), Order No. 95-180 for the municipalities in Santa Clara
County and the Santa Clara Valley Water District as co-permittees that discharge storm
water to San Francisco Bay; and

WHEREAS, the aforesaid NPDES permit has been reissued to the co-permittees at
approximate five-year intervals since; and

WHEREAS, in 1999, the City Council authorized the Public Works Director to execute
an Agreement providing for the implementation of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff
Pollution Prevention Program (SCVURPPP) to provide for the orderly and systematic
compliance with the area-wide provisions of the NPDES storm water permit; and

WHEREAS, in 2004, the City Council authorized the Public Works Director to execute a
First Amendment to the Agreement providing for a five-year extension of the agreement;
and

WHEREAS, in 2006, the City Council authorized the Public Works Director to execute a
Second Amendment to the Agreement providing for another extension of the Agreement
for approximately seven years, terminating one year after expiration of the active
NPDES permit; and

WHEREAS, a Third Amendment to the Agreement has been prepared in cooperation
with all parties involved; and

WHEREAS, the co-permittees have agreed to continue using the same funding scheme
with a revised renewal date for the Agreement defined as one year from the termination
date of the next NPDES Permit, generally reissued every five years.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Campbell
authorizes the Public Works Director to execute the Third Amendment to the Agreement
providing for the continued implementation of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff
Pollution Prevention Program and extending the term of the Agreement to one year
after the termination date of the next NPDES permit or until such time that any one of
the co-permittees decides to terminate their participation in the Agreement and
provides a 30 day notice to the other co-permittees.



Attachment 1

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4™ day of October, 2016, by the following roll call vote:
AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:

NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:

APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor
ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk



Attachment 2

THIRD AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT
PROVIDING FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY URBAN RUNOFF
POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM

THIS THIRD AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT PROVIDING FOR
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY URBAN RUNOFF
POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM (the “Amendment”) is entered into by and
between the SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT, a local public agency of
the State of California (“District”); CITY OF CAMPBELL, a municipal corporation of
the State of California; CITY OF CUPERTINO, a municipal corporation of the State of
California; CITY OF LOS ALTOS, a municipal corporation of the State of California;
TOWN OF LOS ALTOS HILLS, a municipal corporation of the State of California;
TOWN OF LOS GATOS, a municipal corporation of the State of California; CITY OF
MILPITAS, a municipal corporation of the State of California; CITY OF MONTE
SERENO, a municipal corporation of the State of California; CITY OF MOUNTAIN
VIEW, a municipal corporation of the State of California; CITY OF PALO ALTO, a
municipal corporation of the State of California; CITY OF SAN JOSE, a municipal
corporation of the State of California; CITY OF SANTA CLARA, a municipal
corporation of the State of California; CITY OF SARATOGA, a municipal corporation
of the State of California; CITY OF SUNNYVALE, a municipal corporation of the State
of California; and COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, a political subdivision of the State of
California.

All of the above-mentioned entities are hereinafter collectively referred to as
“Parties” or individually as “Party.”

RECITALS

A. | The Parties previously entered into that certain Agreement Providing For
Implementation of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program
(the “Agreement” or “MOA”) pursuant to which the Parties established certain terms and
conditions relating to the implementation and oversight of the Santa Clara Valley Urban
Runoff Pollution Prevention Program (the “Program™), including a cost sharing
allocation, which was appended thereto as Exhibit A. A copy of the Agreement,
including Exhibit A, is attached hereto as Appendix 1. Unless otherwise set forth herein,
all terms shall have the meaning set forth in the Agreement;

B. The Agreement originally provided for a five-year term, which, based on
its execution, was set to conclude on or about March 10, 2005. However, on or about
February 20, 2005, the Parties unanimously entered into a First Amendment to the
Agreement (attached hereto as Appendix 2), which extended the term of the Agreement
by one additional year;

C. The Parties thereafter unanimously entered into a Second Amendment to
the Agreement (attached hereto as Appendix 3), which extended the term of the amended

1



Agreement by “one fiscal year beyond the termination date of the (then) next NPDES
Permit issued to the Parties, including any administrative extension of the (then) next
NPDES Permit’s term which occurred pursuant to the NPDES regulations.” The next
NPDES permit applicable to the Parties (and others) was subsequently adopted the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region (“RWQCB
SFBR”) on October 14, 2009 and was known as the Municipal Regional Permit (“MRP”)
because it covered numerous public agencies in the San Francisco Bay Region in addition
to the Parties;

D. The MRP was then administratively extended until a new NPDES Permit
applicable to the Parties (and the other public entities in the San Francisco Bay Region)
was adopted by the California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region, on November 19, 2015 (“MRP 2.0”). MRP 2.0 became effective on January 1,
2016 and, unless subject to an administrative extension, is scheduled to terminate on
December 31, 2020;

E. The Parties expect to utilize the Program to continue to represent their
interests relative to MRP 2.0 (including with respect to an administrative appeal of its
adoption that is currently pending before the State Water Resources Control Board), to
help them effectuate certain aspects of compliance with MRP 2.0, and, beyond that, in
negotiating the terms of a further renewed NPDES Permit when MRP 2.0 nears the end
of its anticipated five-year term and any administrative extension provided thereto;

F. The Parties also expect to continue to utilize the Program’s preferred
approach of achieving consensus to resolve issues and reach decisions, and to rely on the
Majority Vote mechanism set forth in Section 2.08 of the Agreement at the Management
Committee level only when consensus-based resolutions appear or become elusive;

G. The Parties now desire to update the amended Agreement and further
extend the term of the MOA as set forth below;

H. Section 7.02 of the MOA provides that it may be amended by the
unanimous written agreement of the Parties and that all Parties agree to bring any
proposed amendments to their Council or Board, as applicable, within three (3) months
following acceptance by the Management Committee; and

L. The Program’s Management Committee accepted this Amendment for
referral to the Parties’ Councils and/or Boards at its meeting on August 18, 2016.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES HERETO FURTHER AGREE AS
FOLLOWS:

1. Recognition of Current Permit. Recital F of the Agreement, as previously
amended, is hereby further amended by the addition of the following subsections:

6. Order No. R2-2009-0074 (the Municipal Regional Permit, NPDES
Permit CAS612008); adopted, October 14, 2009 and amended by the
RWQCB SFBR on November 28, 2011;
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7. Order No. R2-2015-0049 (MRP 2.0, NPDES Permit CAS612008);
adopted by the RWQCB SFBR on November 19, 2015.

2. Extension of Term of Agreement. Sections 6.02 and 6.02.01 of the
Agreement, as previously amended, are hereby replaced as follows:

This Agreement shall have a term extending one fiscal year
beyond the date of termination of MRP 2.0; such termination
date shall, however, be deemed to include any administrative
extension of MRP 2.0 which occurs or arises pursuant to the
NPDES regulations or any modification of the MRP 2.0
termination date that arises from an NPDES permitting action
undertaken by the RWQCB SFBR or California State Water
Resources Control Board.

3. Superseding Effect. This Third Amendment of the Agreement shall
supplement the Second Amendment of the Agreement and supersede any conflicting
provisions of the Second Amendment of the Agreement.

[remainder of page intentionally blank]



THIRD AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT
PROVIDING FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF

THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY URBAN RUNOFF
POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Parties have executed this Third Amendment effective
as of the last date indicated below or December 19, 2016, whichever arises earlier.

Santa Clara Valley Water District:  By:

Name:

Title:

Date:

County of Santa Clara: By:

Name:

Title:

Date:

City of Campbell___: By:

Name: Todd Capurso
Title: Director of Public Works

Date:
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PROVIDING FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF

THE SANTA CLARA VALLEY URBAN RUNOFF
POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAM

Appendix 1

Agreement Providing For Implementation
of the Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff
Pollution Prevention Program
as fully executed as of March 10, 2000
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Ci ty Item: 7.

. Category: Consent Calendar
CO un C]] Meeting Date: October 4, 2016

Report

TITLE: Approve Temporary Closure of East Campbell Avenue and Fee Waiver
Request for the Downtown Campbell Business Association’s Creepy
Crawly Halloween Event (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that the City Council approve the temporary closure of East Campbell
Avenue and fee waiver request for the Downtown Campbell Business Association’s Creepy
Crawly Halloween event.

BACKGROUND

For the past several years, the Downtown Campbell Business Association (DCBA) has
offered Creepy Crawly, a family-friendly trick-or-treating opportunity on the Friday evening
prior to Halloween. This event has grown in popularity and for the past several years the
DCBA has provided event security to assist specifically with pedestrian safety. Despite the
efforts of the event organizer to address safety concerns, both the DCBA and City staff
have determined that a street closure of East Campbell Avenue from Third Street to
Railway Avenue is necessary during the Creepy Crawly Halloween event.

DISCUSSION

In order not to impact the Downtown with an additional street closure, the DCBA has
moved the date of the Creepy Crawly Halloween event to Sunday, October 30, 2016 so
that the street closure already in place for the Farmers Market can be utilized. The Creepy
Crawly Halloween event will be held from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. The street closure would
continue after the Farmers Market concludes at approximately 2:00 p.m. and the streets
would reopen at 8:00 p.m.

City Council has previously recognized the significance of providing assistance and other
City support for downtown special events, parades, and celebrations that benefit the
broader Campbell community. The Creepy Crawly Halloween event is similar in nature to
the Bunnies and Bonnets Parade as it is a free event run by volunteers which builds
community comradery.

The DCBA is requesting that the fees associated with the proposed street closure be
waived. Per the Special Event Fee Waiver Policy, community spirit (non-fundraising)
events are eligible for a fee waiver of 100% of the City fees and 100% of staff costs. The
Creepy Crawly Halloween event would fall into'the community spirit category.
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FISCAL IMPACT

Should Council approve a fee waiver for the event, the City would not collect approximately
$2,435. This amount includes $1,439 in staffing costs for Police and Public Works and
$996 in special event fees.

ALTERNATIVES
1. Deny the street closure and fee waiver requests.

2. Provide different direction to staff.

—f C\/ <

Prepared by: '/'TCU\AL»—V
Ladren Merriman, Recreation Supervisor

Reviewed by: ‘QQ.Q\AN\& (Y\@ A ﬁ/\/\m

Regir@ Maurantonio, Recreation & Community Services Director

Reviewed by: 4% h/

Jéée Takahashi, Finance Director

Reviewed by: Z>M

Dave Cafmichael, Policé Chief

/
Reviewed by: s @Ma

Todd Capurso, Public Works Director

P
Approved by: Y i

inder, City M&nager

Attachments:

1 — Resolution

2 — Letter from Downtown Campbell Business Association
3 -- Event Application




Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CAMPBELL
TO APPROVE THE TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF EAST CAMPBELL AVENUE AND
FEE WAIVER REQUEST FOR THE DOWNTOWN CAMPBELL BUSINESS
ASSOCIATION’S CREEP CRAWLY HALLOWEEN EVENT

WHEREAS, for the past several years the Downtown Campbell Business Association
(DCBA) has hosted a family-friendly trick-or-treating event called Creepy Crawly; and

WHEREAS, due to the event's increase in popularity pedestrian safety has become
more challenging necessitating a street closure for safety; and

WHEREAS, the DCBA has moved the event date and time to coordinate with the street
closure for the Farmers Market: and

WHEREAS, the City of Campbell supports downtown special events, parades and
celebrations that benefit the broader community; and

WHEREAS, the City of Campbell's Special Event Fee Waiver Policy allows that
community spirit non-fundraising events are eligible for fee waivers for City fees and
staff costs;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council approves the temporary
closure of East Campbell Avenue and fee waiver request for the DCBA’s Creepy Crawly
Halloween Event.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4™ day of October, 2016 by the following roll call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:
NOES: Councilmembers:
ABSENT: Councilmembers:
APPROVED:
Jason T. Baker, Mayor
ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk




Attachment 2
City Council

City of Campbell
70 N First Street
Campbell, CA 95008

Downtown Campbell Business Association
PO Box 673
Campbell, CA 95009

September 14, 2016

Re: Special Events Fee Waiver for Creepy Crawly
To Honorable Mayor and Campbell City Council Members:

The Downtown Campbell Business Association (DCBA) requests a Fee Waiver for the 2016
Creepy Crawly event to be held on Sunday, October 30, 2016 from 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM, closing
the streets in the Campbell Downtown District.

The DCBA is a non-profit organization comprised of volunteers from the Downtown Campbell
Business District, whose goal is to enhance the local business, residential and social community.

One manner in which we enhance our community is through events, like Creepy Crawly. The
DCBA has been organizing Creepy Crawly for many years now with the help from volunteers
from organizations, like Home Church, The Campbell Rotary, Delphi Academy and the Campbell
Recreation and Parks Program among others. The purpose of this event is to help families
connect with our Downtown with the help of the Downtown businesses offering candy to trick-
or-treaters.

The popularity of Creepy Crawly has grown year after year. So much so, that a street closure is
required for public safety. The event is made possible solely by community volunteers; there is
no financial revenue from sales of products or services during this event. A Fee Waiver will
ensure that the local and greater community can safely celebrate Halloween and our
community in Downtown Campbell. Thank you for your consideration for a fee waiver.

Sincerely,

e =

Chris Yamashita
Vice President
Downtown Campbell Business Assaciation




Permit #
City of Campbell
Special Events Application Attachment 3
Event Title: //&77/(/ [ connl 1% ,
Type of Event: = Festival ~ Run 0 Walk [ Athletic Event K{Othel' (Specify Below)
Specify: Toivl-or - 770/‘1#3

Event Date/Times: . _
Setup Start Day/Date Svndsy Ot .30, 2074 Start Time 1 00 AM/PN
7/

Event Start Day/Date g‘o/)Jat , LPch- 30, 2p/6 Start Time & o0 AN
Event End Day/Date Q/ﬂdh’v L Pt FO ol End Time 7 oo AM@D
Cleanup End Day/Date fw,c;,,;,, Dot 32 20/6 _ TndTime __Zroo  AMEPM)

Estimated Attendance Z,////) Admission Charged? 0Yes X No

Alcoholic Beverages Served? T Yes ;'(\0 If Yes List the Types:

Facility Requested/Event Location: (Please list a specific facility or street names where the event will be held)

_Enst Lopall e Lintel lue, [Z 52, 27F Stust, ZP54  boterin,
Lrebod Gty Dr mnd [Lure Lomta D

Organizer Contact Information: (This information will be used by City stafT 1o contact you.)

ORGANIZATION NAMFE, _Rundowa /lh;pM Poovers Ascremten  NON PROFIT IDE 77- 258571
CONTACT PERSON Vo nashde DAY PHONE &
MAILING ADDRESS _ /0 /fox £77 EVE. PHONE # Y

CITY/STATE/ZIP Q,ﬁ% A 952297 EMAIL & oy’
ALTERNATE CONTACT _Andnea  [o ks DAY PHONE. # %

EVE. PHONE # ol

Public Contact Information: (This will be the information posted for the public to obtain event information. )

PHONE # EMAIL __Jcbnbpad (& s ] coq
WEBSITE ADDRESS _ ww . Ao dexon coppthall < co oy

LIABILITY RELEASE
NOTICE: THIS 1S A LEGAL DOCUMENT WHICH LIMITS OUR LIABILITY, PLEASE READ CAREFULLY! BY SIGNING THIS DOCLMENT
YOU STATE THAT: 1) YOU ASSUME ALL RISK QF INTURIES FROM PARTICIPATION IN THIS ACTIVITY: AND 23 YOU RELEASE THE
CITY OF CAMPRELL, ITS OFFICERS. EMPLOYEES. AND AGENTS FROM ALL LIABILITY ARISING OUT OF PARTICIPATION IN THIS
ACTIVITY,

L ASSUMPTION OF RISK: As representative of the orzumzation indreated aninve, we expresshy assume the risk ol ait i
damage @ persons or property that may arise trom the use ol tne above mamal Gcilin eree that the Oty of €
condition. er safety of the Tacilities or equipment. nor the supersision of the aetivite byt officens. cimplovees, and agenis.

1y for accidents, injury. loss andior
2ot paarantes the consinction,

1. RELEASE OF LIABILITY: In consideration for the appostunity (o make us< ol this
of purselves, cur heirs, assigns and legal represent

he City of Camphell, the
Trom any Lability whatsoever ans 1aer presence a2 the abis

od b tiie Oty of Camphell, we (on behait
. their office ces. and apents
pressly absalve ti impbell. the
Campbell Redevelopment Azency. hetrtTeoymplovees and agents of labilite for coy neeligence on their part unless they are the sole neglizent parsices.

e, i 7/ Y//é

Singture l@l ~ Date Approval Signature Date

ity and the serviee

ves) release
ot ol cur pastcp:




City of Campbell
Special Event Application
(back page)
REQUIRED CITY SERVICES AND PERMITS
Cheek the box for the service or permil requested or required. Foellow the corresponding instructio

SERVICE/PERMIT INSTRUCTIONS SEE PAGE
[0 Alcahol Obtain eder from Palice Depte & permil 7

Trom Staie ABU Ofties

[ police'sceurity Lo he delerminge at pre-event meeting 7
[ Sules vendors Obiain permit from Suate Board of Eq. 7
[ Iasurznce Submit certificate of insutanes @ R&ECS 8.9
(Required tor all special eventsy
E\ Strzet closure Submit diagram of ail streets io be closed 9
[ Food salesiservice Obtain peritinspection rom Counls 11
Health Services
x . 2 . » . ) e ~ 5
[ Bleaizical power Submit electrical worksheots 10 R&ECS 12,13
[ Safets inspection Review Santa Clars County Fire Depaniment cequirements L3 12

(Required for food haoths, cooking,

cenerplors. lents, cunopices!

MANDATORY ATTACHMENTS'

Required for ali spectal events. Prepare as deseribed, Applications without necessary atnchments will not be uceept

d.

o

L] SITE DIAGRAM or ROUTE MAP

A detailed drawing depicting the propesad activite's lavout including e number and location of uny booths, bl J
fences. wasle receptacles. signage. portable tilem and all other event cguipment. For purudes, runs, walke, and races: a detailed
map showing the praposed activity's complete route. staging arcu. start aad Gnish points, Jirection of movement and preposed

streel closures, For street elosures, indicate the specitic laneis) requiring clisure,

[J EVENT DESCRIPTION
Two separate deseriptions should be submined with application. 1) A brief event description. of 30 wards or Jess shauid be
submitted for possible use in brachures. websites. ar other publications. 21 A detailed event deseription should be subhmited

cen from previous vears events. and any other

describing all aspects of the event including: logistics. schadule of eyerts cha
relevant information.

CJ EVENT FINANCIAL REPORT

This should include an expense and revenue report from the presions seae’s cvent. Wihe event is o fundraiser alse identify what

DECLARATION

AS AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OF THE ORGANIZATION CONDUCTING THIS EVENT. I HEREBY
DECLARE THAT:

R have received the Special Event Application & Information Packet
2. Thave included ali the mandatory amtachmerts with this application:
3

The information contained in ih%ﬂ and attachmentisy is trae and correct to the best ofmy knowledze.

Signature C—f@_&’_‘ Date ?//z(‘//é

Print Name Q’MIf %9;%45‘607'4
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Event Description

Creepy Crawly is a non-profit event hosted by the Downtown Campbell Business Association
(DCBA). Downtown businesses are encouraged to pass out candy to trick-or-treaters. This
event gives the local and greater community an opportunity to come to Downtown Campbell to
spend money at the local businesses and see what products and services are offered in the
Downtown Campbell District. Furthermore, families and friends are able to gather as a
community in celebration of Halloween.




Creepy Crawly Financial Report

Creepy Crawly is a non-profit event organized by the Downtown Campbell Business Association
(DCBA), a non-profit organization dedicated to enriching the Downtown Campbell Community.
The event is made possible by community volunteers. There are no sales of merchandise or

seryices, and no revenue to report.




Item: 8.
Category:  Public Hearing
Date: October 4, 2016

TITLE Public Hearing to consider the application of Jimmy Chang for a Planned
Development Permit (PLN2016-263) to allow for the conversion of private
patio areas to common open space, alterations to existing staircase, and
installation of new lighting fixtures within two courtyards of an existing
apartment community and Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow
removal of protected trees on property located at 225 Union Avenue. The
Planning Commission is recommending that this item be deemed
Categorically Exempt under CEQA. (Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION
The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council take the following actions:

1. Adopt a Resolution, approving a Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263)
to allow for the conversion of private patio areas to common open space,
alterations to existing staircases, and installation of new lighting fixtures within
two courtyards of an existing apartment community; and

2. Adopt a Resolution, approving a Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow
for the removal of protected trees.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council find that this project is
Categorically Exempt under Section 15301 Class 1 of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pertaining to minor alterations to an existing private structure,
involving negligible or no expansion of use.

PROJECT DATA

Zoning Designation: P-D (Planned Development)
General Plan Designation: High-Density Residential (21-27 units/gr. acre)

Project Overview Existing Proposed
Floor Area Ratio (FAR): 39% No Change
Building (Lot) Coverage: 27.5% 27.2%1

' Nominal reduction in building lot coverage resulting from the loss of ten staircases (combined from Building A &
B). Staircases estimated to be 92 sq. ft. each.
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Project Site: The project site is located on the west side of Union Avenue, east of
Highway 17, south of E. Campbell Avenue, and north of Valley Drive in the P-D
(Planned Development) Zoning District (reference Attachment 3 — Location Map). As a
developed site, the property has four distinct apartment building ‘clusters’ (identified as
Building 1 through 4 on the project plans), a combination of covered carports and
garports, and a recreation building/leasing office and pool that is located at the rear of
the site.

DISCUSSION

Background: Over the course of the past year, the property owners vacated Buildings 2
& 4 in anticipation of tenant and architectural improvements being approved for the
units. While a building permit was able to be issued for interior work (kitchen, bathroom
remodels etc.), the proposed exterior alterations to the courtyards were withheld
pending review and approval of the subject permit. While a more comprehensive
redevelopment of the property is in the works, the applicant has submitted the subject
permit, with a narrow focus, in the hopes of combining the ongoing interior tenant
improvements with exterior improvements to Buildings 2 & 4, while the units are still
vacant.

Planning Commission Review: At its meeting of September 13, 2016, the Planning
Commission held a public hearing on the applicant's request. During the public
comment period, the Commission took comment from the project applicant, Jimmy
Chang, noting that the project would comply with SARC recommendations and the
Conditions of Approval. After due consideration, the Planning Commission voted
unanimously? to recommend the City Council approve the item as presented.

Applicant’s Proposal: The applicant is seeking approval of a Planned Development
Permit (PLN2016-263) to allow for the conversion of private patio areas to common
open space, alterations to existing staircases, and installation of new lighting fixtures
within two courtyards of an existing apartment community (d.b.a. The Parc at
Pruneyard) (reference Attachment 4 — Project Plans). The applicant's proposal also
includes a request for a Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266), to allow the removal of
protected trees.

As the existing apartment community is regulated by the previous “S” 97-19 (Site
Approval) the subject permit would also serve to supersede this previous entitlement,
establishing the subject Planned Development Permit, in compliance with the P-D
Zoning Ordinance, as the foundation for future land use entitlements and modifications.

ALTERNATIVES

1. Approve the proposed project subject to additional and/or modified Conditions of
Approval.

2. Continue for further review.

3. Deny the proposed project.

% Six votes recommending approval with Commissioner Rich absent.
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Prepared by: %\ 2E—
Stephen Rose,Associate Planner

Paul Kermoyan, Community Development Director
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Reviewed by:
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Approved by:

Attachments:

Draft City Council Resolution (Planned Development Permit)
Draft City Council Resolution (Tree Removal Permit)
Location Map
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Lighting & Furniture Details

Applicant’s Written Narrative

Planning Commission Staff Report — September 13, 2016
SARC Memo — August 23, 2016
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Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO.

BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CAMPBELL APPROVING OF A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
PERMIT (PLN2016-263) TO ALLOW FOR THE CONVERSION OF
PRIVATE PATIO AREAS TO COMMON OPEN SPACE,
ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING STAIRCASES, AND INSTALLATION
OF NEW LIGHTING FIXTURES WITHIN TWO COURTYARDS OF
AN EXISTING APARTMENT COMMUNITY LOCATED AT 225
UNION AVENUE.

After notification and public hearing, as specified by law and after presentation by the
Community Development Director, proponents and opponents, the hearing was closed.

The City Council finds as follows with regard to the approval of Planned Development
Permit (PLN2016-263):

Environmental Finding

1.

The project is Categorically Exempt under Section 15301 Class 1 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pertaining to minor alterations to an existing private
structure, involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of
the lead agency’s determination.

Evidentiary Findings

2.

The proposed project ("project") includes a Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-
263) to allow for the conversion of private patio areas to common open space,
alterations to existing staircase, and installation of new lighting fixtures within two
courtyards of an existing apartment community and Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-
266) to allow removal of protected trees.

. The project site consists of a single parcel (approximately 380,278 sq. ft. net) located

on the west side of Union Avenue, east of Highway 17, south of E. Campbell Avenue,
and north of Valley Drive.

The subject property is zoned P-D (Planned Development) and has a General Plan
Land Use Designation of High-Density Residential (21-27 units/gr. acre).

. As a developed site, the property has four distinct apartment building ‘clusters’

(identified as Building 1 through 4 on the project plans), a combination of covered
carports and garports, and a recreation building/leasing office and pool that is located
at the rear of the site. The property further has 252 rental units and 408 onsite parking
spaces.

. The project, as conditioned, would be consistent with the following General Plan

policies and strategies:

Policy LUT-3.1: Variety of Residential Densities: Provide land use categories for and
maintenance of a variety of residential densities to offer existing and future




City Council Resolution
Findings for Approval of a Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263)
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residents of all income levels, age groups and special needs sufficient
opportunities and choices for locating in Campbell.

Strategy LUT-5.2a: Neighborhood Compatibility: Promote new residential development and
substantial additions that are designed to maintain and support the existing
character and development pattern of the surrounding neighborhood,
especially in historic neighborhoods and neighborhoods with consistent
design characteristics.

Strategy LUT-9.3e: Building Materials: Encourage the use of long-lasting, high quality building
materials on all buildings to ensure the long-term quality of the built
environment.

Goal OPS-3: Ensure that new development provides and/or contributes toward additional
open space, parks and recreational facilities.

Policy OPS-3.1: Standards for Residential Projects: Ensure the provision of private open
space or recreational facilities in residential projects.

Policy OPS-3.4c: Retention of Existing Private Open Space and Recreation Facilities: Explore
incentives to encourage the retention of existing private open space and
recreation facilities.

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact, the City Council further finds and concludes that:

7. The proposed development will clearly result in a more desirable environment and use
of the land than would be possible under any other zoning district classification.

8. The proposed development will be compatible with the General Plan of the City and will
aid in the harmonious development of the immediate area.

9. The proposed development will not result in allowing more residential units than would
be allowed by other residential zoning districts, which are consistent with the General
Plan designation of the property.

10. The proposed development will not be detrimental to the health, safety or welfare of
the neighborhood or the City as a whole.

11. There is a reasonable relationship and a rough proportionality between the Conditions
of Approval and the impacts of the project.

12. There is a reasonable relationship between the use of the fees imposed upon the
project and the type of development project.

13. No substantial evidence has been presented from which a reasonable argument could
be made that shows that the project, as currently presented and subject to the required
conditions of approval, will have a significant adverse impact on the environment.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council adopts a Resolution approving a
Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow for the conversion of private patio
areas to common open space, alterations to existing staircases, and installation of new
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lighting fixtures within two courtyards of an existing apartment community, subject to the
attached Conditions of Approval (attached Exhibit “A”).

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4th day of October, 2016, by the following roll call vote:
AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS:

APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor

ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk




EXHIBIT A

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263)

Where approval by the Director of Community Development, City Engineer, Public Works
Director, City Attorney or Fire Department is required, that review shall be for compliance
with all applicable conditions of approval, adopted policies and guidelines, ordinances, laws
and regulations and accepted engineering practices for the item under review. Additionally,
the applicant is hereby notified that he/she is required to comply with all applicable Codes or
Ordinances of the City of Campbell and the State of California that pertain to this
development and are not herein specified.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Planning Division:

1. Approved Project: Approval is granted for a Planned Development Permit allowing the
conversion of private patio areas to common open space, alterations to existing
staircase, and installation of new lighting fixtures within two courtyards of an existing
apartment community in conjunction with and subject to a Tree Removal Permit
(PLN2016-266) to allow removal of protected trees on property located at 225 Union
Avenue. The project shall substantially conform to the Project Plans dated August 17,
2016 except as may be modified by the Conditions of Approval herein.

2. Planning Final Required: Planning Division clearance is required prior to Building Permit
final.

3. Plan Revisions: Prior to building permit submittal, the project plans shall be revised to
incorporate the following revisions:

a. Patio Tables: Provide patio tables for dining in the new open space areas of Building
2 and Building 4.

b. Bicycle Parking and Barbeque Area: As part of the building permit, or as part of a
separate permit, the applicant shall submit plans which provide additional bicycle
parking onsite and a barbeque area for residents. The flexibility to submit as part of a
separate building permit is with the intent of providing flexibility for the design of
these amenities to be approved separately, as part the more comprehensive
redevelopment of the site, but must be submitted no later than six months from
building final of the rest of the subject permit, and completed no later than one year
from building final.

c. Trash Enclosures: The existing trash enclosures shall be enlarged to accommodate
existing bins on site. Where enlarging the existing enclosures is not feasible due to
site constraints, more frequent trash pickups shall be scheduled such that smaller
and/or fewer bins may be used to ensure that all trash is contained within the existing
enclosures.

4. Permit Expiration: The Planned Development Permit is valid for a period of two years
from the date of final City Council approval. A building permit must be obtained within
this two-year period or the Planned Development Permit shall be void.
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Supersede: The subject permit serves to supersede all previous land use entitlements
on the property. These entitlements, including but not limited to “S” 97-19 (Site Approval)
are herein incorporated by reference, and shall remain operative in their conveyance of
a right to reconstruct buildings of a certain size, height, and placement upon involuntary
destruction by cause of natural calamity, or act of God or the public enemy. Further all
vested rights are herein transferred and assigned to the subject Planned Development
Permit except as may otherwise be approved and governed by the Planned
Development Permit approved herein.

Indemnity: If determined necessary by the Community Development Director, the
applicant shall enter into an agreement satisfactory to the City Attorney to indemnify and
defend the City of Campbell, its officers, officials, employees, and agents from any and
all actions, liabilities, losses, and torts, including attorney’s fees arising out of or
connected unto any challenge to the decision of the City Council on this application.
Such agreement shall be executed within the 30 days of the Community Development
Director's decision to require it.

Utility Boxes and Back-Flow Preventers: No new utility boxes or back-flow preventers
shall be installed without prior written authorization by the Community Development
Director.

Building Division

8.

Permits Required: A building permit application shall be required for each proposed new
dwelling structure. The building permit shall include Electrical/Plumbing/Mechanical fees
when such work is part of the permit.

Plan Preparation: This project requires plans prepared under the direction and oversight
of a California licensed Engineer or Architect. Plans submitted for building permits shall
be “wet stamped” and signed by the qualifying professional person.

10. Construction Plans: The Conditions of Approval shall be stated in full on the cover

sheet of construction plans submitted for building permit.

11. Size of Plans: The minimum size of construction plans submitted for building permits

shall be 24 inches by 36 inches.

12. Site Plan: Application for building permit shall include a competent site plan that

identifies property and proposed structures with dimensions and elevations as
appropriate. Site plan shall also include site drainage details. Elevation bench marks
shall be called out at all locations that are identified as “natural grade” and those that are
“finished grade” and intended for use to determine the height of proposed improvements.

13. Special Inspections: When a special inspection is required by C.B.C. Chapter 17, the

architect or engineer of record shall prepare an inspection program that shall be
submitted to the Building Official for approval prior to issuance of the building permits, in
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accordance with C.B.C Appendix 1, Section 106. Please obtain City of Campbell
Special Inspection forms from the Building Inspection Division Counter.

14. Non-Point Source Pollution Control: The City of Campbell standard Santa Clara Valley
Non-point Source Pollution Control Program specification sheet shall be part of plan
submittal. The specification sheet (size 24” X 36”) is available at the Building Division
service counter.

15. Approvals Required: The project requires the following agency approval prior to
issuance of the building permit:
a. Santa Clara County Fire Department (378-4010)
b. San Jose Water Company (408) 279-7900 (Customer Service)
c. Bay Area Air Quality Management District (Demolitions Only)

16. Construction Fencing: This project shall be properly enclosed with construction fencing
to prevent unauthorized access to the site during construction. The construction site
shall be secured to prevent vandalism and/or theft during hours when no work is being
done. All protected trees shall be fenced to prevent damage to root systems.

17. Storm Water Requirements: Storm water run-off from impervious surface created by this
permitted project shall be directed to vegetated areas on the project parcel. Storm water
shall not drain onto neighboring parcels.
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RESOLUTION NO.

BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CAMPBELL APPROVING A TREE REMOVAL PERMIT (PLN2016-
266) TO ALLOW FOR THE REMOVAL OF PROTECTED TREES
WITHIN TWO COURTYARDS OF AN EXISTING APARTMENT
COMMUNITY LOCATED AT 225 UNION AVENUE.

After notification and public hearing, as specified by law and after presentation by the
Community Development Director, proponents and opponents, the hearing was closed.

The City Council finds as follows with regard to the approval of Tree Removal Permit
(PLN2016-266):

Environmental Finding

1. The project is Categorically Exempt under Section 15301 Class 1 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pertaining to minor alterations to an existing private
structure, involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of
the lead agency’s determination.

Evidentiary Findings

1. The proposed project ("project") includes a Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-
263) to allow for the conversion of private patio areas to common open space,
alterations to existing staircase, and installation of new lighting fixtures within two
courtyards of an existing apartment community and Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-
266) to allow removal of protected trees.

2. The project site consists of a single parcel (approximately 380,278 sq. ft. net) located
on the west side of Union Avenue, east of Highway 17, south of E. Campbell Avenue,
and north of Valley Drive.

3. The subject property is zoned P-D (Planned Development) and has a General Plan
Land Use Designation of High-Density Residential (21-27 units/gr. acre).

4. As a developed site, the property has four distinct apartment building ‘clusters’
(identified as Building 1 through 4 on the project plans), a combination of covered
carports and garports, and a recreation building/leasing office and pool that is located
at the rear of the site. The property further has 252 rental units and 408 onsite parking
spaces.

5. The project, as conditioned, would be consistent with the following General Plan
policies and strategies:

Policy LUT-3.1: Variety of Residential Densities: Provide land use categories for and
maintenance of a variety of residential densities to offer existing and future
residents of all income levels, age groups and special needs sufficient
opportunities and choices for locating in Campbell.
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Strategy LUT-5.2a: Neighborhood Compatibility: Promote new residential development and
substantial additions that are designed to maintain and support the existing
character and development pattern of the surrounding neighborhood,
especially in historic neighborhoods and neighborhoods with consistent
design characteristics.

Strategy LUT-9.3e: Building Materials: Encourage the use of long-lasting, high quality building
materials on all buildings to ensure the long-term quality of the built
environment.

Goal OPS-3: Ensure that new development provides and/or contributes toward additional
open space, parks and recreational facilities.

Policy OPS-3.1: Standards for Residential Projects: Ensure the provision of private open
space or recreational facilities in residential projects.

Policy OPS-3.4c: Retention of Existing Private Open Space and Recreation Facilities: Explore
incentives to encourage the retention of existing private open space and
recreation facilities.

The project includes improvements to the interior courtyard areas such that the
retention of the existing trees would not be feasible or practical. As a result, the
removal of all cypress trees is necessary to accommodate the proposed onsite
improvements.

Nine protected trees (cypress trees included as part of an approved landscape plan)
are proposed for removal and will be replaced in compliance with the City's Tree
Preservation Ordinance.

Removal of trees greater than 12-inches in diameter requires a Tree Removal Permit
under the City’s Tree Protection requirements (CMC 21.32).

The proposed replacement trees will be a sufficient replacement for the trees to be
removed and will continue the diversity of tree species found in the community.

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact, the City Council further finds and concludes
that:

10. The retention of the trees restricts the economic enjoyment of the property and creates

11.

an unusual hardship for the property owner by severely limiting the use of the property
in a manner not typically experienced by owners of similarly zoned and situated
properties, and the applicant has demonstrated that there are no reasonable
alternatives to preserve the trees due to the site constraints and conflicts with proposed
improvements.

No substantial evidence has been presented from which a reasonable argument could
be made that shows that the project, as currently presented and subject to the required
conditions of approval, will have a significant adverse impact on the environment.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council adopts a Resolution approving a
Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow for the removal of protected trees within two
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courtyards of an existing apartment community, subject to the attached Conditions of
Approval (attached Exhibit “A”).

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2016, by the following
roll call vote:

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS:

APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor

ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk




EXHIBIT A

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266)

Where approval by the Director of Community Development, City Engineer, Public Works
Director, City Attorney or Fire Department is required, that review shall be for compliance
with all applicable conditions of approval, adopted policies and guidelines, ordinances, laws
and regulations and accepted engineering practices for the item under review. Additionally,
the applicant is hereby notified that he/she is required to comply with all applicable Codes or
Ordinances of the City of Campbell and the State of California that pertain to this
development and are not herein specified.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Planning Division:

1. Approved Permit: Approval is granted for a Tree Removal Permit (PLN2015-310) to
allow the removal of twelve (12) on-site trees, as provided on page L1 of the project
plans. This permit shall be valid only in conjunction with, and subject to the approved
Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263).

2. Time of Removal: The trees may only be removed in conjunction with demolition of
existing on-site structures, subject to the conditions of approval for the Planned
Development Permit.

3. Replacement Trees: All protected tree(s) shall be replaced at a minimum of a one-to-one
ratio in accordance with CMC 21.32.100, Table 3-5 (Replacement Tree Requirements)
to be noted with the project's "final" landscaping plan. The trees species selected shall
not be a “fruit tree” or “eucalyptus tree” as defined in the Campbell Municipal Code.
Further, the applicant is encouraged to plant several eastern redbud trees in the central
courtyards of Building 2 and 4 unless such selection would be incompatible with the
proposed landscaping. Such determination shall be provided in writing by the project
landscape architect, subject to review and approval by the Director of Community
Development. In the event the services of a third-party arborist is required to assist in
rendering a decision, the applicant shall be required to pay a $500.00 deposit to cover
the cost of such services.

4. Tree Removal Permit Required: The removal of any tree, irrespective of species or size,
which is shown on the approved project plans or final landscaping plan, shall require
review and approval through a Tree Removal Permit.
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Attachment 5

Lighting & Furniture Details




Attachment 6
Applicant’s Written Narrative

The Parc at Pruneyard
Landscape Concept Narrative

The general intent of the landscape design is to improve the overall visual & spatial quality of the
project and the tenant’s living experience. This is accomplished via a combination of expanded
planting areas and new common use areas.

By eliminating the fenced patios, accumulated clutter such as bicycles, old furniture and BBQ grills
will in turn be eliminated. There are liabilities associated with the current situation described, such as
the potential for fire as well as theft.

The increased planting areas will increase the site’s ability to infiltrate stormwater and will provide
more open space for all the residents to enjoy. There overall character will be a larger and more
pleasing space for everyday living as well as for passive recreation.

The landscape will be replaced with a more appropriate planting palate, which will include lower water
requiring plants as well as more appropriately sized trees for the limited space. Existing oversized
canopy trees and those with poor health or poor structure, will be removed and replaced with smaller
understory trees. Mature trees that have adapted well to the site’s conditions will be preserved and
protected as appropriate.

The added common areas will provide residents a more tranquil setting for outdoor enjoyment and
will also provide an opportunity for more social and community oriented activities.
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PLN2016-263 (PD) Public Hearing to consider the application of Jimmy Chang for a

PLN2016-266 (TRP) Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263) to allow for the

Chang, J. conversion of private patio areas to common open space, alterations to
existing staircase, and installation of new lighting fixtures within two
courtyards of an existing apartment community and Tree Removal
Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow removal of protected trees on property
located at 225 Union Avenue. Staff is recommending that this item be
deemed Categorically Exempt under CEQA.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the Planning Commission take the following actions:

I. Adopt a Resolution, incorporating the attached findings, recommending that the City Council
approve a Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263) to allow for the conversion of private
patio areas to common open space, alterations to existing staircases, and installation of new
lighting fixtures within two courtyards of an existing apartment community; and

2. Adopt a Resolution, incorporating the attached findings, recommending that the City Council
approve a Tree Removal Permit (PLN2016-266) to allow for the removal of protected trees,
subject to the attached Conditions of Approval.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission find that this project is Categorically Exempt
under Section 15301 Class 1 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pertaining to
minor alterations to an existing private structure, involving negligible or no expansion of use.

PROJECT DATA

Zoning Designation: P-D (Planned Development)

General Plan Designation: High-Density Residential (21-27 units/gr. acre)
Net Lot Area: 380,278 square feet

Project Overview Existing Proposed

Building Height: 28-feet No Change .
Parking: 408 Parking Spaces No Change

Floor Area Ratio (FAR): 39% No Change

Building (Lot) Coverage: 27.5% 27.2%'

Common Landscape Area: 93,895 sq. ft. 99,165 sq. ft.

' Nominal reduction in building lot coverage resulting from the loss of ten staircases (combined from Building A&
B). Staircases estimated to be 92 sq. ft. each. '
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Private Landscape Area: 13,350 sq. ft. 8,680 sq. ft.
Number of Units: 252 units No Change
Number of Parking Spaces: 408 parking spaces No Change
DISCUSSION

Background: In 1971 the property had been rezoned from R-3-S to P-D (Planned Development) to
enable the Cardiff Swim and Racquet Club to comply with Alcoholic Beverage Control
regulations which required the change in zoning in order to issue a change in liquor license type.
The Swim and Racquet Club subsequently closed, the two tennis courts were replaced with a grass
field, and alcohol is no longer served on site.

On September 9, 1997 the Planning Commission approved “S” 97-19 (Site Approval) by
Resolution No. 3117 which allowed for the renovation of the 252-unit apartment complex (known
at the time as Cardiff Gardens). The permit allowed architectural enhancements to the existing
apartment complex, the conversion of carports to garports, and provided 10 additional parking
spaces onsite. '

Over the course of the past year, the property owners vacated Buildings 2 & 4 in anticipation of
tenant and architectural improvements being approved for the units. While a building permit was
able to be issued for interior work (kitchen, bathroom remodels etc.), the proposed exterior
alterations to the courtyards were withheld pending review and approval of the subject permit.
While a more comprehensive redevelopment of the property is in the works, the applicant has
submitted the subject permit, with a narrow focus, in the hopes of combining the ongoing interior
tenant improvements with exterior improvements to Buildings 2 & 4, while the units are still
vacant.

Applicant’s Proposal: The applicant is seeking approval of a Planned Development Permit
(PLN2016-263) to allow for the conversion of private patio areas to common open space,
alterations to existing staircases, and installation of new lighting fixtures within two courtyards of
an existing apartment community (d.b.a. The Parc at Pruneyard) (reference Attachment 4 —
Project Plans). The applicant’s proposal also includes a request for a Tree Removal Permit
(PLN2016-266), to allow the removal of protected trees.

As the existing apartment community is regulated by the previous “S” 97-19 (Site Approval) the
subject permit would also serve to supersede this previous entitlement, establishing the subject
Planned Development Permit, in compliance with the P-D Zoning Ordinance, as the foundation
for future land use entitlements and modifications.

Project Site: The project site is located on the west side of Union Avenue, east of Highway 17,
south of E. Campbell Avenue, and north of Valley Drive in the P-D (Planned Development)
Zoning District (reference Attachment 3 — Location Map). As a developed site, the property has
four distinct apartment building ‘clusters’ (identified as Building 1 through 4 on the project
plans), a combination of covered carports and garports, and a recreation building/leasing office
and pool that is located at the rear of the site.
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ANALYSIS

General Plan / Land Use: The Campbell General Plan represents the City’s long term vision for
the community and is intended to guide decision-making regarding the City’s physical and
economic growth. In this regard, the General Plan provides policies applicable to land use and
development, and organizes the City into a framework of distinct land use designations (i.e.,
commercial, residential, industrial, etc.), as codified by the General Plan Land Use Map.

The General Plan land use designation for the project site is High Density Residential (21-27 units
per gross acre). Existing density is approximately 59 units per gross acre. The proposed project
could be found consistent with the following Goals, Policies, and Strategies of the General Plan:

Policy LUT-3.1: Variety of Residential Densities: Provide land use categories for and maintenance
of a variety of residential densities to offer existing and future residents of all
income levels, age groups and special needs sufficient opportunities and choices
for locating in Campbell.

Strategy LUT-5.2a: Neighborhood Compatibility: Promote new residential development and
substantial additions that are designed to maintain and support the existing
character and development pattern of the surrounding neighborhood, especially in
historic neighborhoods and neighborhoods with consistent design characteristics.

Strategy LUT-9.3e: Building Materials: Encourage the use of long-lasting, high quality building
materials on all buildings to ensure the long-term quality of the built environment.

Goal OPS-3: Ensure that new development provides and/or contributes toward additional open
space, parks and recreational facilities.

Policy OPS-3.1: Standards for Residential Projects: Ensure the provision of private open space or
recreational facilities in residential projects.

Policy OPS-3.4c: Retention of Existing Private Open Space and Recreation Facilities: Explore
incentives to encourage the retention of existing private open space and recreation
facilities.

Zoning District: The project site is located within the P-D (Planned Development) Zoning
District. Pursuant to CMC 21.12.070A, the purpose of the P-D Zone District is intended to
provide a degree of flexibility that is not available in other zoning districts so as to allow
developments that are more consistent with site characteristics, while creating an opportunity for
good design and open space. Development within the P-D Zoning District must also be consistent
with the underlying General Plan Land Use designation as well as applicable General Plan goals,
policies, and strategies. Generally, the City looks to the standards that would be permitted using
the underlying General Plan land use designation, such as the R-3 zoning district (which also has
an allowable density range of 21-27 units per gross acre), for guidance. '

The applicant’s proposal, which removes existing staircases and private patio areas, reduces the
property lot coverage and increases the amount of common open space, consistent with the
purpose of the Planned Development Zoning District.

Planned Development Permit: The previous “S” 97-19 (Site Approval) serves as the existing land
use entitlement for the apartment community with the City. The proposed Planned Development
Permit (PLN2016-263) is intended to supersede this entitlement and allow for the proposed
improvements and alterations to the site. However, in that the subject plans do not convey
adequate detail on their own to supplant the previous records these entitlements will be included in
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the entitlement by reference, and shall remain operative in their conveyance of a right to
reconstruct buildings or as necessary to further the administrative record and permitted site
condition.

Tree Removal: As part of the proposed improvements to central courtyards of Buildings 2 & 4, the
applicant is proposing to remove nine cypress trees. The existing redwood, birch and sycamore
trees would be retained.

Site and Architectural Review Committee: The Site and Architectural Review Committee (SARC)
reviewed the design and configuration of the proposed project at its meeting of August 23, 2016.
The Committee was supportive of the project with the recommended changes (applicant
revisions/changes in response to recommended changes are noted in italics):

° Consider providing patio tables for dining in the new open space areas.
The applicant is in the process of evaluating design options which would achieve this
recommendation. A condition of approval has been included to reflect this requirement.

 Consider ways of providing additional bicycle parking and a new barbeque area on site.

The applicant indicated that they have plans to add bicycle parking and a new barbeque
area as part of a more comprehensive redevelopment of the site. As the applicant has
separately applied for that permit (see Background) a preference was indicated to submit
these plans separately. However, as the requirements recommended by the SARC must be
self-contained on this entitlement, a requirement to provide additional bicycle parking and
a new barbeque area has been included as a condition of approval, but allowing flexibility
Jor the applicant to submit these details as part of a separate permit provided that such
work is completed no later than one year from the building final of the rest of the project.

e Consider planting eastern redbud trees as a replacement tree species in the common open
space areas.
Al the meeting the applicant indicated that they would explore this recommendation with
their landscape architect. A condition of approval has been included by staff
recommending the selection of this species, but allowing the Sfexibility to select another
species in the event the landscape architect identifies a compatibility concern.

e Consider enlarging existing trash enclosures to accommodate existing bins on site, or

where not possible due to site constraints, propose more frequent trash pickup such that
smaller and/or fewer bins could be used.
At the meeting the applicant indicated that the trash enclosure next to Building 2 provided
adequate room to enlarge the trash enclosure but that expansion of other enclosures onsite
could impinge on existing parking areas. Acknowledging the site is short on parking
already, the applicant indicated that they would present a proposal at Planning
Commission meeting in response to this recommendation. Nevertheless, a condition of
approval has been included by staff to reflect this requirement.

Public Noticing: The application was noticed to all property owners within a 300-foot radius of the
project site. No public comments were received during the noticing period.
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ALTERNATIVES

The Planning Commission may pursue the following alternatives in forming their recommendation
to the City Council.

I. Continue the Item, allowing the applicant or staff the opportunity to provide any expanded
analysis or information as requested.

s
Prepared by: e P T e

< .
( Stephen Rose, As}pmate Planner

/
)
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Paul Kermoyan, Community Development Director

Approved by:

Attachments:

Resolution Recommending Approval of PLN2016-263 (Planned Development Permit)
Resolution Recommending Approval of PLN2016-266 (Tree Removal Permit)
Location Map

Project Plans

SARC Memo — August 23, 2016
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Attachment 8

MEMORANDUM

Community Development Department
Planning Division

To: Site and Architectural Review Committee Date: August 23, 2016
From: Stephen Rose, Associate Plamae?%’

Via: Paul Kermoyan, Community D‘e;elopment Directgf\?}(

Subject: Planned Development Permit & Tree Removal Permit

File No.: PLN2016-263 & PLN2016-266 ~ 225 Union Avenue

PROPOSAL

The applicant is seeking approval of a Planned Development Permit (PLN2016-263) to allow for
the conversion of private patio areas to common open space, alterations to existing staircases,
and installation of new lighting fixtures within two courtyards of an existing apartment
community (d.b.a. The Parc at Pruneyard) (reference Attachment 2 — Project Plans). The
applicant’s proposal also includes a request for a Tree Removal Permit (PLN201 6-266), to allow
the removal of protected trees.

PROJECT SITE

The project site is located on the west side of Union Avenue, east of Highway 17, south of E.
Campbell Avenue, and north of Valley Drive in the P-D (Planned Development) Zoning District
(reference Attachment 1 — Location Map). As a developed site, the property has four distinct
apartment building ‘clusters’ (identified as Building 1 through 4 on the project plans), a
combination of covered carports and garports, and a recreation building/leasing office and pool
that is located at the rear of the site.

PROJECT DATA .

Zoning Designation: P-D (Planned Development)

General Plan Designation: High-Density Residential (21-27 units/gr. acre)
Net Lot Area: 380,278 square feet

Project Overview Existing Proposed
Building Height: 28-feet No Change
Parking: 408 Parking Spaces No Change
Floor Area Ratio (FAR): 39% No Change
Building (Lot) Coverage: 27.5% 27.2%'
Common Landscape Area: 93,895 sq. ft. 99,165 sq. ft.
Private Landscape Area: 13,350 sq. ft. 8,680 sq. ft.

' Nominal reduction in building lot coverage resulting from the loss of ten staircases (combined from Building A &
B). Staircases estimated to be 92 sq. ft. each.
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DISCUSSION

Background: In 1971 the property had been rezoned from R-3-S to P-D (Planned Development)
to enable the Cardiff Swim and Racquet Club to comply with Alcoholic Beverage Control
regulations which required the change in zoning in order to issue a change in liquor license type.
The Swim and Racquet Club subsequently closed, the two tennis courts were replaced with a
grass field, and alcohol is no longer served on site.

On September 9, 1997 the Planning Commission approved “S” 97-19 (Site Approval) by
Resolution No. 3117 which allowed for the renovation of the 252-unit apartment complex
(known at the time as Cardiff Gardens). The permit allowed architectural enhancements to the
existing apartment complex, the conversion of carports to garports, and provided 10 additional
parking spaces onsite.

Over the course of the past year, the property owners vacated Buildings 2 & 4 in anticipation of
tenant and architectural improvements being approved for the units. While a building permit was
able to be issued for interior work (kitchen, bathroom remodels etc.), the proposed exterior
alterations to the courtyards were withheld pending review and approval of the subject permit.
While a more comprehensive redevelopment of the property is in the works, the applicant has
submitted the subject permit, with a narrow focus, in the hopes of combining the ongoing interior
tenant improvements with exterior improvements to Buildings 2 & 4, while the units are still
vacant.

Design: Review of the subject application is governed by the General Plan, the P-D Zoning
Ordinance, and ‘considerations in review of applications’ subject to Site and Architectural
Review (CMC21.42.040). Generally these documents are not meant to prescribe any particular
style, but serve to provide developments standards and guidelines to minimize potentially
adverse impacts to surrounding properties and the environment, and promote compatibility with
the site and surrounding neighborhood.

As the applicant’s proposal would result in the removal of private patios, redesign of existing
staircases, and installation of lighting fixtures located in the interior courtyards of Building 2 &
4, impacts to offsite uses are not anticipated. However, as the plans propose to convert private
open space (patios) into common open space (passive walkways/seating areas), alter existing
staircases, and install new light fixtures, impacts to future tenants of the effected units may be
expected. As such, a discussion on improvements, with supporting references to specific goals,
policies and strategies of the General Plan as appropriate for consideration of the design changes,
have been provided below.

Staircases: The applicant’s proposal seeks to remove five staircases (ten total) in the central
courtyards of Buildings A and B with the intent of creating more common open space. Whereas
the sheer number of staircases could be considered disruptive to the open space area, removing
too many staircases can lessen convenience. As such, a discussion point has been raised to
determine if any of the staircases should be relocated, added, or removed.
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Figure 2 — Staircases & patio areas proposed for removal

Private Patio Areas: The applicant is proposing to replace ground level patio areas (i.e. private
open space) with enhanced ‘common’ open space (passive seating/walking areas). While the
units on the second-story (which do not have private patios) could benefit from having more
common open space in the central courtyard, the ground-level units would be directly impacted
from the removal of their private patios. The private/fenced patio areas provide opportunities for
private outdoor dining (small bistro tables), secured/screened bicycle storage and hobby gardens.
In comparison, the units on the second-floor, which do not have a private open space area, have
stored bikes, potted plants, and other amenities the walkway paths blocking access to units.

lgure 23— Second -story walkway area blocked by ammtles'

While the loss of private open space can be mitigated through thoughtful design of the common
spaces (adding private dining tables, secure bicycle storage, etc.) the following Goals, Policies
and Strategies of the General Plan, which promote the preservation of private open space, should
be considered:

Goal OSP-3: Ensure that new development provides and/or contributes toward additional open space, parks
and recreational facilities.

Policy OSP-3.1: Standards for Residential Projects: Ensure the provision of private open space or
recreational facilities in residential projects.
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Strategy OSP-3.4c: Retention of Existing Private Open Space and Recreation Facilities: Explore incentives
to encourage the retention of existing private open space and recreation facilities.

In consideration of these General Plan priorities, a discussion point has been raised to determine
if the private open space areas should be removed, and if so, how the balance of the common
open space and recreational opportunities on the site (including the pool and clubhouse areas)
could serve to offset their loss. Further, the applicant has provided a written narrative (reference
Attachment 4) providing further considerations supporting the removal of the private patios,
which may also be taken into account.

Flgure 4 - Recreatlonal Facmtles Onsite (Pool & Clubhouse)

Lighting: The applicant’s plans call for several small pedestrian bollards and tree up lights to be
located in the ground level courtyard areas (reference Attachment 3 — Lighting & Furniture
Details). As units are located at grade with these bollards, special care should be taken to ensure
the design and locations selected will result in light and glare impacting future tenants. As such,
a discussion point has been raised to solicit the SARC for feedback on their location and design.

Tree Removal: As part of the proposed improvements to the common open space, the applicant
is proposing to remove nine cypress trees (denoted in the figures below by a red x) but would
retain the existing redwood (green circles), birch (orange circle) and sycamore (purple circle)
trees. The following figures show the location of trees to be removed, and retained, overlaid with
the proposed courtyard improvements, highlighting areas of conflict.

ll
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Figure 6 —Trees for Removal & Retentlon at Building 4
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As all of the cypress trees proposed for removal could be retained by redesigning the interior
courtyard, a discussion point has been raised to determine which of the cypress trees proposed
for removal should be retained.

OPTIONS

The SARC should discuss the project for compliance with the applicable policy documents. If
the SARC believes that the applicant has adequately addressed any concerns the Committee may
have, it may recommend approval to the Planning Commission as proposed, or subject to
specific revisions. The following option(s) are intended to facilitate discussion of the project’s
site and architectural review:

e Should any of the staircases proposed for removal be retained or relocated?

e Should the private patio areas on the ground-floor units be replaced with common open
space?

¢ Should additional bicycle/storage parking be required?

¢ Should small dining/patio tables be required?

e Should any changes to the proposed lighting (location or fixtures) be required?

e Should the retention of any of the existing cypress trees be required?

After discussion the SARC may recommend approval to the Planning Commission as proposed,
or subject to specific revisions.

Attachments:
1. Location Map
2. Project Plans
3. Lighting & Furniture Details
4. Applicant’s Written Narrative




Cjt:y Item: 9

. Category:  Public Hearing
Council Date: October 4, 2016

TITLE Public hearing to consider a City-initiated Text Amendment (PLN2015-
365) to reinsert language regarding payday lending establishments
that was inadvertently omitted when the Municipal Code was updated
on April 5, 2016 concerning massage establishments
(Resolutions/Ordinance/Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION
That the City Council take the following action:

1. Adopt the attached Resolution, finding that the proposed Zoning Text
Amendment (PLN2015-365) is exempt from CEQA (Attachment 1).

2. Take a first reading and introduce the attached Ordinance (Attachment 2),
approving a Text Amendment amending Section 21.10.50 of the Campbell
Zoning Code (C-2 General Commercial zoning district).

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Modifications to the Zoning Code are considered a project under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); however, the activity is exempt from CEQA under
Section 15061.b.3 because adoption of the proposed ordinance will not have a
significant effect on the environment.

DISCUSSION

On February 2, 2016, several sections of the Municipal Code were updated regarding
payday lending establishments. On April 5, 2016, the City Council adopted changes to
the Municipal Code concerning massage establishments following a first reading and
introduction of the Ordinance on March 15, 2016 (Attachment 3). However, language
requiring a conditional use permit for payday lenders in the C-2 Zoning District was
inadvertently omitted in Section 7 of the Ordinance (Attachment 4). All other
amendments in the April 5 Ordinance were correctly adopted including sections 10 and
11 which prohibit payday lenders in the C-PD and PD zoning districts respectively.
Although both Ordinances correctly included the provisions independently, the last
Ordinance revision authorized by the City Council technically needed to include the
preceding payday lending regulations. Therefore staff is returning the amendment of
Section 21.10.50 to the Council for a decision to clarify the record.
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Paul Kermoyan,véommunity Development Director
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Mérk Lihder, City Manager

Attachments:

Draft City Council Resolution

Draft City Council Ordinance adopting a Text Amendment to Section 21.10.50
City Council Staff Report, dated March 15, 2016

Adopted Ordinance, dated April 5, 2016
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Attachment 1

RESOLUTION NO.

BEING A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF CAMPBELL FINDING THAT THE PROPOSED TEXT
AMENDMENT (PLN2015-365) AMENDING MUNICIPAL CODE
SECTION 21.10.050 REGARDING REGULATIONS FOR
PAYDAY LENDERS IS EXEMPT FROM CEQA.

After notification and public hearing, as specified by law and after presentation by the
Community Development Director, proponents and opponents, the hearing was closed.

The City Council finds as follows with regard with regard to file number PLN2015-365:

1. The project consists of Text Amendments amending Municipal Code Section 21.10.050
regarding regulations for payday lending establishments.

2. The legislature of the State of California has, in Government Code Sections 65302,
65560 and 65800, conferred upon local government units the authority to adopt
regulations designed to promote the public health, safety and general welfare of its
citizenry.

3. Review and adoption of this Text Amendment is done in compliance with California
Government Code Sections 65853 through 65857, which require a duly noticed public
hearing of the Planning Commission whereby the Planning Commission shall provide
its written recommendation to the City Council for its consideration.

4. The City of Campbell recognizes the importance of promoting the public health, safety
and general welfare, and providing adequate locations for the establishment of various
uses that serve the community.

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact, the City Council further finds and concludes
that:

1. The proposed amendment is consistent with the goals, policies, and actions of the General
Plan;

2. The proposed amendment would not be detrimental to the public interest, health,
safety, convenience, or general welfare of the City; and

3. The proposed amendment is internally consistent with other applicable provisions of
the Zoning Code.

4. No substantial evidence has been presented from which a reasonable argument could
be made that shows that the project will have a significant adverse impact on the
environment.

5. The proposed Text Amendment project is exempt from the California Environmental
Quality Act under Section 15061.b.3 because it has no potential for resulting in a
physical change to the environment.
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Finding the Proposed Municipal Code Text Amendment Exempt from CEQA

File No.: PLN2015-365

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council adopts a Resolution finding the
Proposed Text Amendments are Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act,
pursuant to the attached Notice of Exemption (attached Exhibit A).

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2016, by the following roll call vote:
AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS:

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS:

APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor

ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk
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CITY or CAMPBELL
Community Development Department

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

To: Office of Planning & Research From: City of Campbell
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 70 N. First Street
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Campbell, CA 95008

X County Clerk’s Office
— Santa Clara County
70 W. Hedding Street, East Wing
San Jose, CA 95110

Project Title: Text Amendment to Amend Regulations for Payday Lending Establishments
Project Location: City Wide

Description of Project: The project consists of a Text Amendment (PLN2015-365) to Municipal Code
Section 21.10.050 regarding regulations for payday lending establishments

Date of Approval:
Lead Agency: City of Campbell

Lead Agency Contact: Cindy McCormick, Senior Planner — Community Development Department
(408) 871-5103 / cindym@cityofcampbell.com

Name of Applicant: City of Campbell

Exempt Status (check one)
(O Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268);
(O Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a);
(O Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c);
@ CEQA Exemption (Sec. 15601.b.3)

Reasons why project is exempt: The proposed Text Amendment is exempt from the California Quality Act
under Section 15601.b.3 because it has no potential for resulting in a physical change to the environment.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence has been presented from which a reasonable argument could be made
that shows that the project will have a significant adverse impact on the environment.

This is to certify that the City of Campbell has deemed the above described project categorically exempt
from review under the California Environmental Quality Act. A record of the above described project is
available to the general public at the Community Development Department, City of Campbell, 70 N. First
Street, Campbell, CA 95008.

Signature: Date: Title: Senior Planner




Attachment 2

Ordinance No.

BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CAMPBELL
AMENDING SECTION 21.10.050 OF TITLE 21 (Zoning) OF THE CAMPBELL
MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO PAYDAY LENDING ESTABLISHMENTS

The City Council of the City of Campbell does ordain as follows:

SECTION 1. Findings: There is significant evidence that payday lending businesses
significantly undermine the financial stability of low-income communities. Payday
lenders generally offer small, fourteen-day loans for which they charge effective interest
rates upwards of 460% annual percentage rate (APR). These businesses operate
almost exclusively in low-income neighborhoods and prey upon the City's most
financially vulnerable residents.

SECTION 2. Conditional uses in C-2 (General Commercial) zoning district: The list
of uses allowed with a conditional use permit in Subsection C of Campbell Municipal
Code section 21.10.050 is amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new
text and strikeouts (strikeout) indicating deleted text:

Adult day care facilities;

Alternative fuels and recharging facilities;

Arcades;

Banquet facilities;

Bed and breakfast inns (only in historic structures);
Broadcast and recording studios;
Caretaker/employee housing (not to exceed six hundred forty square feet and one
bedroom);

8. Cat and dog day care facilities;

9. Cat and dog grooming facilities;

10. Cat Boarding facilities;

11. Check cashing;

12. Commercial day care centers;

13. Commercial schools;

14. Community/cultural/recreational centers;

15. Convalescent/rest homes;

16. Convenience markets/stores;

17. Conversion, commercial converted from residence;
18. Dancing and live entertainment;

19. Department stores;

20. Drive-in theaters;

21. Emergency shelters;

22. Equipment rental establishments:

23. Gasoline stations;

24. Golf courses and golf driving ranges;

25. Government offices and facilities (local, state or federal);

Naohkwh=
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. Grocery stores (greater than ten thousand square feet):
. Hardware stores (greater than ten thousand square feet);
. Health/fitness centers;

. Hospitals;

. Indoor amusement/entertainment/recreation centers;

. Late night activities;

. Liquor establishments (on-site consumption only);

. Liquor stores (off-site consumption only);

. Massage Establishments;

. Medical services, clinics;

. Medical services, extended care;

. Miniature golf courses;

. Motor vehicle - cleaning, washing, and detailing;

. Motor vehicle - oil change facilities;

. Motor vehicle - parts and supplies (very limited maintenance/installation);
. Motor vehicle - renting and leasing;

. Motor vehicle - sales (new and/or used);

. Museums, public;

. Music (recordings) stores;

. Nightclubs with or without food service;

. Outdoor active activities (e.g., drive-up windows);

. Outdoor amusement/entertainment/recreation centers:
. Outdoor retail sales and activities;

. Outdoor seating, when more than twelve total seats:

50. Payday lender, subject to the requirements of section 21.36.260:
51. Personal services, limited;

52. Pet stores;

93. Pharmacies/drug stores, with drive-up service;

54. Philanthropic collection trailers;

55. Public assembly uses;

56. Public utility structures and service facilities;

97. Public works maintenance facilities and storage yards:
58. Radio or television transmitters;

59. Radio stations;

60. Recycling facilities - reverse vending machines;

61. Recycling facilities - small collection facility;

62. Restaurants with late night activities or banquet facilities;
63. Restaurants, fast food (with or without drive-in service);
64. Schools - K—12, private;

65. Second hand/thrift stores;

66. Shopping centers (greater than ten thousand square feet);
67. Sign shops;

68. Spa services;

69. Studios, large;

70. Studios, small;

71. Tanning studios;
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72. Theaters, movie or performing arts;

73. Transitional housing;

74. Tutoring center, large;

75. Tutoring center, small;

76. Universities/colleges, private;

77. Veterinary clinics and animal hospitals;

78. Video rental stores;

79. Warehouse retail stores;

80. Wireless telecommunications facilities - non-stealth.

PENSHREBH

SECTION 3. This Ordinance shall become effective (30) days following its passage and
adoption and shall be published once within fifteen (15) days upon passage and
adoption in the Campbell Express, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of
Campbell, County of Santa Clara.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2016 by the following roll
call vote:

AYES: Councilmembers:

NOES: Councilmembers:

ABSENT: Councilmembers:

APPROVED:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor

ATTEST:

Wendy Wood, City Clerk
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Attachment 3

TITLE Public hearing to consider a City-initiated Text Amendment (PLN2015-
365) to amend the Campbell Municipal Code regulations for massage
establishments.

RECOMMENDATION
The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council take the following action:

1. Adopt the attached Resolution, finding that the proposed Zoning Text
Amendment (PLN2015-365) is exempt from CEQA (Attachment 1).

2. Take a first reading and introduce the attached Ordinance (Attachment 2),
approving a Text Amendment amending Chapter 21.10 (Commercial and
Industrial Districts); Chapter 21.12 (Special Purpose Districts); Chapter 21.36
(Provisions Applying to Special Uses); and Section 21.72.020 (Definitions) of the
Campbell Zoning Code.

Staff recommends that the City Council take the following action:

3. Take a first reading and introduce the attached Ordinance (Attachment 3),
approving a Text Amendment amending Chapter 5.48 (Business Regulations)
and Chapter 6.10 (Inspections of Property) of the Campbell Municipal Code.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Modifications to the Zoning Code are considered a project under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); however, the activity is exempt from CEQA under
Section 15061.b.3 because adoption of the proposed ordinance will not have a
significant effect on the environment.

BACKGROUND

Following the enactment of Senate Bill 731 and Assembly Bill 619, which significantly
limited local authority over massage establishments, cities throughout the State have
experienced an explosion in the number of massage establishments in their
communities, many of which have been involved in prostitution and other illegal
activities. In response to concerns expressed by local law enforcement agencies, the
Legislature enacted Assembly Bill 1147 which became effective on January 1, 2015. It
removed the requirement that massage establishments must be treated the same as all
other professions regulated under the California Business and Professions Code, and
expressly allowed cities to regulate massage businesses once more, including sole
proprietorships.
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Per the Fiscal Year 2015/2016 Work Plan, the City Council established a Council
Priority and Work Plan item to update the City’s massage regulations to be consistent
with State law. The Council also expressed a desire that the standards allowing their
use be more effective than the minimum standards established in State law.

On February 23, 2016, the Planning Commission reviewed the draft Zoning Code text
amendment and unanimously recommended that the City Council adopt an ordinance
approving the text amendment (Attachment 4 — Planning Commission staff report).

DISCUSSION
The Zoning Code text amendment (Attachment 2) modifies Chapter 21 as follows:

= Amends certain definitions to clarify that massage establishments are different
than personal services and spa services that offer massage along with other
services;

= Creates operational standards (Chapter 21.36) including requiring 90% of a
massage establishment’s exterior window(s) to be visible to the interior reception
or waiting area;

= Limits the location of massage establishments to the C-2 and P-O zoning
districts;

= Allows a maximum of two massage establishments in each of six commercial
quadrants;

= Establishes a 300 foot separation from other massage establishments;

" Requires a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for all new massage establishments:
and

* Mandates that non-conforming massage establishments to come into compliance
with the development and operational requirements of the Ordinance within 30
days, while exempting existing law abiding establishments from the new
locational and separation requirements.

In keeping with the revised authority provided by Assembly Bill 1147, the City Attorney
has prepared amendments to Chapter 5.48 (business regulations) and Chapter 6.10
(inspections of property) of the Municipal Code (Attachment 3). The revisions fall into
two categories: (1) those that increase or clarify the regulation of massage
establishments; and (2) those necessary to deal with the limitations placed on local
jurisdictions by Government Code section 51034(c), as follows:

® Removes language excepting sole proprietors from the definitions of a massage
establishment;

® Requires that applicants submit identifying information on employees providing
massage at the massage establishment and proof that those persons possess a
valid CAMTC massage certification;
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= Provides express authority clarifying that the Police Chief can deny an
application for an establishment permit when (1) the applicant has been the
subject of prostitution abatement proceedings, or (2) violations of applicable laws
had occurred on the premises within five years prior to the application;

= Restricts the number of massage establishments to twelve, with an exception for
existing, law abiding establishments;

= Mandates that operators provide current lists of all massage therapists, and
prohibits anyone who is not on the list from performing massage;

= Requires at least one employee to be on-site at all times who is not engaged in
providing massage, so that the establishment cannot lock the external doors
when open for business;

= Requires all interior doors to remain unlocked except for occupied bathrooms:
= Prohibits more than one person in a bathroom at one time;
= Prohibits video monitors in the massage rooms during a massage;

= Clarifies that operators and managers of massage establishments are strictly
responsible for the activity of their employees;

= Clarifies that agents of the City can enter the premises for an inspection at any
time that the establishment is open for business.

= Strikes language that required medical examinations of massage therapists;

= Clarifies that massage of the gluteal muscles is not prohibited: and conforms the
draping requirements for customers to State law (no significant change);

= Conforms provisions on attire of massage therapists to State law; and

= Permits the locking of external doors when only one employee is present, but
requires more than one employee to always be present at the establishment.

FISCAL IMPACTS

If the proposed text amendments are adopted, the number of massage establishments
would potentially decrease overtime, reducing some revenues from permitting and
licensing. However, new massage establishments would be required to obtain a
Conditional Use Permit and pay associated fees. Additionally, there could be a
decreased demand on law enforcement personnel by decreasing the number of
massage establishments.

ALTERNATIVES

1. Revise specific sections of the proposed text amendment.
2. Continue for further review.

3. Do not approve the proposed text amendment.
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Attachment 4

Ordinance No. 2199

BEING AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CAMPBELL
AMENDING CERTAIN SECTIONS OF TITLE 21 (Zoning) OF THE CAMPBELL
MUNICIPAL CODE RELATING TO MASSAGE ESTABLISHMENTS

The City Council of the City of Campbell does ordain as follows:

SECTION 1. Findings: Government Code Sections 51030—51034 provide authority for
the legislative bodies of California cities to license and regulate the business of
massage. In enacting these amendments, the city council recognizes that massage is a
viable professional field offering the public valuable health and therapeutic services. The
city council further recognizes that unless properly regulated, the practice of massage
and the operation of massage establishments may be associated with unlawful activity
and pose a threat to the quality of life in the community. Therefore, it is the purpose and
intent of these amendments to regulate massage establishments and practices in order
to protect public health, safety, and welfare. The regulations are intended to reduce or
prevent blight, protect and preserve the quality of commercial and residential properties,
and deter criminal activity.

SECTION 2. Regulations for Massage Establishments: Section 21.36.270 is hereby
added to Chapter 21.36 of the Campbell Municipal Code (Provisions Applying to Special
Uses) to read as follows:

21.36.270 — Massage Establishments.

A. Purpose. The City has broad control over land use regulation of massage
establishments in order to manage such establishments in the best interests of
the City of Campbell. This Section is designed to provide for and to regulate
massage establishment uses where they are allowed in compliance with the
provisions of Campbell Municipal Code Article 2 (Zoning Districts) and Chapter
5.48 (Massage Establishments and Therapists).

B. Conditional Use Permit.

1. On and after [Effective Date of Ordinance], a conditional use permit shall
be required for massage establishment uses in compliance with Chapter
21.46 (Conditional Use Permits).

2. Mandatory Concurrent Application for Massage Establishment Permit. A
massage establishment permit, and any renewal thereof, shall be filed with
the Chief of Police, pursuant to Section 5.48 (Massage Establishments and
Therapists) of the Municipal Code. The Conditional Use Permit shall not be
granted until a massage establishment permit is issued by the Chief of Police.

THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT 1S A TRUE

AND CORRECT COPY OF THE ORIGINAL,
ON FILE IN THIS OFFICE.

ATYEST: WENDY WOOD, CITY CLERIC
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C. Overconcentration / Location Requirements.

1. No massage establishment shall be located in any zone in the city other than
the C-2 (General Commercial) and P-O (Professional Office) zoning districts.

2. A massage establishment use shall not be located within three hundred feet
of another existing massage establishment use, as measured from the edge
of the property line of each property.

3. Massage Establishments may be permitted in only the following commercial
quadrants as indicated in Figure 3, upon filing an application for a Conditional
Use Permit and satisfying the required findings to support such use. In no
event shall there be more than two massage establishments in each
commercial quadrant.

- a. West Hamilton Avenue and South Winchester Boulevard--west
of Winchester Boulevard;

b. East Hamilton Avenue and South Winchester Boulevard--east of
Winchester Boulevard and west of Highway 17;

c. East Hamilton Avenue, east of Bascom Avenue
d. Bascom Avenue, north of Dry Creek Road;

e. Camden Avenue and South Bascom Avenue, south of Curtner
Avenue;

f. South Winchester Boulevard, south of San Tomas Expressway

Figure 3
Commercial
Quadrants

Page 2 of 12




D. Operational Standards. Except as specifically required in the Massage
Establishment Permit issued by the Chief of Police and pursuant to the
provisions of Chapter 5.48, all massage establishments shall comply with the
regulations and restrictions applicable to the zoning district in which it is located
and with the following operating requirements:

1. Owner/Operator. It shall be unlawful for any operator to own, manage, or

E. Non-conforming Massage Establishments.

1.

Operate a massage establishment in or upon any premises within the city
without having a current massage establishment permit issued by the Chief of
Police pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 5.48;

Hours of Operation. No massage establishment shall be kept open for
business and no massage therapist shall administer massages before the
hour of 7:00 a.m. or after the hour of 10:00 p.m.;

Window Coverage. No massage business located in a building or structure
with exterior windows fronting a public street, highway, walkway, or
parking area shall, during business hours, block visibility into the interior
reception or waiting area through the use of curtains, closed blinds, tints,
or any other material that obstructs, blurs, or unreasonably darkens the
view into the premises. For the purpose of this sub-section, there is an
irrebuttable presumption that the visibility is impermissibly blocked if
more than 10 percent of the interior reception or waiting area is not
visible from the exterior window.

Nonconforming uses shall come into compliance with the operational
standards of this subsection within 30 days of the effective date of the
ordinance enacting this Section.

Any use of real property lawfully existing on the effective date of this section,
which does not conform to the provisions of this Section, but which was
established, operated, and maintained in compliance with all previous
regulations, shall be regarded as a nonconforming use and may continue at
its existing location in compliance with the regulations of Section 21.58.040.

Discontinued Use. A nonconforming use that is abandoned, discontinued, or
has ceased operations for a continuous period of at least twelve months shall
not be re-established on the site and further use of the structure or parcel
shall comply with all of the regulations of the applicable zoning district and all
other applicable provisions of this Zoning Code. Evidence of abandonment
shall include, but is not limited to, the actual removal of equipment, furniture,
machinery, structures, or other components of the nonconforming use, the
turning-off of the previously connected utilities, or where there are no
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business receipts/records available to provide evidence that the use is in
continual operation;

3. Annexed property. Any massage establishment that is a legal use at the time
of annexation of the property into the city, but which does not conform to the
provisions of this Section, shall be terminated within one year of the date of
annexation.

SECTION 3. DEFINITION OF "SPA SERVICES": The definition of "Spa Services" in
Campbell Municipal Code section 21.72.020 is amended to read as follows, with
underlining indicating new text and strikeouts (strikeewt) indicating deleted text:

"Spa Services / Health Spa" means an establishment that provides a combination of
hair, nail, and/or skin care; waxing: facials: massage; and other similar services to
customers for financial compensation and may include a sauna, whirlpool, and other
similar amenities for the incidental use of patrons. Spa Services / Health Spa shall not
mean a beauty shop, nail shop, barber shop, or massage establishment where the
active primary use of the establishment does not encompass a full range of services
identified in the preceding sentence. but is focused on only one or two of the uses listed
in this sentence.

SECTION 4. DEFINITION OF “PERSONAL SERVICES”: The definition of “Personal
services” in Campbell Municipal Code section 21.72.020 is amended to read as follows,
with underlining indicating new text and strikeouts (strikeout) indicating deleted text:

"Personal services" means establishments providing non-medical services as a primary
use, including: 1. Barber and beauty shops; 2. Clothing rental: 3. Dry cleaning pick-up
stores with limited equipment; 4. Home electronics and small appliance repair;

5. Laundromats (self-service laundries); 6. Nail shops; 7. Shoe repair shops; 8. Tailors.

+hese-uses “Personal services” may also include accessory retail sales of products
related to the services provided.

The term “personal services” does not include massage establishments. These-uses-do
The term “personal services” does not include body piercing, psychic readers, tattoo
parlors, or any of the other uses listed under "Personal services, limited."
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SECTION 5. Permitted uses in C-1 (Neighborhood Commercial) zoning district:
The list of permitted uses in Subsection B of Campbell Municipal Code section
21.10.040 is amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new text and
strikeouts (strikeeut) indicating deleted text:

Automated teller machines (ATM's);

Banks and financial services;

Catering business, only when ancillary to a restaurant:
Dry cleaning;

Grocery stores (under ten thousand square feet);
Hardware stores (under ten thousand square feet);
Laundromats, self-service;

Libraries, public;

Light rail passenger terminals:

35‘90.00.\'.0’.‘“?59’!\’.—‘

44 10. Meat markets;

42. 11. Offices, professional;

43- 12. Outdoor seating, when twelve total seats or less:

44~ 13. Parking lots/structures, public;

48- 14. Personal services, general;

46- 15. Pharmacies/drug stores;

47 16. Photocopying;

48. 17. Photography studio/supply shop;

49. 18. Repair and maintenance, consumer products;

20. 19. Restaurants or cafes (excluding fast food or drive-ins);

24. 20. Retail stores, general merchandise;

22. 21. Satellite television or personal internet broadband dishes/antenna (less than
three feet in diameter);

23. 22. Schools K—12, public;

24. 23. Shopping centers (under ten thousand square feet);

25. 24. Travel agencies;

26. 25. Universities/colleges, public;

24~ 26. Vending machines;

28. 27. Wireless telecommunications facilities - stealth (requires approval of a site

and architectural review permit).
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SECTION 6. Permitted uses in C-2 (General Commercial) zoning district: The list of
permitted uses in Subsection B of Campbell Municipal Code section 21.10.050 is
amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new text and strikeouts
(strikeout) indicating deleted text:

Ambulance service;

Artisan products, small-scale assembly;

Automated teller machines (ATM's);

Banks and financial services;

Blueprinting shops;

Catering business, only when ancillary to a restaurant;

Dry cleaning;

Furniture, furnishings, and equipment stores (greater than ten thousand square
feet);

9. Furniture, furnishings, and equipment stores (under ten thousand square feet);
10. Garden centers/plant nurseries;

11. Grocery stores (under ten thousand square feet);

12. Handicraft industries, small scale assembly;

13. Hardware stores (under ten thousand square feet);

14. Hotels;

15. Laundromats, self-service;

16. Libraries, public;

17. Light rail passenger terminals;

N LN
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18. Medical services, laboratories;

19. Motels;

20. Offices, professional;

21. Outdoor seating, when twelve total seats or less;

22. Parking lots/structures, public;

23 .Personal services, general;

24. Pharmacies/drug stores;

25. Photocopying;

26. Photography studio/supply shop:

27. Repair and maintenance, consumer products;

28. Restaurants or cafes (excluding fast food or drive-ins);
29. Retail stores, general merchandise;

30. Satellite television or personal internet broadband dishes/antenna (less than
three feet in diameter);

. 31. Schools K—12, public;

33. 32. Shopping centers (under ten thousand square feet);
34. 33. Travel agencies;

35. 34. Universities/colleges, public;

36. 35. Vending machines;

3+4. 36. Wireless telecommunications facilities - stealth (requires approval of a site
and architectural review permit).

SREBRES

£ RESBERS
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SECTION 7. Conditional uses in C-2 (General Commercial) zoning district; The list

of

uses allowed with a conditional use permit in Subsection C of Campbell Municipal

Code section 21.10.050 is amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new
text and strikeouts (strikeeut) indicating deleted text:

SO G R =

Adult day care facilities;

Alternative fuels and recharging facilities;

Arcades;

Banquet facilities;

Bed and breakfast inns (only in historic structures);

Broadcast and recording studios;

Caretaker/employee housing (not to exceed six hundred forty square feet and one
bedroom);

Cat and dog day care facilities;

Cat and dog grooming facilities;

. Cat Boarding facilities;

. Check cashing;

. Commercial day care centers;

. Commercial schools;

. Community/cultural/recreational centers;

. Convalescent/rest homes;

. Convenience markets/stores;

. Conversion, commercial converted from residence;

. Dancing and live entertainment;

. Department stores;

. Drive-in theaters;

. Emergency shelters;

. Equipment rental establishments;

. Gasoline stations;

. Golf courses and golf driving ranges;

. Government offices and facilities (local, state or federal);
. Grocery stores (greater than ten thousand square feet);
. Hardware stores (greater than ten thousand square feet);
. Health/fitness centers;

. Hospitals;

. Indoor amusement/entertainment/recreation centers;

. Late night activities;

. Liquor establishments (on-site consumption only);

. Liquor stores (off-site consumption only);

. Massage Establishments:

35. Medical services, clinics:

36. Medical services, extended care;

37. Miniature golf courses;

38. Motor vehicle - cleaning, washing, and detailing;

39. Motor vehicle - oil change facilities;

40. Motor vehicle - parts and supplies (very limited maintenance/installation);
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41,
42,
43,
44.
45,
46,
47,
48,
49,
50.
51,
52.
53,
54,
55,
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61,
62.
63.
64.
65,
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73,
74,
75,
786,
77.
78,
79.

Motor vehicle - renting and leasing;

Motor vehicle - sales (new and/or used);

Museums, public;

Music (recordings) stores;

Nightclubs with or without food service;

Outdoor active activities (e.g., drive-up windows);
Outdoor amusement/entertainment/recreation centers:
Outdoor retail sales and activities;

Outdoor seating, when more than twelve total seats:
Personal services, limited:

Pet stores;

Pharmacies/drug stores, with drive-up service;
Philanthropic collection trailers:

Public assembly uses;

Public utility structures and service facilities;

Public works maintenance facilities and storage yards;
Radio or television transmitters;

Radio stations;

Recycling facilities - reverse vending machines;
Recycling facilities - small collection facility;
Restaurants with late night activities or banquet facilities:
Restaurants, fast food (with or without drive-in service);
Schools - K—12, private;

Second hand/thrift stores;

Shopping centers (greater than ten thousand square feet);
Sign shops;

Spa services;

Studios, large;

Studios, small;

Tanning studios;

Theaters, movie or performing arts;

Transitional housing;

Tutoring center, large;

Tutoring center, small;

Universities/colleges, private;

Veterinary clinics and animal hospitals;

Video rental stores;

Warehouse retail stores;

Wireless telecommunications facilities - non-stealth.
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SECTION 8. Permitted uses in C-3 (Central Business District) zoning district: The
list of permitted uses in Subsection B of Campbell Municipal Code section 21.10.060 is

amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new text and strikeouts
(strikeeut) indicating deleted text:

1.

Retail business, including but not limited to clothing stores, department stores,
drugstores, furniture stores, toy stores, jewelry stores, shoe stores, florist shops and
gift shops subject to standards for alcohol sales in compliance with paragraph (F)
(Standards for alcohol sales in the C-3 zoning district), below. Does not include retail
business uses specified in paragraph (C) (Uses permitted with a conditional use
permit in the C-3 district).
Tutoring centers (small and large), studios (small and large), and professional
offices, except on the ground floor of parcels abutting East Campbell Avenue east of
Second Street unless the following standards can be met:
a. The business is located in a separate tenant space that is a minimum of fifty feet
from the East Campbell Avenue property line; and

b. The separate tenant space does not have a door or entrance that takes access

from East Campbell Avenue.
Service commercial establishments including but not limited to barber shops, beauty
parlors, dry cleaning, massage-services; photographic studio, shoe repair shops,
and tailors, except on the ground floor of parcels abutting East Campbell Avenue
east of Second Street unless the following standards can be met:
a. The business is located in a separate tenant space that is a minimum of fifty feet
from the East Campbell Avenue property line; and
b. The separate tenant space does not have a door or entrance that takes access
from East Campbell Avenue.
Outdoor seating and merchandise displays, subject to approval of an outdoor seating
and merchandise display permit in compliance with paragraph (H) (Standards and
permit requirements for outdoor seating and merchandise display), below.

. Restaurants, subject to the provisions of paragraph (F) (Standards for alcohol sales

in the C-3 zoning district) and standards for live entertainment in compliance with
paragraph (G) (Standards for live entertainment in the C-3 zoning district), below.
Wireless telecommunications facilities—stealth (requires approval of a site and
architectural review permit).

Other uses similar to the above in compliance with Chapter 21.02 (Interpretation of
Provisions).
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SECTION 9. Conditional uses in C-M (Controlled Manufacturing) zoning district:

The list of permitted uses in Subsection C of Campbell Municipal Code section

21.10.070 is amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new text and
strikeouts (strikeeut) indicating deleted text:

&5‘9090.\‘@9‘.“.03.’\’.—‘

+-10.
2. 11.
1312,
44-13.
15- 14.
416- 15.
4~ 16.
18. 17.
49. 18.
20. 19.
2%. 20.
22.21.

Automated teller machines (ATM's);

Banks and financial services;

Catering business, only when ancillary to a restaurant;
Dry cleaning;

Grocery stores (under ten thousand square feet);
Hardware stores (under ten thousand square feet);
Laundromats, self-service:

Libraries, public;

Light rail passenger terminals;

)

Meat markets;

Offices, professional;

Outdoor seating, when twelve total seats or less:;
Parking lots/structures, public;

Personal services, general;

Pharmacies/drug stores;

Photocopying;

Photography studio/supply shop;

Repair and maintenance, consumer products;
Restaurants or cafes (excluding fast food or drive-ins);
Retail stores, general merchandise:

Satellite television or personal internet broadband dishes/antenna (less than

three feet in diameter);

23. 22,
24. 23.
25. 24.
26. 25.

Schools K—12, public;

Shopping centers (under ten thousand square feet);
Travel agencies;

Universities/colleges, public;

27 26. Vending machines:

28. 27.

Wireless telecommunications facilities - stealth (requires approval of a site

and architectural review permit).
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SECTION 10. Restrictions in C-PD (Condominium Planned Development) zoning
district.

The list of restrictions in Subsection D of Campbell Municipal Code section 21.12.020 is
amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new text and strikeouts
(strikeowt) indicating deleted text:

D. Restrictions. The C-PD zoning district is the only zoning district in which the
construction of new condominiums, or the conversion of existing residential,
commercial, or industrial structures to condominiums, is allowed. The following uses
are prohibited:

1. Any use inconsistent with state or federal law.
2. Payday lender.

3. Massage Establishments.

SECTION 11. Prohibited Uses in PD (Planned Development) zoning district.

The list of prohibited uses in Subsection F of Campbell Municipal Code section
21.12.030 is amended to read as follows, with underlining indicating new text and
strikeouts (strikeeut) indicating deleted text: ‘

F. Prohibited uses in the P-D (Planned Development) zoning district. The following
~ uses are prohibited:

1. Any business that includes smoking tobacco on site (e.g., smoking lounges,
hookah lounges, etc.).

2. Payday lender.

3. Massage Establishments.

4. Any use inconsistent with state or federal law.

SECTION 12. This Ordinance shall become effective (30) days following its passage
and adoption and shall be published once within fifteen (15) days upon passage and
adoption in the Campbell Express, a newspaper of general circulation in the City of
Campbell, County of Santa Clara.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 5th day of April, 2016 by the following roll call vote:
AYES: Councilmembers: Kotowski, Resnikoff, Gibbons, Baker
NOES: Councilmembers: Cristina

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

APPROVED:

\ ,,._.
:‘ l/!/:ﬂf\-l.(‘ J 2 &{C\
Jason T. Baker Mayor

Al A

Wendy opd, City Clerk
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C'Ity Item: 10.

. Category: New Business
Council Meeting Date: October 4, 2016
Report
TITLE: Update on Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road

Signalization Project and Harriet Avenue Traffic Calming Alternatives
(Resolution/Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION
That the City Council direct staff to do the following:

1. Suspend the Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road
Signalization Project; and

2. Develop a conceptual design for a Harriet Avenue traffic calming project for
consideration in the development of the Fiscal Year 2018/22 Capital
Improvement Plan.

BACKGROUND

At the Council meeting on June 21, 2016, staff presented the report on the traffic
operational issues and collision history that led to the Harriet Avenue/McCoy
Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project. During the public hearing,
some members of the public spoke in favor of the signalization concept. However, the
vast majority of the members of the public who spoke opposed the signalization concept
and favored focusing on measures that would reduce vehicle speeds on Harriet Avenue
instead.

Based on this public testimony, the City Council requested that staff explore alternative
combinations of signalization and traffic calming measures for this area while
concurrently continuing to prepare the plans, specs, and cost estimates for the
signalization project — that would be required for the grant submission. The Council
requested that staff work with the residents of the area to look for alternative solutions
that would address both reducing vehicle speeds and increasing safety for pedestrians
and bicyclists.

DISCUSSION
San Tomas Area Community Coalition (STACC)

In early July, several members of the San Tomas Area Community Coalition (STACC)
submitted two traffic calming concept drawings for Harriet Avenue (see Attachment 2).
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Key features include the following:

STACC Option A:
e Relocate marked crosswalk from Harriet/McCoy to Harriet /Silacci - south leg
e Lower the mounting height of flashing beacons
e Speed tables on each block of Harriet Avenue
e Bulb-outs on southwest corners of Harriet/McCoy and Harriet/Silacci,
respectively
o Buffers for existing bike lanes on Harriet Avenue.

STACC Option B:
e Same as Option A with the following additions:
o Replace southbound right-turn lane at Harriet/McCoy with landscaped park

strip
o Spot landscaped median islands along Harriet Avenue.

Later in July, staff met with a small group of residents to discuss STACC Options A and
B as presented.

In mid-August, staff was invited to attend an August 22" STACC meeting regarding the
proposed signalization project. Due to scheduling conflicts, staff was unable to attend
this meeting. Shortly after this meeting, staff was able to meet briefly with one of the
STACC representatives to answer a short list of questions that had arisen during the
meeting.

On September 8", staff met a second time with a small group of residents to discuss
STACC Options A and B. The residents had expected a progress report, cost
estimates, and recommendations from staff, but providing such information prior to the
City Council receiving it for consideration was deemed premature and inappropriate.

September 15" Neighborhood Meeting

On September 15" staff hosted a neighborhood meeting to discuss options that
address 1) traffic safety options at Harriet/McCoy and Harriet/San Tomas Aquino and 2)
traffic calming measures for Harriet Avenue.

Staff began the meeting with a brief summary of the history of the Harriet
Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project and how staff
had considered the following measures for addressing the safety issues at
Harriet/McCoy and Harriet/San Tomas Aquino:

e Retain the flashing beacon system
e Stop signs
e Bulb-outs
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Speed humps

Changing to red flashing beacons

Hacienda Avenue narrowed roadway
Westmont Avenue landscaped median island
Cox Avenue (Saratoga) raised crosswalk.

Staff concluded that while traffic calming measures may slow down traffic, only a traffic
signal would require motorists to stop for pedestrians and bicyclists.

Traffic Calming Measures That May Not Work

Regarding Harriet Avenue traffic calming, staff began by discussing measures that may
not be effective and/or feasible. Attachment 3 summarizes traffic calming measures
that may not work and explains why they may not work.

Traffic circles

Bulb-outs

Relocating McCoy crosswalk to Silacci
Speed tables too close to intersections.

Traffic Calming Measures That May Work

Staff presented the following traffic calming measures that may be effective in reducing
speeds on Harriet Avenue.

Speed tables
Lane narrowing
Bike lane buffers
Median islands.

Attachment 4 summarizes these traffic calming measures with their respective
advantages and disadvantages.

Public Feedback

Approximately 25 members of the public attended the September 15" neighborhood
meeting. Below is a summary of the public feedback.

Oppose traffic signal

Traffic signal will result in traffic diversion to other streets
Move the crosswalk back to Silacci

School crossing guard at Silacci

Want red flashing beacons
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e Why not install a crosswalk across San Tomas Aquino Road on the east side of
Harriet?

e Large tree on southwest corner of Harriet/Silacci creates a visual obstruction

e Speeding is the issue

e Speed humps or speed tables.

Staff acknowledges the community’s concerns regarding what could potentially occur
following the installation of a traffic signal. The community appears to be trying to work
with staff regarding how to make motorists stop for pedestrians since it was a failure of
motorists to yield to pedestrians that led to the crashes at both intersections.

Staff also recognizes that the community’s greater concern appears to be speeding
traffic rather than addressing pedestrian and bicycle crashes. Staff clarified the
perception that staff had stated that speeding was not an issue. On the contrary, staff
has openly and repeatedly stated that speeds were high on Harriet, but that the
motorists involved in the cited crashes were not exceeding the speed limit. With this
clarification those in attendance appeared to understand that speeding was not a factor
in these crashes and therefore addressing speeding would not necessarily have
prevented these crashes.

Analysis
Traffic Signal

While staff continues to believe that signalizing the Harriet/McCoy/San Tomas Aquino
intersections would be beneficial in assigning right-of-way and reducing excessive delay
or hazard to McCoy Avenue and San Tomas Aquino Road traffic, staff also recognizes
that though the posted speed limit is 30 miles per hour, the 85" percentile speed is 37-
38 mph on Harriet Avenue.

A traffic signal would address the contributing factors to past pedestrian- and bicycle-
related crashes cited in this report. The motorists involved in these crashes were
traveling below the speed limit. Therefore, attempting to decrease speeds could be
irrelevant to preventing these crashes.

A traffic signal also provides margin for error for motorists and pedestrians. Traffic
signals include safeguards like minimum walk time for pedestrians to check their
surroundings before entering a crosswalk; all-red time following the transition from
green to yellow to red; yellow time based on travel speeds; clearance green time to
allow side-street traffic to clear the downstream intersection; countdown pedestrian
timers; and, leading pedestrian intervals that may be used to allow pedestrians to
establish themselves in the crosswalk ahead of motorists.

However, a traffic signal may also cause traffic diversion to nearby local streets like
Keith Drive and Parkhurst Drive. To predict traffic diversion at this point would be
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speculative. It is unknown given the curvature of Harriet Avenue at Keith Drive whether
southbound motorists would have enough time to perceive and react to traffic queues
by turning right onto Keith Drive.

It is also worth noting that traffic diversion through Keith Drive and Parkhurst Drive
already occurs due to queuing on (eastbound) McCoy Avenue. Traffic queues would
most frequently occur only during the worst school traffic when side-street pedestrian
and vehicular traffic would require Harriet Avenue traffic to stop. During other hours the
side-street traffic would result in shorter queues since there are fewer pedestrians
present and the longer delays resulting from pedestrian crossings would be shorter
during non-school admission and dismissal hours.

Moving Crosswalk to Silacci Drive

It is clear that the majority of the community and at least the members of the public who
attended the public meetings were opposed to a traffic signal at the two intersections.
Many believe that the pedestrian and bicycle safety issues could be addressed by
relocating the crosswalk across Harriet Avenue from McCoy Avenue to Silacci Drive.

Several community members expressed the opinion that relocating the crosswalk would
be safer at that location mainly because there would be fewer turning movements that
would conflict with a crosswalk on the south side of Silacci Drive than at McCoy
Avenue.

However, relocating the crosswalk to Silacci Drive would leave McCoy Avenue
pedestrians who want to travel to the north with no means of crossing Harriet Avenue in
a marked crosswalk. This portion of the population would be unserved. On the other
hand, the crosswalk at McCoy Avenue has the potential of serving all Forest Hill School
pedestrians since the school is located on McCoy Avenue. A crosswalk at Silacci Drive
serves only those students who enter Harriet Avenue from Inskip Drive or further south.

School Crossing Guard

The public identified adult school crossing guards as a means of addressing school
pedestrian safety. Staff pointed out that the pedestrian and bicycle crashes that were
cited did not necessarily occur during school admission and dismissal hours. The
Police Department hires and deploys school crossing guards. Pedestrian volumes
across Harriet Avenue at McCoy Avenue vary during peak periods, ranging between 25
and 55 per hour. Pedestrian and vehicular volumes and crash history play a part in
determining where crossing guards are assigned. The Police Department can
accommodate school crossing guards on Harriet Avenue if the City Council provides
direction to do so. However, resources would need to be identified to allow this to
occur.
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Flashing Red Beacons

Staff had received a similar suggestion from the public in the first neighborhood meeting
that was held in May. The public had suggested changing the yellow flashing beacons
to red beacons to communicate to motorists that they must stop. Staff's concern is that
the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD) does not
prescribe a pedestrian-actuated flashing beacon system with red beacons. State law
calls for motorists to yield right-of-way to pedestrians—not stop for pedestrians. The
concern is that requiring motorists to stop goes beyond the intent of the law. Staff
recommends against deviating from State design guidelines since doing so could
increase the City’s risk.

There is, however, a traffic control device called a (High-Intensity Activated crossWalK
beacon—informally, a HAWK hybrid beacon or, formally, a Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon
(PHB) that is included in the CA MUTCD that incorporates red beacons and shows
some promise in getting motorists to stop for pedestrians. Staff sees potential in the
use of a PHB. Studies have demonstrated that a high percentage of motorists will stop
for pedestrians in the crosswalk. This device is accepted in the CA MUTCD and
incorporates residents’ request for red beacons that tell motorists when to stop.

Staff observed an existing PHB on Snell Avenue east of Branham Lane at the entrance
to Martial Cottle Park in San Jose. While motorists stopped for pedestrians during the
red intervals, staff also observed some confusion among motorists regarding when to
begin moving again. Therefore, while this application shows promise, staff is still
investigating 1) the device’s effectiveness in addressing collisions and 2) motorists’
understanding how to respond to the device. (The Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon is further
described in Attachment 5.)

Miscellaneous Items Included in Harriet/McCoy/San Tomas Aquino Project

To address residents’ concerns, some items had been included in the Harriet
Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project:

Widen sidewalk on east side of Harriet Avenue over San Tomas Aquino Creek
Install marked crosswalk across San Tomas Aquino Road at Harriet Avenue
Bulb-out on southwest corner of Harriet/McCoy

Install an exclusive southbound right-turn lane at Harriet/McCoy

Tree root pruning and sidewalk repair on southwest corner of Harriet/McCoy.

Traffic Calming

As mentioned earlier, staff presented traffic calming measures that are consistent with
public feedback and the STACC drawing concepts:

e Speed tables
e Lane narrowing
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e Bike lane buffers
e Median islands.

However, as Attachment 4 shows, each measure comes with its advantages and
disadvantages. Some combinations of measures may not work together. For example,
a continuous median island would not work with buffered bike lanes. With a continuous
median island left-turn access to residential driveways would be replaced with U-turns
at the ends of the island. The median island would have to be wide enough to allow U-
turns to be completed without crossing over into bike lanes or parked vehicles. As a
result, Harriet Avenue is not wide enough to accommodate both a continuous median
island and bike lane buffers.

Addressing Traffic Safety Concerns and Community Values

As indicated already, staff is very concerned about traffic safety at the two project
intersections. It is difficult to enter onto Harriet Avenue as a pedestrian, bicyclist, or
motorist. Staff also acknowledges that the neighborhood is less concerned about
pedestrian and bicycle injury crash history (as demonstrated by the perception that
traffic is busy for only one hour per day) and would prefer not to have a traffic signal.
The public’s concern is focused on reducing speeds on Harriet Avenue.

Recommendations
For these reasons, staff is recommending the following.

1. Suspend the Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road
Signalization Project. Public opposition to the traffic signal far outweighs public
support as the two neighborhood meetings have demonstrated. Should the City
Council agree with this recommendation, staff will need to notify Caltrans of the
suspension of this project and the City may risk losing any federal funds
associated with this project.

2. Direct staff to develop a conceptual design for a traffic calming project for
consideration in Fiscal Year (FY) 2018/22 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP)
process. Staff proposes to develop a project concept that will likely incorporate
some non-intrusive components of the signalization project:

Widen Harriet Avenue sidewalk over the creek

Install crosswalk across San Tomas Aquino Road

Narrow Harriet Avenue travel lanes

Install bike lane buffers

Install green bike lanes at key conflict points

Appropriate yield lines and “Yield Here for Pedestrians w/arrow” signs to
delineate where motorists are to wait for pedestrians to clear.

"0 00T
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The project concept will incorporate other features based on public feedback:

a. Installing bulb-outs at marked crosswalks where feasible.

b. Install speed tables between Adrien Drive and Elam Avenue and between
Elam Avenue and Inskip Drive. The speed tables would be installed at
mid-block far enough away from cross-streets to prevent traffic from
encountering speed tables at a skew. The speed tables would not be in
front of any driveways. The distance between cross-streets approaches
500 feet—the maximum desirable spacing of speed tables. Further
investigation will be required regarding speed hump spacing and specific
locations.

The project may incorporate features that the public has requested but that still
need further investigation.

a. Consider returning and/or adding a marked crosswalk to Silacci Drive. A
thorough investigation of traffic volumes and vehicular-pedestrian conflicts
will need to be performed.

b. Evaluate potential treatments for increasing visibility of marked
crosswalk(s) at Silacci Drive and/or McCoy Avenue. (See Attachment 5.)

Staff is proposing a traffic safety audit to investigate and make recommendations
on the proposed traffic calming measures and the pedestrian safety measures
including where to place crosswalks and what devices are recommended. U.C.
Berkeley'’s Institute of Transportation Studies offers free Complete Streets Safety
Assessments (CSSA).

In the past, firms like Fehr & Peers (currently working with the City on Envision
Campbell and the Transportation Improvement Plan for Campbell's Priority
Development Area) were on call to address safety studies from municipalities.
Campbell has used this service in the past with the evaluation of the City's Top
Six intersections for collision frequency.

The traffic safety audit would 1) evaluate the collision history and merits of
relocating the Harriet Avenue crosswalk and 2) recommend traffic calming
measures for the corridor and traffic control devices such as the Pedestrian
Hybrid Beacon.

Schedule

Should the Council approve staff's recommendations, the tentative schedule would be
as follows:

Notify Caltrans of Project Suspension October, 2016
Request Complete Streets Safety Audit October, 2016
Prepare Traffic Calming Concept for FY18 CIP Spring, 2017
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FISCAL IMPACT

The federal Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) grant for the Harriet
Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project is for 90% of the
project cost or $516,900. The City was responsible for a 10% local match or $57,500.

To date the City has been reimbursed for $59,400 in federal funds and has spent
approximately $11,000 in City funds for local match and non-participating project
expenses that are beyond the grant-eligible scope of work (e.g., preparing traffic
calming renditions for public meetings; right-of-way and title research for land transfer
for lands owned by Santa Clara Valley Water District). The remaining $457,500 in
federal HSIP grant funds would be forfeited to the State. The City would have been
responsible for a local match of approximately $50,800.

The proposed FY18 CIP project concept may cost up to approximately $300,000 to
design and construct the traffic calming measures (e.g., speed tables, bulb-outs) and
traffic control devices (e.g., striping, signs, optional Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon).

ALTERNATIVES
1. Do not suspend the Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road
Signalization Project.
2, Do not authorize staff to conceptualize a traffic calming project for

consideration in FY18 CIP.

Prepared by: P2t — J)Lﬁ(

Marjew Jue,, Traffic Engine
Reviewed by: T/{/\ /

Amy/Olay, blty gineer
s
Reviewed by: \oos AL

Todd Capurso Pubhc Works Director
Reviewed by:

David oar/ael %if
Approved by: %/f

Me’rk {ikder, City #fanager

Attachments:
1. Resolution
2. STACC Options A and B
3. Traffic Calming Measures that May Not Work
4. Traffic Calming Measures that May Work
5. Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons



Attachment 1

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CAMPBELL
SUSPENDING THE HARRIET AVENUE/McCOY AVENUE/SAN TOMAS AQUINO
ROAD SIGNALIZATION PROJECT AND DIRECTING STAFF TO CONCEPTUALIZE
A TRAFFIC CALMING PROJECT FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2018/22 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PLAN

WHEREAS, on June 21, 2016, staff presented the staff report on the traffic operational
issues and collision history that led to the Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas
Aquino Road Signalization Project; and

WHEREAS, during the public hearing the vast majority of the members of the public
who spoke opposed the signalization concept and favored focusing on speeding traffic
on Harriet Avenue instead; and

WHEREAS, the City Council requested that staff explore alternative combinations of
signalization and traffic calming measures for this area while concurrently preparing the
plans, specs, and estimates required for the grant submission; and

WHEREAS, the San Tomas Area Community Coalition (STACC) submitted two traffic
calming options to staff and met twice with staff to discuss these options; and

WHEREAS, on September 15, 2016, a neighborhood meeting was held to discuss
alternative combinations of signalization and traffic calming measures for Harriet
Avenue; and

WHEREAS, staff is very concerned about traffic safety at Harriet/McCoy and
Harriet/San Tomas Aquino, respectively; and

WHEREAS, staff acknowledges the community opposes the traffic signal concept and
favors addressing traffic speeds on Harriet Avenue with traffic calming measures; and

WHEREAS, the fiscal impact of suspending the Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San
Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project includes forfeiture of $457,500 in federal
HSIP grant funds; and

WHEREAS, a traffic calming project that addresses the public’'s concerns regarding
Harriet Avenue speeding traffic and pedestrian and bicyclist safety may cost
approximately $300,000; and

WHEREAS, staff recommends that the City Council suspend the Harriet Avenue/McCoy
Avenue/San Tomas Aquino Road Signalization Project; and

WHEREAS, staff recommends that the City Council direct staff to develop a conceptual
design for a traffic calming project for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2018/22 Capital Improvement



Plan (CIP) that would address Harriet Avenue traffic calming and pedestrian and
bicyclist safety across Harriet Avenue.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Campbell
hereby suspends the Harriet/McCoy/San Tomas Aquino Signalization Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Campbell directs staff
to conceptualize a traffic calming project for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2018/22 Capital

Improvement Plan (CIP) that would address Harriet Avenue traffic calming and
pedestrian and bicyclist safety across Harriet Avenue.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 4" day of October, 20186, by the following roll call vote:
AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS:
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS:

APPROVED:

Attest:

Jason T. Baker, Mayor

Wendy Wood, City Clerk



Neighborhood Goal:

Create a Safe Pedestrian Environment

on Harriett Ave

Components of the Plan:

* Class |l Bike Lanes with Buffer Zone

* Speed Tables to Slow Traffic

* Move Crosswalk south of McCoy Ave.

* Crosswalk across Harriett at Salacci Dr.
* Lower Flashing Signals at Crosswalks

* Street Trees and landscaping in Parkways
* ‘Bulb-Outs' at Crosswalks along Harriett
* Stripe ‘Yield' on the street pavement
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Neighborhood Goal:

Create a Safe Pedestrian Environment

on Harriett Ave

Components of the Plan

* Class |l Bike Lanes with Buffer Zone

* Speed Tables to Slow Traffic

* Narrow Street between STA Creek ¢ McCoy

* Landscaped Median Islands at Key Areas

* Move Crosswalk south of McCoy Ave.

* Crosswalk across Harriett at Salacci Dr.

* Lower Flashing Signals at Crosswalks
* Street Trees and Landscaping in Parkways
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Traffic Calming Measures That May Not Work

Measure

Characteristics

Comments

Traffic Circles

Circular islands
superimposed in existing
intersections

Can have landscaping

Fire trucks wunable to traverse
circumference of circular island
without climbing onto curbs and
sidewalks

Circular islands will block driveway
access

Can lead to
parking

loss of on-street

Bulb-outs

Curb extensions meant to

shorten pedestrian
crossing distances at
crosswalks

Effectiveness may be diminished by
presence of bike lanes (i.e., street
may still appear wide)

Crosswalk at
Silacci Drive

Crosswalk was moved
from Harriet/Silacci north
leg to Harriet/McCoy south

leg

Moving crosswalk back to
Harriet/Silacci abandons
pedestrians who cross Harriet

Avenue from McCoy Avenue to San

Tomas Aquino Road and areas

further north

Affected origins and destinations on

McCoy Avenue

e Forest Hill Elementary School

e St Thomas of Canterbury
Catholic Church

e Residences on both sides of
McCoy Avenue

Affected origins and destinations on

Harriet Avenue to the north

e San Tomas Park

e Residences on or near San
Tomas Aquino Road

Will lead to loss of on-street parking

Will lead to loss of tree in park strip

Speed Tables
Too Close to
Intersections

Speed tables too close to
intersections cause cross-
street traffic to encounter
speed table at a skew

Should not be installed within 250
feet of traffic signal (MUTCD)
Should not be installed within 100
feet from closest perpendicular
intersection of residential collector
streets (MUTCD)




Attachment 4

Traffic Calming

Measures That May Work

Measure

Characteristics

Advantages

Disadvantages

Speed
tables

22 feet long to traverse
3 inches high, six-foot
slopes, 10-foot plateau
Gentler slopes than
speed humps

85" percentile speeds
at 30 mph

Widespread
acceptance for use on
residential  collectors
and emergency vehicle
routes

e Recorded speeds in| e
line with Harriet
Avenue speed limit

e Less jolting for fire
trucks °

e Can be used in
conjunction with traffic
signals and other
measures

Motorists may
increase speeds
between speed
tables

Compromises
emergency response
times (up to 9.8
seconds per speed
table)

Motorists may try to
drive around speed

tables (“gutter
running”)

Traffic diversion to
Silacci Drive

Localized noise
Up to $15,000 each

Lane
narrowing

Narrow travel lanes
from existing 12 feet to
future 10 feet +/-
Conservative estimate
is up to $50,000 to
restripe between
Westmont Avenue and
north city limits

e Can reduce speeds | e
one to three mph

e Simple construction

e Does not impact
emergency access

e Does not affect
driveway access

o Relatively inexpensive

Ultimate
effectiveness may be
gained in
combination with
other measures

Bike lane
buffers

Minimum 3-inch wide
hatched striping lane
that separates bike
lanes from adjacent
vehicular lanes

e Provides separation | e
between bicyclists and
motorized vehicles

e Becoming more
popular (now called
“Class IV bikeway”)

May appear to clutter
roadway striping

Median
islands

Medians with vertical
concrete curbs

Potential landscaping
or cobblestone options

e Provides side friction | e
to slow down traffic
e Can be aesthetically | o
pleasing

Reduces driveway
access

Continuous islands
will reduce driveway
access, force U-turns
to access driveways,
and can lead to
congestion
Excavation costs can
be very expensive
Won't work with
buffered bike lanes




Attachment 5
Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons (PHB)

The CA MUTCD allows for PHBs that incorporate red flashing beacons. Figure 1 shows
how a PHB would operate.

Vi.

1. Dark until 2. Flashing yellow | 3. Steady yellow
activated light for 3-6 s light for 3—6 s

[ ‘*

4. Steady red light | 5. Alternating flashing red lights during
during pedestrian pedestrian clearance interval

interval
Figure 1: Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon Typical Operation.

Overhead beacons would remain dark until activated. Harriet Avenue traffic
would have the right-of-way.

Following pedestrian’s activation of the beacons, the bottom beacon would flash
yellow for 3-6 seconds to alert motorists that something is about to change.

iii. A steady yellow would appear for 3-6 seconds to transition to the next phase.

Both red lights would come on steady and side-by-side during a prescribed
pedestrian interval (say 6 seconds). At the same time, pedestrians would see a
pedestrian signal whose indication would show the “Walking Man” symbol.

The red signals would flash alternately during a prescribed pedestrian clearance
interval that clears pedestrians from the street. During this time pedestrians
would see the “Flashing Upraised Hand” symbol. A sign affixed to the pedestrian
pushbutton will instruct pedestrians not to start across the street during this
phase. During the flashing red, motorists on Harriet Avenue would be able to
proceed after stopping for the flashing red.

Finally, the overhead beacons would go dark. The pedestrian signals would
display a “Steady Upraised Hand.”



MEMORANDUM & City of Campbell
g
: City Clerk’s Office
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council Date: September 20, 2016

From: Andrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk W”fyg
Via: g‘) Mark Linder, City Manager

Subject: Desk Item 10 - Letter from Rebecca Yates

w M
On September 30, 2016 a letter was received from Rebecca Yates as part of the public
record in regards to ltem 10.




September 29, 2016

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers

RE: Harriet Avenue speeding and other problems

e

I understand the City plans to install two signal lights on Harriet Avenue at San Tomas-Aquino and
McCoy. OK, but then what? Have you considered the impact these signals lights will have on the rest of
Harriet? Iasked the Traffic Engineer for an answer, he stated it will be before the Council but he either
could not or would not answer how the signals would affect the rest of Harriet,

Are you putting these lights in in hopes the residents will stop complaining? Did the Engineering
Department not want to be bothered with doing a total thoughtful study of the street and it's problems -
before taking action? 1 know the City has obtained a grant to install the lights saying it will solve the
specding problems. 1 know as well as most of the residents on Harriet that grants can be rewritten and

the lights will only encourage speeding. So why is the City bullying us into something that is not the right
fit for Harriet Avenue?

I lived at 867 Harriet since 1983 and seen more incidents and inconsiderate drivers both in cars and on
bicycles than should exist.

I've watched drivers shaving; applying make-up; and my favorite, the man brushing his teeth. Of course
there are the texters and phone talkers. Some drivers use the two-way left turn lane as a passing or
driving or a drag lane and 40 MPH is not uncommon for cars coming from Westmont (I can see the “Your
Speed” sign from my home which, until | complained, only worked during daylight hours Monday
through Friday).

I've watched joggers using the bike lane and bicyclist using the sidewalk. There was even a jogger in the
two-way left turn lane.

I've watched “the children” on bicycles shooting out between parked cars; cutting across the street; and
“the children”, in groups, stopping traffic to cutting across the street.

There are three large parcels developers would love to have. One has plans for 4 to 6 houses and one has
been donated to San Jose State University. I'm sure San Jose State will sell the property for development,

If you continue with taking each parcel as it comes before the City for approval, there will be three streets
between Elam and Westmont. Is this what the City wants, a hodgepodge of streets with only signal lights

at the other end of the street?

[ would appreciate the City Council denying the proposed signals; send the Engineering Department back
to the drawing board to return with a comprehensive plan for the entire street including any new houses.
It would also be nice if the City Engineers could spend time watching the activity at different times of the
day and heavens forbid knock on doors and actually speak with the residents. I would like the City
Council members to show you care about us by finding time to visit our neighborhood and speak with the
residents you said you would represent.

Thank you




ot Ty,

MEMORANDUM § % City of Campbeli
Plgh gl City Clerk’s Office
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council Date: September 30, 2016

From: Andrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk ﬁ
Via: &Mark Linder, City Manager

Subject: Desk ltem 10 — Correspondence in favor of the Harriet/McCoy/San
Tomas Aquino Signalization Project

The attached letter and emails are in favor of the Harriet/McCoy/San Tomas Aquino
signalization project.



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street

Campbell CA 95008

ATTN:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department
Subject: Public Werks Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aguino Rd,

Dear City Council Members:

| live at Margaret Lane of Campbell and | strongly support the public works proposal to install a traffic
signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd intersections. This public works will significantly
improve the safety of cars and pedestrians. Keep your great work and benefit the whole community!
Thanks.

I request that you should support this project at the October 4% council meeting. Thanks.

Sincerely,

o

QIANG SHEN 5;79 37, 2ol




Subject: FW: Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aquine Road Signalization Project --
support

Erom: Charles and Amy Schulz <

Date: September 28, 2016 at 12:10:55 PM PDT

To: <jasonb@citvofcampbell.coms>, <lzg@cityofcampbell.com>, <michaelk@cityofcampbell.coms>,
<jeffc@cityofcampbell.com>, <paulr@citycfeampbell com>

Ce: <PublicWorks@citvofcampbell.com>, <Matthew!@cityofcampbell com>

Subject: Harriet Avenue/McCoy Avenue/San Tomas Aguino Road Signalization Project - support

To: Campbel! City Councii
From: Charles Schulz, Campbell resident (since 1997)
l'am writing in support of the Signalization Project.

As a 20-year resident of this area, | have a lot of experience in using those intersections, hoth as a driver
and as a parent walking my son to Forest Hilf elementary school on McCoy. In my experience, those
intersections have always been difficult at commute and schoof times due to no management of right of
way, and cars that wouldn’t stop, even for crossing guards.

I have attended several of the meetings on this tapic in person to express my support:

®  May neighborhood meeting by the City at Forest Hil schoo!.

*  June City Council meeting to vote on the proposal.

*  August neighborhood meeting at St Thomas of Canterbury Church by the STACC {San Tomas
Area Community Coalition) to review alternate solutions.

¢ 1did not hear about the second neighborhood meeting by the City in September.,

The STACC effort to propose alternate solutions is based on traffic speed issues rather than right-of-way
issues. {have objections to their proposal as an alternative for three reasons:

1. Where is the money for their solution and how long will it take?

a. If their proposals are accepted instead of the signalization work, the signalization grant
money cannot be used. Where does the money come from for the traffic calming
measures instead?

b. Traffic calming measures will need design, funding, and approval phases, which will
take years. Are we willing to continue accidents at that intersection with known risks
untif then?

¢.  Traffic calming has aiready been tried to some extent with crossing guards, moving the
crosswalk from Silacci to McCoy, and the flashing lights at the crosswalk. This would be
continuing an effort that has not shown much success.

d. This would be turning down a carefully prepared, funded solution, for an unfunded,
future potentiai soluticn.

2. Their arguments for speed calming vs. right-of-way issues don't make sense:

a. Pastaccidents have been at the intersections, due to right-of-way conflicts, not on
other spots on Harriet. Accitdents have been during turning, not speeding through the
intersections.




b. i speeding is an issue, a red light is a required stop. What better speed calming is
there?

¢ There were concerns about the lights causing unnecessary stops. But the fights are only
red when there is traffic to manage, so there are no unnecessary stops by the
lights. Conversely, the current stop signs do require stops that would not be necessary
if the lights were green.

d. They cited studies and/or concerns about lights increasing speeding to get through. So,
what, why have lights anywhere?

e. They cited studies and/or concerns about increased pollution of idling cars walting for
lights. But right now you have idling cars waiting to get through an intersection where
traffic doesn’t stop to let them in, 5o you have bad management of idling.

f.  Resident of the area are trying to turn onto Harriet or McCoy, not speeding, Turning
left from McCoy or San Tomas Aguino onto Harriet requires a break in cross-traffic from
two directions, and judgement of adequate time to insert into that break.

8. Pedestrians and bicyclists cannot safely cross McCoy or Harriet when cars are
unpredictably trying to judge breaks in cross-traffic when they can get through.

h. Concerns were raised about traffic using detours instead. The primary example used
was Keith/Parkhurst Drive from Harriet, However, one would still have to make a right
turn onto McCoy, which would be easier to make from Harriet with a fight than from a
stop sign at Parkhurst with no right of way. So that detour would not be successful.

3. Why not both signalization and speed calming? Speed issues can be addressed as well as right-
of-way issues.

a. llike elements of the additional traffic calming proposals. Let’s see if designs can be
funded and approved alsa.

b. Professional traffic engineers have analyzed the intersection and incidents, and
concluded the problems are due to right-of-way conflicts. They have acguired a funded
solytion for that. Don't throw that away.

€. Speed issues can be reviewed alsa.

Previous grant funding for signalization of this intersection was lost several years ago when some
community response objected to the supposed inconvenience and anti-rural nature of a traffic signal, |
thank the Traffic department for persistence on solving the continuing problems at this intersection, and
urge the Council to this time approve the funded solution for the most immediate improvements.

Sincerely,

Charles Schulz
1315 Elam Ave., Campbell

]
i



Subject: FW: traffic lights

Sent: Sunday, September 25, 2016 7:26 PM
To: Planning Division
Subject: traffic lights

Dear Sir,

Our family has lived in the San Tomas area since 1986. Prior to our arrival we were told of a woman
being killed crossing at Harriet. The situation has continued fo deteriorate. Two stop lights are being.
proposed for the area. Kudos. The optional pedestrian button doesn't solve the problem. [t seems
that drivers as well as pedestrians ignore the buttons.

If traffic flow from Westmont toward Bucknall is given preference then | don't see where the
complaints of backed up traffic is applicable. We enter the traffic from Silacci. It is crazy! The vans
leaving school on McCoy roll through the stop sign and rush up the street. Those drivers coming
down Harriet are flying. Our method is to try for the median strip and park until we find a hole.

Also, the street is too wide. The area around San Tomas park is especially wide. It is customary for
drivers to pass on the right and escape down a side street, Driving the speed limit toward Westmont
from Bucknall is inviting drivers to speed by on the right.

It is pure chance that there hasn't been a major accident involving multiple cars. it is a car rodeo in
the morning. We need your help.

Thank You,
Rich Caudili and family
839 Loyalton Dr.




MEMORANDUM & City of Campbell
[
Phgts gl City Clerk’s Office
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council Date: September 30, 2016

From: ‘,lp/—\ndrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk ;@é?
Via: {f Mark Linder, City Manager

Subject: Desk Item 10 — Letters against Harriet/McCoy/San Tomas Aquino
Signalization Project

The attached 58 letters stating their opposition to the Harriet/McCoy/San Tomas Aqguino
signalization project were received in response to the following flyer distributed by the
San Tomas Aquino Area Community Coalition.




San Thomas Aguino Area Community Coalition

McCoy, Harriet and San Tomas Aquino Area Residents
This will be your new Harriet Avenue!!
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City staff is dangling a half million dollar grant
in front of our City Council and they are about to bite.

A traffic signal will

@ . Back up traffic on Harriet Ave. Check the “normal” intersection at San Tomas Aquino and Bucknall.

Increase noise and exhaust pollution. Cars waiting the long time it will take for the signal to change.

¢ Send traffic down your quieter streets with drivers trying to avoid the traffic signal.

Will encourage drivers to hit the gas when encountering a yellow light, putting pedestrians in danger.

Eliminate the “stop and go” option you now have when entering Harriet from McCoy or San Tomas
Aquino.

Only you can stop this project. Attend the October 4™
City Council meeting and make your opinion count.

Together we STACC the odds to fight for our Neighborhoods



#Y  San Thomas Aguino Area Community Coalition

Down Town Campbell Map
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The Campbell City Council meeting will be held
Tuesday, October 4™ at 7:30pm at the Campbell City
Hall building. Carpooling from Harriet Ave. is planned.

Together we STACC the odds to fight for our Neighborhoods



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at ol Inweod be  CAMPRSCL . and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,

%& V\@Q)W

Signature

LORAN Vitiant REaNicy

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

Hiveat_{£ 70 5/ /e . ﬂ 7. and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.

1 request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting,

Sincerely,

Signature

C heis (~ivens

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Projeet 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquine Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iliveat_ 7¢§ S //@f/;‘ od 4o /24 and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/ Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting.

Sincerely,

oo

Signature
VINUTHA RUMALE

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at 7 7\§ %& 'y €w[ %y:q/m against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the M¢Coy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

t/{%/‘;fﬁf&ﬁ

= ey ﬂmm N AN

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin: City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at / YS ](/ A ﬁ A ‘{17/ A Ve and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traftic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

("/«-”///ﬁ%/’y /%7/(5

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iliveat_£65 \‘\kp“‘\ig\-‘ AV and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,
Signature

STYeNE SR

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at 8@ *H&W'HXL AVAS Camchel and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,

14
Signature

\ﬁ\,cg\) WL

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

lliveat 7 / ﬁ AD H/A [:rﬁ,/‘{/ QL and I am against the public works
proposal o install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

%/1(7 71

lgnature J -
Mich o Oahth

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Ilive at ;‘;j 22X //»@? g7 /é—;’ 7 AL andiam against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Smcerely/ /

Slgnature

(peCw Demopsze

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iiveat A4Y Loyatbton v - and I am against the public works

proposal to install a tYaffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

- Sincerely,
| o '
Sign\aﬂ:ure

Evu{;\ o~ Gaalaré\\cm/
N U

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/ Sén Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Ilive at ? ; g L0y AL 70N ,pﬂ and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

L Ern e =

Name




City of Campbell
70 N, First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at Q0 6 ZGY 42Foi 0} /" and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request tiat you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.
Sincerely |
/ %
! Al :
W N .

Signature

Vet (o) A D

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at ?;/ j<8 W )&/‘-{, and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

/4[1{,:2_. ﬁ/;j/&}

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at ) /057 Jay 10 e and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject thigproject at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

4

Signature

T‘(*Q"\j’\ Vion g
' At

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iliveat 23 4~ A/ msp 257 andlam against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

W

Signature

Mak’ f%gh} rox

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

[liveat SO | Lﬁ%&%’! dr. and I am against the public works

proposal to install a fthffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections. '

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

Honggu ong oo

av 7

Name



City of Campbell
70 N, First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at %ﬁé 7 Aécﬁzﬂ / ]éf"(« \ﬁl”/ and I am against the public works

proposal to install afraffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.
Sincergly,
7

Signature

Da & Sevemsen

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
1liveat _}578 Summerhic 14 Prve and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Tohn  Yonelly

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Projeét 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:
_ | )

I live at 8’} 4 "lﬁgﬁi ET AYE and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

Sincerely,
Signature

tHus AN FRANK

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iliveat & & 2 /7 A 2§ 27§ and [ am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Ilarriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

Depdedi R &Ly 000

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Projecf 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:
I live at /5 75 S /é{’ CCyf D/ and I am[against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Si%néure

d)ﬁhm é)f'&

Name
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City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Pau] Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
. Dear City Council Members:

I live at l gb q Si Mw D’{" Ve and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

. Jmmﬁf 7 Vo

Signature

ennifer Kaso

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:
(o) be WL CIA 75008~
Ilive at %@ﬁ Su WW@LG Q/{A/@YL and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerel, ; |
Ny !

Signature

vt Doy Sack

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Strect
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:

I live ati/J{} N __ ) ‘ '_ (‘}N\ Ri\ { ﬂ and I am zigszmst the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,

%\0,«()%"‘

—
Signature

Q\Aavmm\ 605\/\&2

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  Cily Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Tiveat 70! M G C}\V‘Q/-f,\ L—W and I am against the public works

proposal to install a trafflc signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting,.

Sincerely,

MSW

Signature

Kim SfSQWOWQ

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
lliveat 702 Mapgore) Lo/ and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

1

;fu ;7 .
A Vi
A e N %,

i ) o

Signature

B{lmu\f L@ec}A.

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
liveat  |S8% Surhm Ofg lld Dr, and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

Sincerely,

O\

\

Signature

| (_///i u_q.ﬂ% ZM

Name




City of Campbell
70 N, First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

Ilive at 55 Tnpinced e and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting.

Sincerely,

//;/ ;f:/ / Lawoond 15 /mrc»é‘f’/’ o Krniet Ave in Hle

LLFL L s AL ;/@; 2 S8 gilore He repd z‘;’ffﬁg 5’;5-?&(:( s /?fap@?i'éc?{{
Signature
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City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:

Ilive at IS84 SUMmERFIELD DR. and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/ Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Eliks VoL

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Tiveat /4 7/ FENSK:A2 D2  andIam against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

)/l &

Sigftature

Judi st Bracil

Name




City of Campbell
=70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Ilive at i Lt‘/’m- 6\ WWWEN OF and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

A Nowa

Signatuge

Tl N A

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:

Iliveat ' N2 M/AW\@\ and I am against the public works

proposal to install a fraffi¢ signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.
I request that you reject this project at the October 4tt council meeting.
Sincgrely, -
" ;
SR ——
Signature

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Councﬂ Members:

I live at W Elam M (ﬂmﬂbd g(lﬂV and T am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic sig‘hal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

\\% Qv

Signature

Wil T- bl

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:

Tiveat 367 /< "," Z =)l %& and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic SIgnal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atin:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iliveat 1455 Liam Ave and 1 am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

\yr

Signature

Ao Vervacanomoy

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subhj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at goo [—,[[,Lwi d/ iq A ¢ . and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting. -

Sincerely,

(Guiliisn

Signature

4”&@/7/ /(&0

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/ Harriet/ San Tomas Aquine Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Ilive at é 29 /\’WM & . and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

V

Signature

Ui “Fbitpy

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Iliveat ¥ 2o #ACR1ET HVZ_ and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the MeCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

P IE dfg/?é’ﬁ@’——»
Py

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at ? !3 Wl{f’ ‘WQTA‘ \/(“? and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

,Kf’”fj Dickson

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

'Subj : Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquinc Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at \'q{)@ \‘JS'V“P Dé— and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

Sincerel

S F
Signature

\ﬁv\'\k@‘w : &\a@ﬁff“@d\'

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Suhbj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
I live at / (/&7? E /ﬁm A and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

l

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

Sincerely,

: } L \v/ ,.ejgf—(vx‘)

Signature

sin Nelaces

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
[liveat 513 Z@\J}ZE Ltorn IO, andlam against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,
Signature —

Aklls Naveerz

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

A ~ s | ]
I live at ) L\hjl'(f—) %l \M m O’%\ and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sir‘fcerely,

' _
Sigf;alure

Dad :%U\B P

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

Iliveat_f «i/ 72 j i’-l’iﬁ&’l' /:) ﬂi : and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,
7
Signature

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at 6 7& H U\W ' ’Q ot and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections. . - ,

I request that you reject this project at the October 4 council meeting.

Sincerely,

s [Lasr CZD R CLE H'\?w%m? §
Signature @ . R . ®M | )

DAMEDARA M Po0S:

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Pau] Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:

Sy b L Sines 1ATTB
I live atvg AL %‘"{Iﬁ cried Aves ™ andlam agai"I{st the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature v
Greotdis. Moy pres
€Olte., T (VT

U

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Suhj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

1ve at Zﬁ‘w 4{}&%@2 and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th councﬂ meeting.

Signature

/ZMM/@ A2 7?-57;/
i Foz
é@»@{/

4
ame



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
' Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

liveat 720 S5 SMI/W and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the MLéCoy/ Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,

Sig‘*?éture

Zgﬂ LwtSE gfﬂ‘;‘L

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at 7¢ souni Lo Tompe Aanino and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting.

Sincerely,

Sifmetare—

\Saa:&g( HM’w@J

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Ilive at i L#?O Cag Y\-@i\Q)V\ C{' and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

1 request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

Kirstia Torvyer
Name ‘\/




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:
e L

We .
Alive at l \§ b !’}WW] P’]L A VehnL and Jeam against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

o
ATequest that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,
/jﬂ,/kfgﬁcwm- @yyy e
Signature Zg I

David & Bowers  Hhny i BoWeKS

Name



City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Ilive at 2\85’ f }U &> DOD Q\ _ andIam against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

el

Si%u’re
STt o Cedoe Ereter

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Aftn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Tliveat bl \J€5T ?M hve_ and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

/)?Ml ML

Signature

?&nﬁ- M ?wiudL

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at }7 (fg 7L7L d_rf ' 'ﬁfi’ A“/ € and1am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

LA— : 4 £

Signature

@@ﬂ f’%ajdf <

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbel! CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

I live at \6 Cih SUW\MW \d @r! and I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature 7 i/ - j
K@"ﬂ G’LL“iCByﬁ

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

live at /9 45 M WW&”‘L and I am against the-publieworks

-proposalse-instatt a traffic signal at the McCoy/ Harrlet/ San Tomas Aquino Rd
intersections. -
onacded) mZhen . Wf

I request that yoWeebﬂ%—ﬂﬁeOcto er 4% council meeting.

Sincerely,

9 At M)&-}W

Signature

TA. M/KF%N&& :

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

1live at /47 S. Sow/ oris ,Q?ggﬂfls A4 - and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signdl at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th council meeting.

Sincerely,

Vot Boreie
V4

Signature

VEZR S 7

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street.
Campbell CA 95008

—a—

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
" Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/ San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members:

Ilive at?/ 90 Se gmw /%ﬁ +_and I am against the public works
proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aqulno Rd.

intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

Slgnature

Name




'MEMORANDUM City of Campbell

City Clerk’s Office

PRep e

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council Date: October 3, 2016

F‘rom:""z Andrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk
Via: Mark Linder, City Manager.~
Subject: Desk ltem 10 ~ Letter from Marylyn Scott

On October 3, 2016, a letter was received from Marylyn Scott as part of the public
record in regards to item 10.




Marylyn Scott

9/30/16

City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA g5008

Attention:

Mark Linder, City Manager

Paul Kermoyan, Director Comimunity Development Department
City Council Members

Todd Capurso, Public Works

Matthew Jue, Public Works

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members and Staff:

Please accept this as my formal opinion that the city plan for a traffic light will only make
matters worse with the following:

= Stop and back up traffic on Harriet Ave 24 hours a day

« Increase noise and exhaust pollution

« Send “feeder sfreet” traffic down quieter streets with less capacity

« Will encourage drivers to hit the gas pedal when encountering a yellow light

I'urge you to look at alternative solutions brought forth by the community in lieu of the

current city plan.

Best regards,

TACCmemberName

' Together we STACC the odds to fight for our Neighborhoods




MEMORANDUM City of Campbell
_ g City Clerk’s Office
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council Date: October 3, 2016

From: }gﬁmdrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk

Via: Mark Linder, City Managg’r.ﬁ/%

Subject: Desk Item 10 — Letter from Scott Bang

On October 3, 2018, a letter was received from Scott Bang as part of the public record
in regards to item 10.




San Tomas Avea Community Coalition

Scott Bang

10-03-16
City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attention:

Mark Linder, City Manager

Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department
City Council Members ‘
Todd Capurso, Public Works

Matthew Jue, Public Works

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.

Dear City Council Members and Staff:

I'am a resident in the area of Campbell near the proposed stoplight for Harriet and
McCoy Ave. I am opposed to thisidea for the following reasons:

1. Itwill stop and back up traffic on Harriet Ave 24 hours a day, thus increasing
noise and exhaust pollution.

2. It will encourage drivers to go down other side streets that are quieter, and have
less capacity to handle large amounts of traffic.

3. It will encourage drivers to speed up when they see a yellow light, thus causing
more potential danger to residents and pedestrians.

4. It will use up more electricity that is unnecessary and wasteful
5. Tt will be an eyesore and create “light pollution” for the nearby residents.

6. It can potentially cause more noise pollution, due to more cars stopping, and
perhaps honking, etc. when lights are not working,

While I understand as much as anyone about the safety of pedestrians, especially
young school children, since I am a Father of a 5-year old daughter myself, I believe
there are better solutions to making this intersection safer:

1. Putin speed bumps to slow drivers down.




Project 14-GG Signal Light STACC Member Letter Page 2 of 2
2. Make the crosswalk striping on the roads better and further away from the curbs,

indicating drivers to stop earlier before the intersection than they normally
would.

3. Install a small island for the right turn from Harriet onto McCoy that separates it
from the rest of the road, and perhaps put one of the same for McCoy turning
right onto Harriet Ave,

As a resident in the San Tomas / Harriet area of Campbell, T ask you to please
reconsider putting up a signal there, as I believe that may potentially solve one problem
but would bring on several new, and unwanted other problems to the area. There are
other solutions that can solve the safety issue that will avoid these new, unwanted
problems.

bl

Thank you for time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Scott Bang

Together we STACC the odds to fight for our Meighborhoods



MEMORANDUM § City of Campbell
Pt sl City Clerk’s Office
To: Honorable Mayor and City Council Date: October 3, 2016

From: “'}%’()Andrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk
Via: Mark Linder, City Manager

Subject: Desk Item 10 — Responses received in opposition to the Harriet/McCoy
Signalization Project -

On October 3, 2016, the following responses were received as part of the public record
in regards to Item 10,




City of Campbell
=70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members: |
Iliveat 599 Fwwoop g and T am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4th couneil meeting.

Sincerely,
Signature
STevE & bhbowe

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Atm:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14~GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:
Tliveat /32 S. San Zamas .49 & o R4 and 1 am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCov/ Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4t council meeting.

Sincerely,

/LW

S}z nature

ﬁ LM bf“a/%ff

Name




City of Campbell
=0 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Afttn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Suby: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

ot
I live at iy gZJ?’ 4/2’74*7 %d I am against the public works

proposal to install a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting.

Sincerely,

Signature

c‘%%}% 4%,//@,

Name




City of Campbell
76 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light MeCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

2 K .
Tveat (/3 5 Fearut f:}‘f/ﬁ s and I am against the public works

proposal to mstal‘l a traffic signal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
infersections. T am «lsw e g 2 nsi S pLs o Ao bles | T lere velie o ,£gem/J 6&4%5—

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting. %W

91ncerely,

f;“i’/ ;;WJ/

f'

Signature

Vg B :"’ )
iﬁc?iﬁ’@&f / &f/b//'/ <ﬂ@f€)\,

S

Name




City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell CA 95008

Attn:  City Council Members
Mark Linder, City Manager
Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department

Subj: Public Works Project 14-GG Signal Light McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
Dear City Council Members:

Iiveat_ 7 8’ 5 LG U]q }»/—0 i 7)/ and I am against the public works

proposal to msta}l a traffic ¥ignal at the McCoy/Harriet/San Tomas Aquino Rd.
intersections.

I request that you reject this project at the October 4% council meeting.

: "/'? g éf —

; Slgnamre

Chartes B> Hardy

Name




MEMORANDUM City of Campbell

City Clerk’s Office

‘o .
Repan®

To: Honorable Mayor and City Council . Date: October 4, 2016

From: Andrea Sanders, Deputy City Clerk.”%—
Via: Mark Linder, City Manager

Subject: Desk ltem 10 — Letter from Yuan-Pin Yu

On October 4, 2018, a letter was received from Yuan-Pin Yu as part of the public record
in regards to item 10.




Yuan-Pin Yu
.

Sep 3, 2016

City of Campbell
70 N. First Street
Campbell, CA 95008

Attn: Mark Linder, City Manager
Todd Capurso, Public Works
City Council Members

Subj: Proposed traffic signal at Harriet, McCoy, and San Tomas Aquino

Dear City Council Members and Staff:

Around the Harriet Ave and McCoy Ave, there are two major paramount growing public issues;
car speeding and pedestrian safety. Car speeding issues have heen existent for many years and are getting
worse year after year. Everyday residents on Harriet Ave have to deal with car speeding issues, including
danger, noise, and potlution. Pedestrian safety is getting worse with the speeding cars. insufficient beacon
street crossing, wide-open roads, and no effective traffic calming measures on Harriet Ave,

After attending the hearing proposing installation of traffic light and alternative measurement on
Harriet Ave, McCoy Ave, and San Tomas Aquino Rd., ] strongly disagree that the traffic light will solve
these two issues. In fact, I think it will make the issues worse and create new issues such as pollution,
noise and a longer queue of cars. A longer queue of cars might cause the cars to speed even more to catch
up with time lost due to the traffic light. The pedestrians wit! be exposed to drivers paying more attention
to the traffic light than the pedestrians, especially when cars making turns onto Harriet Ave or McCoy
Ave. The traffic light system does not take into good consideration of residents directly impacted in the
infersection and along the queuing of cars as well as new probiem that might be introduced to by pass the
traffic light by driving cars through streets to get around the traffic light..

The proposed alternative measurements are simple solutions to address these two issues upon
obtaining the agreement from the directly impacted residents. 1 urge the City Council to reject the traffic
light proposal and take the alternative measurements such as enhancing the existing beacon flashing street
crossing to make it more obvious and tursing on the red flash light only when pushed by the pedestrians
crossing the street, adding a crossing guard, narrowing the Harrjet Street, adding speed hump on Harriet




St. before the crossing afier the park and before McCoy, before Silacei Dr and another one between
Silacci Dr and Westmont Ave. If the speed hump is not acceptable, replace them with stop signs, When
the traffic is dramtically slowed, the problem is alleviated and solved with a crossing guard and improved
street crossing hump and beacon system. A simple solution could solve the problems without introducing
new issues.

I demand the Council to send this proposal back to staff with instructions to reject the idea of
building traffic lights and to present and implement alternatives as well as to solve the hazard prone water
clogging issue in my driveway as described in Supplement I.




Supplement I:

Beiow are the photos showing water clogging my driveway torward the center of the road, two days after
the peek of the clogging which is worse than what’s shown in these twao photos. There were a couple of
instances that bikers turned suddenty toward the center of the street to avoid the water and almost hit by
cars. After Street Maintenance Supervisor Mr, Ron Taormina contacted me on August 2, he promised to
cut through the side of the road to direct water through to drain the water effectivel ly, there is no further
action taken to solve this issue vet. The raining season is coming soon, | really need your help to solve
this issue before an accident occurs due to this.




Item: 11.
Category: Public Hearing
Meeting Date: October 4, 2016

TITLE: Housing Impact Fees Nexus Study (Resolution / Roll Call Vote)

RECOMMENDATION

That the City Council take the following action:

1. Adopt a Resolution, accepting the methodology and findings of the Nexus Study.
2. Continue the meeting to November 1% and:

a. Direct staff to prepare a Resolution adopting the recommended residential and
non-residential housing mitigation fees.

b. Direct staff to prepare a Zoning text amendment, amending Chapter 21.24 to
implement the necessary changes to the provisions related to residential projects
(rental and ownership), non-residential projects, in-lieu fees, and impact fees.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

The adoption of fees is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act. Pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15378(b)(4), the creation of government funding
mechanisms or other government fiscal activities which do not involve any commitment
to any specific project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the
environment is not a project under CEQA.

BACKGROUND

The City’s Inclusionary Housing Ordinance requires 15% of all units in a residential
project of ten or more living units or residential lots, to be made available at an
affordable ownership cost, unless an alternative is approved". Requiring builders of new
housing to include a percentage of affordable units bears a reasonable relationship to
the public welfare, not only because the City has a Housing Element policy that
supports the provision of affordable housing (Policy H-3.1a), but also because new
development without affordable units contributes to the shortage of affordable housing.

While inclusionary zoning is legal in California, the City does not have the ability to
require inclusionary units in rental projects pursuant to case law?. Furthermore, the City
does not currently have housing impact fees or an affordable housing requirement that
applies to residential projects with fewer than 10-units or to non-residential projects.

' The Inclusionary Ordinance is located in Campbell Municipal Code Chapter 21.24. Affordable
Ownership Cost is defined in Section 21.24.030. Alternatives are defined in Section 21.24.070.
? The 2009 Palmer court decision is described further in the Residential Nexus Analysis
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Several factors, including the elimination of Redevelopment Agencies in 2012, have
increased the need for new policies to address affordable housing. Housing prices have
increased in Campbell with many homes approaching or exceeding the $1 million sales
price, making owning a home unaffordable to many of the City’s workforce. The
shortage of affordable housing particularly affects lower-income renters and first-time
homebuyers.

On July 21, 2015, staff provided the City Council with a comprehensive overview of
case law affecting affordable housing, alternatives for complying with the City’s
Inclusionary Ordinance, the difference between an in-lieu fee and a housing impact fee,
and an overview of the Nexus Study concept as a means to implement housing impact
fees and commercial linkage fees (Attachment 5). While staff had recommended that
the City Council authorize preparation of a Nexus Study at that time, the vote was split
2-to-2 with one member absent (Baker), resulting in a “no-action” vote. However on
October 6, 2015, the City Council reconsidered the issue and authorized preparation of
a Nexus Study with a 3-2 vote (Attachment 6).

In an effort to save time and money and provide a stronger basis to support
consideration of housing impact fees, the City collaborated with other jurisdictions in
Santa Clara County and Alameda County to acquire the services of Keyser Marston
Associates (KMA) to prepare a Nexus Study (Attachment 7). Individual Nexus Studies
were then prepared for each participating jurisdiction. Campbell’s cost to participate was
$25,000 with a total contract amount not to exceed $40,000. Staff recommended that up
to $15,000 in additional funds be set-aside for any subsequent analysis® that may be
requested by the Council following their initial review of the Nexus findings.

Many cities have implemented impact fees to support affordable housing. The basic
rationale for imposing a housing impact fee is that all new development, whether it is
residential or non-residential, contributes to a need for affordable housing. The City of
Campbell can levy impact fees on new development, provided that there is a rational
and proportional link between the fee and the impact the fee is addressing. In order to
impose such a fee, the City must determine the amount of the impact, and the
consequent fee that is legally justifiable based on that impact.

DISCUSSION

The purpose of this Public Hearing is to present the findings of the Nexus Study and
provide a recommendation for fee adoption and associated policy changes. A summary
of the maximum nexus-based fees and consultant recommended fees can be found in
Tables 1 and 2 of this report. A summary of staff's recommended policy changes and
fee levels can be found in Tables 3 and 4 of this report.

® A discussion of the alternative analysis is located on page 31 of Attachment 7.
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Nexus Study Content. The attached Nexus Study includes a Summary, Context
Materials, and Recommendations Report (“Summary Report”) (Attachment 2) and two
appendices; the Residential Nexus Analysis (Attachment 3) and the Non-Residential
Nexus Analysis (Attachment 4). The Summary Report includes an introduction (page
1), findings and recommendations (page 4), and a summary of the nexus analyses
(page 13). The Summary Report also includes context analyses for policy decisions
including a Multifamily Apartment Financial Feasibility Analysis (page 20), an on-site
compliance cost analysis (page 27), a summary of residential affordable housing
requirements in other jurisdictions (page 31), a non-residential development costs
analysis (page 38), and a summary of jobs-housing linkage fee programs in other
jurisdictions (page 41). The two appendices provide the technical analyses and
documentation to support adoption of affordable housing impact fees on residential and
non-residential (commercial) development in the City of Campbell.

Nexus Study Overview: A nexus study assesses the connection between new
development and the need for new affordable housing. Basically, every person who
moves into a market-rate home will generate a need for services typically provided by
employees paid less than the median income. The nexus study calculates the number,
type and salaries of jobs that will result from a new development and determines how
many affordable homes will be needed to house the new workers. Providing an
adequate supply of affordable homes for these new low-wage workers requires a
subsidy. The subsidy per unit is the difference between the cost to develop the
affordable unit and the affordable price or unit value (the “affordability gap”) and will
depend on the affordability level in question (i.e. Very Low, Low, and Moderate).

The nexus analysis assumes there is no excess supply of affordable housing available
to absorb or offset new demand. Fees are used to mitigate the new demand by
financing new affordable units. Some cities allow developers to voluntarily provide
affordable units instead of paying a fee. A developer would not be required to build the
required number of affordable housing units and also pay a housing impact fee.

Affordable Housing Impact Fee

New Affordable Housing

A/“\ Fees paid ' o
o .2 e \ =LEe 4 ¥ Affordable Housing
Market rate development Trust Fund
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In-lieu Fees versus Impact fees: A discussion of the difference between in-lieu fees
and impact fees can be found in Attachment 5. In general, an in-lieu fee is an
alternative to building on-site units, while an impact fee is a required mitigation for the
affordable housing impacts of new development. An “in-lieu fee” is based on the cost to
the City of providing an affordable home if the developer does not build it on site.

Currently the City has an in-lieu fee option for low density (six or fewer units per acre)
projects with 10 or more units*; however, staff is not aware of any projects that have
triggered the in-lieu fee option. This is possibly due to the fact that the low-density land
use areas in the City are built-out. If the City Council wants to maintain an in-lieu fee
option for low-density projects, the fee schedule should be updated to reflect the
findings of the on-site compliance cost analysis indicating that the cost of providing
affordable units on-site significantly exceeds current in-lieu fees. The current $34.50 per
square foot fee has only increased by one dollar ($1)° since it was adopted by the City
in 2007. At the time, KMA (who completed the in-lieu fee analysis) recommended that a
re-evaluation be performed every five years.

Amount of Fees: A nexus study establishes the maximum fee that can legally be
charged to a developer for each type of development being studied. The maximum fee
is based on the subsidy required to bridge the “affordability gap” between the cost to
build the unit and the affordable ownership price charged to the household. A
discussion of the equivalent cost of complying with the City’s Inclusionary Ordinance
can be found on page 12 of this report.

While a city could legally charge the full nexus-based fee amount (i.e., the cost for the
City to build the unit itself), fees are often set below the maximum justified amounts. In
other words, developers are not required to fully mitigate the need to house the low-
income workers that serve the new market rate households (e.g., coffee baristas,
gardeners, cleaners, etc.). This is primarily due to various policy considerations, such as
comparisons with other cities, local housing market conditions, and the jurisdiction’s
current fee structure.

A feasibility study addresses the potential impacts that new housing impact fees could
have on the feasibility of new development. A Multifamily Apartment Financial Feasibility
Analysis was prepared for the City (pages 20 through 26 of Attachment 2)°. The
financial feasibility analysis estimates the costs to develop a new apartment project and
the rental income that could be generated by the project upon completion. If the rental
income is sufficient to support the development costs and generate a sufficient profit
margin, the project is considered feasible. The analysis indicates that the economics of
multifamily rental projects are strong under current market conditions and that projects
are generally feasible in Campbell.

* The in-lieu fee and other alternatives to the Inclusionary Ordinance are described in Attachment 5.

® 2007/2008: $33.50 (owner) and $20.70 (rental) / 2015/2016: $34.50 (owner) and $21.50 (rental)

®A feasibility study of for-sale projects was not analyzed because developers have already factored in the
cost of complying with the City’s existing inclusionary housing policy.
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Residential Nexus Analysis: The residential nexus study analyzes the relationship
between new residential development and the resultant new jobs that service the new
homes and residents. Landscapers, childcare workers and food service worker jobs will
be created as a result of new development. Because many of these jobs pay low
income wages, there will be a resulting demand for new affordable housing. The
relationship between new homes, the jobs created, and the need for affordable housing
is summarized in the graphic below.

New market rate New jobs, some Need for new
homes pay low wages affordable homes

Rental projects (apartments) and ownership projects (condominiums, townhomes, and
single-family detached homes) were evaluated in the Nexus Study. The Residential
Nexus Analysis Appendix (Attachment 3) provides detailed information on the
methodology, assumptions, and market surveys that were used to determine
appropriate in-lieu and impact fee levels.

Rental projects: While it is possible that new legislation’, or case law, will restore the
ability to apply inclusionary requirements to rental projects in the future, impact fees are
currently the only available mechanism for jurisdictions to require affordable “rental
housing” in California. If this ability is restored in the future, the City Council could
amend the Ordinance such that requirements for rental projects would be similar to the
requirements for ownership projects (i.e., require on-site affordable units). In the
meantime, the Nexus Study allows the City to implement housing impact fee
requirements on rental projects. As shown in Table 1, the nexus study supports fees up
to $48 per square foot for rentals; however KMA suggests a fee in the $20 to $25 per
square foot range. The recommended fee is in line with fees in Cupertino, but above the
$17 fee in Fremont, Mountain View, San Jose, and Sunnyvale. If the City wants to
encourage affordable rental units to be built on-site as an alternative to payment of the
fee, a higher fee might be helpful.

The City will also need to decide the unit threshold that will trigger fees, if adopted. The
minimum size rental project subject to the fee in nearby cities ranges from five (5) units
in Mountain View to one (1) unit in Cupertino. A summary of rental impact fees and unit
thresholds in other select jurisdictions can be found on page 5 of Attachment 2.

" The most recent effort to ‘fix” the Palmer ruling failed to get a majority vote in the legislature.
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Ownership projects: The Nexus Study allows the City to choose to either charge in-
lieu fees or require on-site units (or suitable alternatives). On-site affordable unit
construction has the advantage of delivering affordable units concurrently with market
rate units; however, the cost of monitoring and enforcing affordability covenants can be
a disadvantage. On the other hand, fees can be used by non-profit providers to build
and manage affordable projects, often at a deeper level of affordability than units
produced by for-profit developers. However, it may take time to accumulate sufficient
funding as well as identify and acquire a suitable site for an affordable project.

Therefore, many cities require developers to build on-site ownership units in larger
developments. For example, in Cupertino, fees are only permitted as an option for
projects with fewer than seven (7) units. In other words, the developer must build the
units® if a project has seven or more units. It should be noted that Cupertino’s
inclusionary requirements are applicable to residential ownership projects with as few
as one unit, while Campbell’s inclusionary ordinance currently only applies to projects
with 10 or more units. A summary of requirements in other jurisdictions can be found on
page 6 of Attachment 2.

Residential Projects with 10 or more Units: KMA reviewed the City’s Inclusionary
Ordinance and recommended that the City continue to require a 15% on-site
affordable unit requirement for residential ownership projects (condominiums,
townhomes, and single-family detached homes) with 10 or more units. Thus, a
developer would still be required to build the on-site units in larger residential
ownership projects, as opposed to paying a fee. The City also has the option of
charging fees when the computation for the number of required affordable units
results in a fraction. Currently, the City requires applicants to construct another unit
when the fraction is 0.5 or greater, while gaining nothing when the fraction is 0.49 or
less. A recommendation to charge fees on fractional units or allow the applicant to
build a unit regardless of the fractional amount is included in the recommendations
summary table on page 9 of this report.

If the City Council prefers fees that can be leveraged with other funds to do stand-
alone affordable projects, the City could create a fee alternative for all projects.
However, fees would need to be set very high for on-site units to be a competitive
choice. If given the choice, a for-profit developer will choose to pay the fee if the cost
is lower than building the unit (see discussion on page 4 and 12 of this report).
Alternatively, the City could adopt an “add on” fee in addition to the on-site
requirement, as implemented in Fremont and San Ramon®. While not
recommended, KMA suggests that, if adopted, add-on fees should be kept in the $2
to $5 per square foot range.

. Although it may not be allowed by right, Cities typically allow developers to seek Council approval of fee
anment instead of on-site units, with sufficient evidence supporting their request.

Add-on fees would likely be structured as an additional inclusionary percentage requirement with a
modest in-lieu fee alternative. Details of an add-on fee program were not provided but could be
researched if the Council is interested. ‘
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Small Residential Projects under 10 Units: The City’s Inclusionary Ordinance
currently only applies to residential projects with 10 or more ownership units. The
City could require a developer to pay an impact fee or in-lieu fee for projects with
fewer than 10 units (e.g., 5 to 9 units). This would procure funding for affordable
housing that is not currently available and reduce the incentive for projects to stay
just under the 10-unit threshold. KMA recommends that in-lieu fees be kept between
$15 and $25 per square foot for smaller projects.

Residential Additions: The nexus analysis also enables the City to apply housing
in-lieu fees to residential additions. While uncommon, San Carlos is an example of a
city that applies a reduced fee for additions over 1,000 square feet'®. However, staff
does not recommend fees for additions, so as not to discourage homeowners from
improving their homes. If the Council considers impact fees on additions, the KMA
recommended fee level is the same or less than the fee for small projects ($15 to

$25 per square foot).

Residential Impact Fees: The following table summarizes the KMA recommended fees
and the maximum fee supported by the Nexus Study. Under state law, the City could,
legally, levy the maximum fee on the types of development analyzed in the Nexus
Study. However, the fact that a fee level is legally justified does not mean that such a
fee is feasible or desirable. If adopted, fees should be set high enough to support a
meaningful contribution to affordable housing, while being low enough to not discourage
development given the strength of the local real estate market and fee levels in

neighboring jurisdictions.

Table 1 — NEXUS STUDY - RESIDENTIAL IMPACT FEES

KMA Recommended Fee | Maximum Nexus-Based Fee
Development Type :
Per Square Foot Per Square Foot | *Per Unit
Single Family (small lot) City continue to require $36.60 $65,700
developers to build 15%
Townhome on-site units for residential $40.60 $60.900
Condominium projects with 10 + units $45.70 $45,700
Rental Apartment $20.00 to $25.00 $48.00 $48,000
Small Projects (under 10 units) $15.00 to $25.00 *The ‘per unit fee’ is based on an
Additions $15.00 to $25.00 or less assumed average unit size (sq. ft.)

"% A minimum threshold can avoid the administrative burden of calculating fees on very small additions.
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Non-Residential / Commercial Nexus Analysis:

The relationship between commercial development and the need for new affordable
housing is similar to the residential nexus, where some of the jobs created by new
commercial development will pay low income wages and thus create a direct demand
for new affordable housing, as shown in the graphic below.

—> ”

New jobs, some Need for new
pay low wages affordable homes

The Nexus Study analyzed six (6) different commercial building types that either exist in
Campbell or are expected to be built in the near future: office; high tech office; hotel;
retail / restaurant / service; light industrial; and warehouse. The Non-Residential Nexus
Analysis Appendix (Attachment 4) provides detailed information on the methodology,
assumptions, and market surveys that were used to determine the non-residential
(commercial) appropriate fee levels.

Non-Residential (Commercial) Impact Fees: The following table includes the KMA
recommended fees and the maximum nexus-based fees for non-residential
development. A summary of the commercial impact fees in other cities can be found
beginning on page 42 of the Nexus Study (Attachment 2).

Table 2 — NEXUS STUDY - NON-RESIDENTIAL (COMMERCIAL) FEES
Development KMA Recommended Fee | *Maximum Nexus-Based Fee
Type Per Square Foot Per Square Foot
Office $10.00 to $15.00 $140.10
High Tech Office $10.00 to $15.00 $156.40
Retail $5.00 to $10.00 $260.70
Hotel _ $5.00 to $10.00 $125.50
Light Industrial $5.00 to $10.00 $146.50
Warehouse $5.00 to $10.00 $46.60
*Maximum nexus-based fees are not recommended fee levels. See Non-Residential Nexus Analysis
for detail.
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KMA recommends fees within the $10 to $15 per square foot range for office and $5 to
$10 per square foot for all other non-residential commercial development (hotel, retail,
restaurant, light industrial). The City could further distinguish fee levels by building type
(e.g., lower fees for retail) in order to remain competitive in attracting desired uses. Fees
could also be structured relative to development costs. The table on page 40 of the
Summary Report (Attachment 2) expresses fees as a percentage of total development
cost. For example, a fee of $12 per square foot is approximately 2% of the total
development cost for office uses where the average development cost is $575 per
square foot. In general, non-residential impact fees range from 1% to 5% of total
development costs, with the higher ratio generally reserved for cities with strong market

conditions.

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

A summary of staff's recommended policy changes (Table 3) and fee levels (Table 4)
are shown below and on the next page.

Table 3 - STAFF RECOMMENDED POLICIES

Development
Type

Policy Recommendation

Rental projects

New: Require an applicant to pay an affordable housing impact fee per
the discussion on page 5.

New Fee Alternative: Alternatively, the applicant can make 6% of the
rental units available to very low-income households and 8% of the
units available to low-income households. Where the calculation
results in a fraction, the applicant has the choice to provide the unit or
pay an in-lieu fee for the fractional amount.

Residential
Ownership
Projects with

10 or more Units

No change: Applicant shall continue to make 15% of all new
ownership units available to lower-income households and moderate-
income households.

No change: Where the calculation results in a fraction of 0.5 or
greater, the applicant shall construct an additional unit.

New: Where the fraction is 0.49 or less, the owner may build the unit
or pay an in-lieu fee for the fractional amount.

Small Residential
Ownership
Projects

(5-9 units)

New: Require an applicant to pay an affordable housing impact fee per
the discussion on page 7.

New Fee Alternative: Alternatively, the applicant can make one of the
ownership units available to a moderate-income household.
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Table 3 continued - STAFF RECOMMENDED POLICIES

Deve bpmont Policy Recommendation

Type

Residential .

Additions No fee or requirement recommended.

New: Non-Residential / Commercial Development projects shall pay an
affordable housing impact fee to mitigate the impacts of the project on
the need for affordable housing. Fees are scaled based on a
Non-Residential combination of estimated development costs and policy objectives
Development (e.g., not discouraging retail from locating in Campbell). Staffs
recommended fees are equal to approximately 2% of the development
cost for office, restaurant, hotel, and light industrial, and approximately
1% of retail development cost.

The following fee recommendations are based on a review of fees in other jurisdictions,
consideration of total development costs, and City objectives for attracting retail uses. A
summary of non-residential housing impact fees in Santa Clara County and along the
Peninsula as well as fees as a percentage of development costs can be found on pages
10 and 11 of Attachment 2. Staff's recommended fee levels fall within the range
recommended by Keyser Marston Associates.

Table 4 - STAFF RECOMMENDED FEES

Development Type Fee
Large Residential Ownership Projects with 10 or more Units n/a
Small Residential Ownership Projects under 10 Units $15.00/ sq. ft.
Residential Rental Projects $25.00/ sq. ft.
Office (including high technology) $12.00/ sq. ft.
Restaurant $8.00/ sq. ft.
Hotel $9.00/ sq. ft.
Retail / Warehouse / Light Industrial $5.00/ sq. ft.
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OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

If fees are considered (either as recommended or modified by the Council), the
following information may further help inform the Council’s decision.

Fees and Policies in Other Jurisdictions: While the City of Campbell is the first of the
12 participating jurisdictions to consider fees based on the Nexus Study prepared by
KMA, the City Council may find it informative to review existing policies and fees in
other cities and counties. A discussion of impact fees and polices in other jurisdictions
can be found throughout the Nexus Study (Attachment 2). Residential fees and
requirements in other jurisdictions are summarized on pages 34 — 37, while non-
residential fees are summarized on pages 45 - 49.

Use of Fees: Affordable housing impact fees require new construction to pay money
into a fund that is used to support affordable housing development. The justification for
nexus-based fees is that new development creates new jobs with employees that need
affordable housing. Consequently, housing impact/in-lieu fees need to be used for
housing that benefits this workforce. The fees should not be used for housing where
residents may not be employed (e.g., senior housing, shelters, or supportive housing).
Although there are studies that can be done to determine eligibility, staff recommends
that fees not be used for these types of projects. Furthermore, while funds may be used
for administrative purposes, reimbursement should be held to a modest percentage of
revenue, and administrative expenses should be directly related to increasing the
supply of affordable housing. That being said, housing impact fees can be used in a
variety of ways to support affordable housing capital improvements including, for
example, the following:

e Loans or grants to subsidize construction cost of new units
e Acquisition of existing housing and implementation of new affordability covenants
e Housing rehabilitation programs

In accordance with the Mitigation Fee Act (MFA), fees must be deposited into a
separate account or fund to avoid any commingling of the fees with other City funds and
may be spent only for the purpose for which the fee was originally collected. An annual
report is required and the city must make findings every five years to retain unexpended
funds and continue to collect the fees. If the five-year findings are not made, the City
may have to refund the housing impact fees to the then current record owner(s) of the
development project(s) on a prorated basis'".

While not part of the Nexus Study discussion before the City Council, the City of
Campbell could explore a regional effort whereby impact fees from participating
jurisdictions could be combined into a regional pool of funds in order to leverage

" Whether or not the requirements of the MFA apply to affordable housing impact fees is a legal grey
area which has not been considered by the courts.
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resources, meet RHNA obligations, and potentially achieve a greater number of new
affordable units than any one city could build on their own.

Implementation: Per the MFA, fees are not effective until 60 days after adoption (Gov't
Code §66017). In general, impact fees must be paid in full at the time of building permit
issuance. If the City would like to waive fees for projects that have been submitted to
the City (but not yet approved) or were previously reviewed as part of a pre-application,
an exemption could be considered. Likewise, the Council could phase-in fees over a
certain amount of time to minimize impacts to development in the City. The
disadvantage of an exemption or phase-in period is the potential forgone revenue for
affordable housing.

Fees Per Square Foot. KMA recommends that all fees should be calculated on a per
square foot basis as opposed to a per unit flat fee. The use of square foot fees appears
to be more equitable in that larger units pay larger fees. The fees would apply to the net
rentable / sellable area exclusive of garage space, external corridors, and other
common areas. Alternatively, the City could express fees as a percent of sales price as
is done in Mountain View, Palo Alto and Sunnyvale (reference pages 6 and 32 of
Attachment 2). However, fees as a percent of sales price would need to be collected
during escrow, which may occur after permits have been issued and construction is
complete, potentially creating an administrative burden to collect the fees. For these
reasons, staff recommends that fees be calculated on a per square foot basis.

Inclusionary Compliance Equivalent Cost: In determining the appropriate impact fee,
the Council may find it useful to review KMA's analysis of the equivalent cost of
complying with the City’s existing Inclusionary Ordinance, as provided on Pages 27 and
28 of the Summary Report (Attachment 2).

Example: a developer proposes a 100-unit residential condominium project where the
average number of bedrooms is 1.5 and the average unit size is 1,000 sq. ft. For
simplicity we will assume that 15% of the units are to be set-aside for moderate income
households. We will also assume that the average market rate sales price is $650,000
and the average affordable price is $330,625 creating a $319,375 affordability gap. In
this scenario, the equivalent cost of building 15 moderate income units is $4,790,625.
When the $319,375 gap per affordable unit is distributed across all 100 units in the
project, the cost is equal to $47,906 per unit. With an average unit size of 1,000 square
feet, this cost equates to approximately $48 per square foot of building area. If an in-lieu
fee option were permitted the fee would need to be set at approximately $48 per square
foot'?, in this condominium example, to be equivalent to the cost the project would incur
in complying the 15% inclusionary requirement on-site. If fees are set at or below $48
per square foot, it is likely that developers would elect to pay the fee rather than build
the units if given the choice.

12 $650,000 - $330,625 = $319,375; $319,375 * 15 = $4,790,625: $47,906 /1,000 SF = $48 PSF.
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DISCUSSION POINTS

The City Council has several options regarding the establishment of housing impact
fees. The first major policy decision is whether to charge housing impact fees on
residential development, commercial development or both. There are also many details
to consider when implementing housing impact fees. A short list of questions is provided
below along with a reference to pages in the Nexus Study and this report where further
discussion points can be found.

e Should the fee be similar to neighboring jurisdictions?
o See pages 31 and 41 of the Nexus Study Summary Report.
e Should the fee be similar in cost to the inclusionary ordinance?

o See discussion on page 12 of this report and page 27 of the Nexus Study
Summary Report.

e Should the fee be phased-in or applied immediately?
o See implementation discussion on page 12 of this report.

e Should applicants be required to build units in large residential ownership
projects (10 or more units) or should they be allowed to pay an in-lieu fee?
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