San Diego Association of Governments - TransNet Program

INDEPENDENT TAXPAYER
OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

April 8, 2015 AGENDA ITEM NO.: 4
Action Requested: ACCEPT
ANNUAL SUBMITTAL OF REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION File Number 1500100

IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FUNDING PROGRAMS BY LOCAL JURISDICTIONS

Introduction

In accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP)
provisions in the TransNet Extension Ordinance (Attachment 1), local jurisdictions within the
San Diego region were required to submit their initial RTCIP funding programs by April 1, 2008. The
purpose of each jurisdiction’s funding program is to provide additional revenue to fund
improvements to the Regional Arterial System necessitated by development of newly constructed
residences. In 2008, all 18 cities and the County of San Diego submitted their initial RTCIP funding
programs, and these were approved by the Board of Directors in April 2008 and were in place by
July 1, 2008.

The TransNet Extension Ordinance further requires the submittal of the RTCIP funding programs to
the Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on an annual basis by April 1. Failure by a
local jurisdiction to submit its funding program results in a loss of eligibility to receive its TransNet
local street and roads funding for the upcoming fiscal year. All 19 local jurisdictions submitted their
funding programs by the April 1, 2015, deadline, certifying in their correspondence that their RTCIP
funding programs are still in place and include the necessary components to fulfill the
TransNet Extension Ordinance requirements (Attachment 2). This will be verified as part of the
annual fiscal and compliance audit process for FY 2015.

Recommendation

The ITOC is asked to accept the RTCIP funding program submittals in accordance with the
TransNet Extension Ordinance.

Attachments: 1. TransNet Extension Ordinance RTCIP Language
2. Funding Program Submittals (from 19 jurisdictions)

Key Staff Contact: Ariana zur Nieden, (619) 699-6961, ariana.zurnieden@sandag.org



Attachment 1

SECTION 9. REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (RTCIP):
Al New Development Exactions

Starting on July 1, 2008, each local agency in the San Diego region shall contribute $2,000 in
exactions from the private sector, for each newly constructed residential housing unit in that
jurisdiction to the RTCP. These exactions shall ensure future development contributes its
proportional share of the funding needed to pay for the Regional Arterial System and related
regional transportation facility improvements, as defined in San Diego Association of Governments'
(SANDAG’s) most recent, adopted Regional Transportation Plan. New residential housing units
constructed for extremely low, very-low, low, and moderate income households, as defined in
California Health and Safety Code Sections 50105, 50106, 50079.5 and 50093, will be exempted from
the $2,000 per unit contribution requirement. The amount of contribution shall be increased
annually, in an amount not to exceed the percentage increase set forth in the Engineering
Construction Cost Index published by the Engineering News Record or similar cost of construction
index. Each local agency shall establish an impact fee or other-revenue Funding Program by which
it collects and funds its contribution to the RTCIP. Each local agency shall be responsible for
establishing a procedure for providing its monetary contribution to the RTCIP. The RTCIP revenue
will be used to construct improvements on the Regional Arterial System such as new or widened
arterials, traffic signal coordination and other traffic improvements, freeway interchange and
related freeway improvements, railroad grade separations, and improvements required for regional
express bus and rail transit. This action is predicated on the desire to establish a uniform mitigation
program that will mitigate the regional transportation impacts of new development on the Arterial
system. While the RTCIP cannot and should not fund all necessary regional transportation network
components and improvements, the RTCIP will establish a new revenue source that ensures future
development will contribute its pro rata share towards addressing the impacts of new growth on
regional transportation infrastructure.

B. Oversight, Audit and Funding Allocations

The Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP) shall be overseen by
SANDAG and implemented by each local agency, with the objective of developing a consolidated
mitigation program for the San Diego region as a funding source for the Regional Arterial System.
The RTCIP and each local agency's Funding Program shall be subject to an annual review and audit
to be carried out by the SANDAG and the Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee, as defined
in Section 11 of this Ordinance. Any local agency that does not provide its full monetary
contribution required by Section 9(A) in a given fiscal year will not be eligible to receive funding for
local streets and roads under section 4(D)(1) of the TransNet Ordinance for the immediately
following fiscal year. Any funding not allocated under 4(D)(1) as a result of this requirement shall
be reallocated to the remaining local agencies that are in compliance with this Section.

C Implementation of the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTCIP)
Provisions for implementation of the RTCIP are described in the document titled “TransNet

Extension Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program,” which is hereby
incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.



'Attachment 2
(city of
Carlsbad

March 13, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Carlsbad submitted an initial funding program to the TransNet Independent
Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 26, 2008 and updated funding programs in
2013 and again last year in 2014 to reflect changes in the City’s Capital Improvement Program
and in accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP)
requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the
reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm that an updated program as
included in the current Capital Improvement Program adopted by the City Council is in effect.

The attached spreadsheet contains the relevant components of the current Capital
Improvement Program and as such it is the current RTCIP funding program for the City of
Carlsbad. Please note that the City intends to adjust the funding mix for the EI Camino Real —
Tamarack to Chestnut and/or the Carlsbad Blvd. — Manzano to Tierra del Oro project to ensure
compliance with the timely expenditure of RTCIP funds.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program please contact Marshall
Plantz, Senior Civil Engineer, at (760) 602-2766.

Sincerely,

Patrick A. Thomag
Public Works Director

cc: Finance Director
Senior Civil Engineer, Transportation Engineering

Public Works

1635 Faraday Ave. | carlsbad, CA 92008-7314 | 760-602-275134-2820 t
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March 25, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Lot

In accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement
Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension
Ordinance, the City of Chula Vista submitted the Western Chula Vista
Transportation Development Impact Fee (WTDIF) program to the TransNet
Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) prior to April 1, 2008. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this letter confirms
that the local RTCIPs are in effect and fulfill the requirements to collect funds for
the Regional Arterial System {RAS).

Dear Mr. _Barﬁ’gr:

On November 18, 2014, the City Council approved an update to the WTDIF.
This update addresses recently adopted land use changes for the Chula Vista
Bayfront area located west of Interstate-5 and mitigates transportation impacts
within this area. The updated WTDIF Program separated the areas west of
Interstate-5 and created the Bayfront Transportation Development Impact Fee
(BFDIF) Program (Resolution 2014-220). Both the WTDIF and BFDIF comply
with collecting the minimum of $2,310 per dwelling unit for the RAS facilities.
The WTDIF and BFDIF collect $3,392.36 and $4,542.99 per dwelling unit,
respectively, for the RAS facilities. Both programs include provisions for annual
escalation (Ordinance 3327).

The City Council WTDIF and BFDIF documents can be accessed via this web
link:

https://chulavista.legistar.com/LeagislationDetail.aspx?ID=2016603&GUID=BE35
ADC1-46AE-43A0-ADA0-43325B05BEQS

Additionally, attached is Council Resolution 2014-216 revising the RAS west of
Interstate-5. We are requesting that SANDAG accept letter and resolution as
Chula Vista's request to update the RAS system as part of the “San Diego
Forward; The Regional Plan” update.

Engineering - 276 Fourth Avenue, Chula Vista, CA 91910 ' (619) 691-5021 fax (619) 691-5171

ww.chulavistaca.
Operations - 1800 Maxwell Road, Chula Vista, CA 91911 (619) 397-6000 fax (619) 397-6259 | . cnwavistaca.gov
5



Mr. Kai Ramer -2- March 25, 2015

Finally, although the Eastern Transportation Development Impact Fee (TDIF) for
areas east of Interstate-805 was established in 1988 prior to the Transnet
ordinance and is exempt from the RTCIP requirements, it currently collects
$13,035 per dwelling unit of which $11,546.59 is used for the RAS.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding programs or
request to update the RAS network, please contact me at (619) 691-5045.

Sincerely,

Ay
rancisco X. Rivera P.E., T.E.
Principal Civil Engineer

Attachments: Resolution 2014-220 dated November 18, 2014
Ordinance 3327 dated November 18, 2014
Resolution 2014-216 dated November 18, 2014

cc: Phil Trom, Sr. Regional Planner, SANDAG 401 B St, San Diego, CA. 92101

JA\Engineen\TRAFFIC\WTDIF\Annual WTDIF Memorandum\RTCIP Letter_2015BV Edits.doc



RESOLUTION NO. 2014-216

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CHULA VISTA RECOMMENDING ADOPTION OF REVISED
LIMITS FOR THE REGIONAL ARTERIAL SYSTEM TO THE
SAN DIEGO ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

WHEREAS, in 2007, the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) presented
a revised list of streets to be included in the Regional Arterial System (RAS) of roadways.
Additions to the list needed to meet one of the following criteria:

e The arterial was already included in the RAS

e Parallel capacity is provided in high volume corridors to supplement freewavs,
State highways and/or other regional arterials

» A direct connection between freewayvs or other regional arterials is provided

e All or part of a route for existing or planned regional and/or corridor transit
service is provided

e Access to intermodal facilities (rail, freight, tourist attractions) is provided; and

WHEREAS. the 2007 list did not include the westward extensions of several Chula Vista
arterials. Due to the Bayfront Master Plan environmental approval for the area west of
Interstate-3. it is necessary 1o extend the RAS limits into this area; and

WHEREAS. the Unified Port District of San Diego has provided the City of Chula Vista
with cost estimates and a description of the streets that will be extended to facilitate Bayfront
development, inctuding extensions of E Street and H Street; and

WHEREAS, each of these streets meet SANDAG's RAS critenia and. as such, these
streets should be added to SANDAG’s proposed list of RAS streets within Chula Vista and are
shown on Exhibit A.

NOW. THEREFORE. BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Chula
Vista, that it does hereby recommend adoption of revised limits for the Regional Arterial System
to the San Diego Association of Governments.

Presented by Approved as to form by

Richard A{Ho
Director of Publi

Glen Googins U
City Attorney



Resolution No. 2014-216
Page No. 2

PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Chula Vista,
California, this 18th day of November 2014 by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Aguilar, Bensoussan, Ramirez, Salas and Cox
NAYS: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

Cheryl Cox, Mayor
ATTEST:

Donna R. Norris, CM!, City Clerk

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SANDIEGO )
CITY OF CHULA VISTA )

I, Donna R. Norris, City Clerk of Chula Vista, California, do hereby certify that the foregoing
Resolution No. 2014-216 was duly passed, approved, and adopted by the City Council at a
regular meeting of the Chula Vista City Council held on the 18th day of November 2014.

Executed this 18th day of November 2014.

Donna R. Non'is,! CMC, City Clerk



Resolution No. 2014-216

Page No. 3
EXHIBIT A

PROPOSED REGIONAL ARTERIALS IN CHULA VISTA
ARTERIALS LIMITS
Bay Blvd. E Street to Stella Street
Bever Way Main Street to City of San Diego
Bonita Road First Ave. to I-805
Broadway C Street to Main Street
E Street San Diego Bay to Bonita Road
East H Street Hilltop Drive to Mt. Miguel Road
H Street San Diego Bay to Hilltop Drive
Hunte Parkway Proctor Valley Road to SR125
J Street Marina Parkway to Broadway
L Street Bay Blvd. to I-805
La Media Road ~ Telegraph Canyon Road to City of San Diego
Main Street West City Boundary to SR125
Marina Pkwy. H Street to J Street
Olympic Parkway I-805 to Hunte Parkway
Orange Avenue Palomar Street to I-805
Otay Lakes Road Bonita Road to Wueste Road
Palomar Street Bay Blvd. to Orange Avenue
Paseo Ranchero (Heritage Road) E. H Street to City of San Diego
Proctor Valley Road Mt. Miguel Road to Hunte Pkwy.
Telegraph Canyon Road 1-805 to Otay Lakes Road
Willow Street Sweetwater Road to Bonita Road



RESOLUTION NO. 2014-220

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CHULA VISTA ACCEPTING THE NEXUS STUDY
RECOMMENDING AN UPDATE TO THE WESTERN
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE AND
ACCEPTING THE BAYFRONT  TRANSPORTATION
DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE NEXUS STUDY

WHEREAS, the Western Transportation Development Impact Fee (TDIF) was
established in March 2008 to finance transportation improvements in Chula Vista west of 1-803
and has not been comprehensively updated since then; and

WHEREAS, in April 2010, the Chula Vista Bayfront Master Plan Final Environmental
Impact Report (CVBMP EIR) was completed. The CVBMP EIR inciuded a detailed traffic
analysis and identified facilities required io mitigate new development proposed for the
Bayfront; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Municipal Code and California Government Code section
66000 et seq., the City has caused two studies to be conducted bv siaff entitled “Western
Transportation Development Impact Fee Nexus Study Update™ (“the WTDIF Study™) and the
“Bavfront Transportation Development Impact Fee Nexus Studyv” (“the BFDIF Study™) dated
QOctober 2014; and

WHEREAS, the WTDIF Study re-analyzes and re-evaluates the impacts of development
on the transportation system for the area of the City generailv between the [-805 and I-5
freeways as shown on Exhibit 1 and further calculates the development impact fee necessary to
pay for the required transportation facilities; and

WHEREAS, the BFDIF Study analyzes and identifies the impacts on existing
transportation facilities and identifies new transportation facilities needed to mitigate the new
development in the area of the City generally west of the 1-5 freeway as shown on Exhibit 1.
The BFDIF Study also calculates the development impact fee necessary to pay for the required
transportation facilities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Citv Council of the City of Chula
Vista, that it does hereby accept the Nexus Studv recommending an update to the Western
Transportation Development Impact Fee and accept the Bavfront Transportation Development
Impact Fee Nexus Study.

10



Resolution No. 2014-220
Page No. 2

Presented by Approved as to form by

jlen R. Gdogins
ity-Attorficy

Richard A. Hopﬁ(in%/

Director of Public/Works
PASSED, APPROVED. and ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Chula Vista,
California, this 18th day of November 2014 by the following vote:
AYES: Councilmembers: Aguilar, Bensoussan, Ramirez, Salas and Cox
NAYS: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

Cheryl Cox, Mayor
ATTEST: ;

Donna R. Norris, C. City Clerk
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO )
CITY OF CHULA VISTA )

I, Donna R. Norris, City Clerk of Chula Vista, California, do hereby certify that the foregoing
Resotution No. 2014-220 was duly passed, approved, and adopted by the City Council at a
regular meeting of the Chula Vista City Council held on the 18th day of November 2014.

Executed this 18th day of November 2014.

Donna R. Norris, CMC, City Clerk

11



EXHIBIT 1

Resolution No. 2014-22
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ORDINANCE NO. 3327

ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF CHULA VISTA UPDATING
THE WESTERN TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT
IMPACT FEE TO MITIGATE TRANSPORTATION IMPACTS
WITHIN WESTERN CHULA VISTA, AMENDING THE
WESTERN TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT IMPACT
FEE BENEFIT AREA, ESTABLISHING THE BAYFRONT
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEE. AND
AMENDING CHAPTER 3.55 OF THE MUNICIPAL CODE

WHEREAS, since January 1988, the City has had a program in place for the collection of
a transportation development impact fee for the financing of street improvements in the area east
of Interstate 803; and

WHEREAS, on March 18, 2008, the Western Transportation Development Impact Fee
(WTDIF) was established bv adoption of Ordinance Nos. 3106 through 3110. The WTDIF was
codified in Chapter 3.35 of the Municipal Code. In addition to preparing the City for future
growth in the western portion of the City, SANDAG required San Diego County cities to enact a
Citvwide TDIF program in order to continue receiving annual TransNet funds for local streets;
and

WHEREAS, starting on Julv 1, 2008, each agency in the San Diego region was required
to contribute $2000 in exactions (updated annually) from the private sector per Equivalent
Dwelling Unit to improve the Regional Arterial System (RAS). Starting on July 1, 2014, the
required SANDAG contribution to the RAS became $2254; and

WHEREAS, subsequent to adoption of the Western Transportation Development Impact
Fee, the Pedestrian and Bikewav Masier Plans were adopied and the Bayvfront Development
Master Plan was developed and prepared in 2013; and

WHEREAS., due to the amount of new streets and infrastructure needed in the Bayfront,
the type and quantity of improvements needed in the Bayfront area is significantly different from
the improvements needed in the rest of the Western area. Staff therefore recommends that a
separate Development Impact Fee (DIF) be established for the Bayfront area; and

WHEREAS, due to new development projections and projects that have been completed
or received funding since 2008, as well as the change in benefit area (i.e. removal of the Bayfront
from the existing WTDIF area), an update of the WTDIF is needed; and

WHEREAS, on November 4, 2014, the City Council of the City of Chula Vista held a
duly noticed public hearing at which oral or written presentations regarding the Western
Transportation Development Impact Fee (WTDIF) and the Bayfront Development Impact Fee
(BFDIF) coutd be made.

13



Ordinance No. 3327
Page No. 2

NOW. THEREFORE the City Council of the City of Chula Vista does ordain as follows:

Section 1. Amend Chapter 3.55 of the Chula Vista Municipal Code to read as
follows:

Chapter 3.55
WESTERN AND BAYFRONT TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT IMPACT FEES

3.55.010 Generalintent. ool e
The City’s General Plan Land Use and Transportation Element requires that
adequate public facilities be available to accommodale increased population
created by new development within the City of Chula Vista.

The City Council has determined that new development will create adverse
impacts on the City’s existing public transportation facilities which must be
mitigated by the financing and construction of cerlain public transportation
facilities which are the subject of this chapter. New development contributes 10
the cumulative burden on these public transportation facilities in direct
relationship to the amount of vehicular traffic and population generated by the
development or the gross acreage of the commercial or industrial land in the
development.

The City Council has determined that a reasonable means of financing the public
transportation facilities is to charge a fee on all developments within the area of
the City east of Interstate 1-805. Imposition of a transportation development
impact fee would be placed on all new development in the Western portion of the
City of Chula Vista (WTDIF) and a separate development impact fee would be
placed on all new development Bayfront area of the City of Chula Vista (BFDIF).
These fees (WTDIF and BFDIF) would only be applied 1o new development for
which building permits have not yet been issued. The imposition and collection of
the WTDIF and the BFDIF are necessary in order to protect the public health,
safety and welfare, thereby ensuring effective implementation of the City’s
General Plan.

Prior to the development of the Bayfront Development Master Plan, the Western
and Bayfront portions of the City of Chula Vista were considered a one area for
which a single development impact fee was charged. However, subsequent to the
development of the Bayfront Development Master Plan, it became apparent that a
significant difference in the type of infrastructure needed in the Bayfront area as
compared to the rest of western Chula Vista exists and equity requires that the two
areas, previously combined, be separated such that each area will only be required
to mitigate the transportation-related impacts caused by development within the
respective area; therefore,two separate benefit areas are hereby established with
different rates, the Western Transportation Impact Fee (WTDIF) and Bayfront
Transportation Development Impact Fee (BFDIF), to be applied to the Western
Area and the Bayfront Area, respectively. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2.
2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

14



Ordinance No. 3327
Page No. 3

3.55.020 Definitions.

For the purposes of this chapter, the following words or phrases shall be construed
as defined herein, unless from the context it appears that a different meaning is
intended.

A. “Building permit” means a pénnil required by and issued pursuant to the
California Building Code.

B. “City Engineer” means the City Engineer, the City Engineer’s designee or the
City Manager’s designee.

C. “Densitv” means dwelling units per gross acre identified for each planning area
shown on the approved tentative map or approved teniative parcel map or as
determined by the City Manager’s designee.

D. “Developer” means the owner or developer of a development.

E. “Development permit” means any discretionary permit, entitlement’or approval
for a development project issued under any zoning or subdivision ordinance of the
City.

F. “Development project” or “development™ means any activity described as the
following:

1. Any new residential dwelling unit developed on vacant land;

2. Anv new commercial/office or industrial development constructed on
vacant land:

3. Any expansions to established developments or new developments on
non-vacant land in those land use categories listed in subsections (F)(1) and
(2) of this section, if the result is a net increase in dwelling units. The fee
shall be based solely on this net dwelling unit increase;

4. Anyv new or expanding special land use project;

5. Anyv special purpose project developed on vacant land or non-vacant land,
or expanded within a pre-existing site, if the result is a net increase in
dwelling units. The fee shall be based solely on this net dweiling unit
increase:

6. Any other development project not listed above but described in Section
65927 and 65928 of the State Government Code.

G. “Community purpose facility” means a facility which serves one of the
following purposes:

15



Ordinance No. 3327
Page No. 4

1. Social service activities, inctuding such services as Boy Scouts and Girl
Scouts, Boys and Girls Club, Alcoholics Anonymous and services for the
homeless;

(30

. Public schools;

. Private schools;

(9%}

FN

. Day care;
5. Senior care and recreation;
6. Worship, spiritual growth and development.

H. “Western Area” generally means that area of the City of Chula Vista located
between Interstate 5 on the west, Interstate 805 on the east, the City boundary on
the north and the City boundary on the south, also including the area to the north
of E Street, south of Naples Street and to the west of Interstate 5, as shown on the
map entitled “Attachment 67 of the Council agenda statement for this ordinance,
on file in the office of the City Clerk.

]. “Bayfront Area” means that area of the City of Chula Vista generally west of
Interstate 5 and between E Street and Naples Street, excluding the United
Technologies parcels, as shown on the map entitled “Attachment 6” of the
Council agenda statement for this ordinance, on file in the office of the City
Clerk.

J. “Engineering study” and “Engineer’s Report” means the Engineer’s Report for
the Western Transportation Development Impact Fee prepared by City staff, dated
February 2008; and the Engineer’'s Report (Nexus Study) for the Western
Transportation Development Impact Fee dated October, 2014, and the Engineer’s
Report (Nexus Study) for the Bayfront Transportation Development Impact Fee,
both prepared by City staff on file in the office of the City Clerk.

K. “Regional Arterial System (RAS).” RAS roadways are generally described as
those facilities that act as a critical link in providing direct connections between
communities ensuring svstem continuity and congestion relief in high volume
corridors. They are roadways that are listed in the most recent edition of
SANDAG’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) or have been accepted for
inclusion into the RTP.

L. “Special land use” means any nonresidential, noncommercial/office or
nonindustrial development project (e.g., Olympic Training Center. hospitals,
utilities), or non-special purpose project.

M. “Special purpose project’” means any for-profit community purpose facility

(e.g., day care). (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2. 2008:
Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).
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3.55.030 Public transportation facilities to be financed by the WTDIF.

A. The public wransportation facilities (facilities) which are the subject matter of
the WTDIF are listed below as detailed in subsection (C) of this section and in the
Engineer’s Report on file in the office of the City Clerk.

B. The Citv Council may modifv or amend the list of projects in order to maintain
compliance with the Circulation Element of the City’s General Plan.

C. The facilities are as follows:

Interstate 5 Improvemeants

(1-5-1) I-3/E Street NB off-ramp re-striping. add lane

(1-3-2) 1-3/E Street/Bay Boulevard SB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

(I-5-4) E Street bridge widening over [-5 (250" X 20')

(1-3-3) F Street bridge widening over 1-5 (250" X 20%)

(1-3-6) I-5/H Sireet NB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

(1-5-7) I-3/H Street SB off-ramp re-striping. add lane

(1-3-8) H Street bridge widening over 1-5 (200" X 40"

(1-3-9) 1-3/) Street NB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

. (1-3-10) 1-3/] Street under-crossing widening, add EB-NB (175' X 20' X $350.00/sf)
10. (I-3-11) L Street bridge widening over I-5 (S/W for peds 300' X 12) (18%)
11. (1-5-12) I-3/Bay Boulevard (south of L Street) SB on-/off-ramps traffic signal
12. (I-3-13) I-3/Industrial Boulevard NB on-/off-ramps, traffic signal

13. (I-3-14) I-5/Palomar Street bridge widening

14. (I-3-16) I-3/Main Street bridge widening (275 1f X 20 If )

15. (I-3-17) I-3 HOV add managed lanes from SR 905 to SR 54 {(50% in CV

BU O e

0 2~ oW

Interstate-8035 Improvements
16. (I-803-2) Main Street under-crossing widening for EB-NB left turn lane

State Route 34 Improvements
17. (SR-34-2) SR-34 EB off-ramp at N. Fourth Avenue — add ramp lane

Regional Arterial System (RAS) Projects

18. (RAS-1) Bonita Road from First Avenue to 1-803

19. (RAS-2) Broadway from C Street to south of Main Street (City Limits)

20. (RAS-3) E Street improvements — First Ave to Bonita Road/E. Flower Street

21. (RAS-4) E Street improvements, I-3 to 300 feet east of NB ramp

22. (RAS-5) E Street LRT grade separation (underpass LRT option)

23. (RAS-6) H Street LRT grade separation (underpass LRT option)

24. (RAS-7) H Street at Broadway EB queue jumper lane and traffic signal
modifications

25. (RAS-9) H Street widening to six lanes from -5 to Broadway

26. (RAS-10) H Street improvements from Second Avenue to Hilltop Drive

27. (RAS-11) East H St. north side improvements from Hilliop Drive to I-803

28. (RAS-13) L Street improvements south side west of Industrial Boulevard

29. (RAS-14) Telegraph Canvon Road at 1-805 south side sidewalk
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(RAS-15) Orange Avenue from Palomar Street tpo Hilltop Drive

(RAS-16) Palomar Street improvements from I-5 1o 1-805

(RAS-17) Main St. improvements from I-5 to [-805 (See GPU Table 5.10-6)
(RAS-18) H Street/4th Avenue add WB-NB and EB-SB right turn lanes
(RAS-19) H Street/4th Avenue add WB-NB and EB-SB right turn lanes
TF-358 Western Transportation Development Impact Fee

(RAS-21) Palomar Street LRT Grade Separation

(BP-4) Main Street bike lanes from Industrial Boulevard and [-805

(BP-7) H Street: Broadway to Second Ave. ped improvements

(BP-8) Broadway: D Street to Main Street ped improvements

) WL

GELO-RLR=S
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Improvements

36. (BP-1) Bayshore Bikeway (bike path) between E Street and F Streets

37. (BP-2) F Street sidewalk/bike lane improvements from I-5 to Fourth Avenue

38. (BP-3) Industrial Boulevard improvements and bike lanes from L Street to Main
Street

45, (BP-9) Bayshore Bikeway (bike path)

Other Roadways
39. (OR-2) Second Avenue/D Street all-way stop installation
40. (OR-4) Traffic Management Center

(Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2,
2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.035 Public transportation facilities to be financed by the BFDIF.

A. The public transportation facilities (facilities) which are the subject matter of
the BFDIF are listed below as detailed in subsection (C) of this section.

B. The City Council may modify or amend the list of projects in order to maintain
compliance with the Circulation Element of the City’s General Plan.

C. The facilities are as follows:

Interstate 5 Improvements

(1-5-1) 1-5/E Street NB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

(I-5-2) I-5/E Street/Bay Boulevard SB off-ramp re-striping, add lane
(1-5-4) E Street bridge widening over 1-5 (250" X 20")

(1-5-5) F Street bridge widening over I-5 (250" X 20)

(1-5-6) I-5/H Street NB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

(I-5-7) I-5/H Street SB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

(1-5-8) H Street bridge widening over 1-5 (200" X 40" )

(1-53-9) 1-5/] Street NB off-ramp re-striping, add lane

. (1-5-11) L Street bridge widening over I-5 (S/W for peds 300" X 12')
10. (1-5-12) 1-5/Bay Blvd. (south of L Street) SB on/off ramps traffic signal
11. (I-5-13) I-5/Industrial Blvd. NB on/off ramps traffic signal

12. (1-3-14) I-5/Palomar Street bridge widening (275 If X 50 If)

N
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13. (I-3-16) 1-3/Main Street bridge widening (275 If X 20 If)
14. (1-3-17) 1-3 HOV add managed lanes from SR 905 1o SR 34 (50% in CV)

Regional Arterial System (RAS) Projects

15. (RAS-3) E Street LRT grade separation (underpass LRT option)
16. (RAS-6) H Street LRT grade separation (underpass LRT option)
17. (RAS-9) H Sureet widening 1o 6 lanes from I-5 to Broadway

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Improvements (21% WTDIF share per GPU)
18. (BP-1) Bavshore Bikeway (bike path) between E Street and F Street

19. (BP-9) Bavshore Bikeway (bike path) between F Street and H Street

20. (BAY-13) Lagoon Drive (950 If) bike and pedestrian trail

21. (BAY-27) Bavshore Bikeway Bayfront Loop (14,400 If)

Bayvfront Roadways — RAS

22. (BAY-13) E Street extension Bay Blvd. to H Street (32°x54507)

23. (BAY-17) H Street from E Street to Marina Pkwy. (52°x16350°)}(BAY -6}

24. (BAY-18) Marina Pkwy. 2-lane from H Street to C Street (32°x1100°)(GP-2)(BAY-
8)

25. (BAY-20) Marina Pkwy. 2-lane from J Street to C Street (52°x14507) (GP-2)(BAY-
8)

26. (BAY-9) -3/ Sureet NB on-ramp add EB-LT & WB-RT lanes (also 1-3-10)

27. (BAY-22) J Street from Marina Pkwy. to Bay Blvd. (1650 If) (GP-8)(BAY-10)

28. (BAY-29) Pump Station and Sewer Relocation Costs (Marina Pkwy. And J Street)

Bayfront Roadways — non-RAS
28. (BAY-14) F Street from Bay Blvd. to west cul-de-sac (1863 If)
29. (BAY-19) “Street A from H Street to C Street (74°x1150%) (BAY-11)

30. (BAY-21) “Street A” from C St. to J St. (1400 If) (BAY-11)
31. (BAY-25) “Street A” — South of J Street to Street “B”

32. (BAY-23) “Street C” ~ Marina Pkwy. To Bay Blvd. (2600 If)
33. (BAY-16) G Street (300 If)

34. (BAY-26) “Street B” ~ “A Street” to Bay Blvd. (2600 If)

35. (BAY-24) Marina Way (1100 If)

37. (BAY-28) Traffic Signals (seven)

38. (BAY-16) G Street (300 If)

3.55.040 Territory to which fee applicable.

The areas of the Citv of Chula Vista to which the fees herein amended and
established shall be applicable are as follows: the WTDIF shall apply to the
territorial limits of the Western Area and the BFDIF shall apply to the Bayfront
Area as such areas are defined above, or as they may be amended from time to
time. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2. 2008: Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107
§ 2,2008; Ord. 5106 § 2. 2008).
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3.55.050 Establishment of a Western and a Bayfront Development Impact
Fee.

Deve]opment xmpact fees (fees) are hereby estabhshed to pa\' for the facxlmes
within the territories. The fees shall be paid upon the issuance of building permits
for each development project within the Western Area and the Bayfront Area. The
WTDIF and the BFDIF fees in the amounts set forth in CVMC 3.55.090 are
hereby established to pay for transportation improvements and facilities within the
Western and Bayfront Areas. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord.
3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2. 2008; Ord. 5106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.060 Determmatlon of fees by land use category.

A. For purposes of these fees. single-family dwe]lmg units shall include sm(vle—
family detached homes and detached condominiums; multifamily dwelling units
shall include attached condominiums, townhouses, duplexes, triplexes, and
apartments. The density of the development type shall be based on the number of
dwelling units per gross acre for single-family or multifamily residential and shall
be based upon the densities identified on the approved tentative map or approved
tentative parcel map entitling the development unless otherwise approved in
writing by the City Manager’s designee.

B. Commercial/office and industrial development projects shall be charged on a
per acre or per square footage basis. For purposes of this fee, gross acreage and/or
square footage as it applies to the commercial, industrial and office development
types means all land area that the City Manager’s designee deems necessary
within the boundary of the parcel or parcels of the development project for which
building permits are being requested.

C. The fee multiplied by the total number of dwelling units, square footage or
acres within a given development project represents a developer’s fair share (*fair
share™) for that development project. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008;
Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55. 070 Tlme to determme amount due

The fee for each development shall be calculated at the time of bu11dmg permn
issuance and shall be the amount as indicated at that time, and not when the
tentative map or final map was granted or applied for, or when the building permit
plan check was conducted, or when application was made for the building permit.
No building permit shall be issued unless the development impact fee is paid.The
City Council finds that collection of the fees established by this chapter at the
time of the building permit is necessary to ensure that funds will be available for
the construction of facilities concurrent with the need for those facilities and to
ensure certainty in the capital facilities budgeting for the western part of the City.
(Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2,
2008; Ord. 3106 § 2. 2008).
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3.55.080 Purpose and use of fee.

The fees collected shall be used by the City for the following purposes as
determined by the City Council:

A. To pay for the construction of facilities by the City, or to reimburse the City
for facilities instailed by the City with funds from other sources.

B. To reimburse developers who have been required by CVMC 3.53.150(A) to
install improvements that are major streets and are lisied in CVMC 3.55.030 or
3.55.035.

C. To reimburse developers who have been permitted to install improvements
pursuant to CVMC 3.35.130(B). (Ord. 3110 § 2. 2008: Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord.
3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.090 Amount of fees. o

A. The fees shall be the amounts as set forth below in Table 1. The amount of a
fee shall be adjusted on October 1, 2015 and on each October 1* thereafter. The
annual inflation adjustment will be based on the one-yvear change (from July to
July) in the Caltrans Highway Construction Cost Index or the Los Angeles
Construction Cost Index as published by the Engineering News Record (ENR), or
an increase of at least two percent. The program collects two percent of the total
hard project cost estimate for program administration.

B. Adjustments to the fees based upon the annual adjustment authorized in
CVMC 3.55.090(A) shall be automatic in accordance with annual action taken by
the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) Board of Directors and
shall not require further action by the City Council. The WTDIF and BFDIF may
also be reviewed and amended by the City Council as necessary based on changes
in the tvpe, size, location or cost of the facilities to be financed by the fee;
changes in land use designation in the City’s General Plan; and upon other sound
engineering, financing and planning information.

“Table 1

PROPOSED WTDIF/BFDIF FEE PER LAND USE CLASSIFICATION

-Proposed TDIF Fee per EDU: $3,907 $9,442
BFDIF

Land Use Classification EDUs WTDIF Rate Rate

RESIDENTIAL

Residential (LOW) 0 to 6 dwelling units per acre 1 per EDU $3,907/DU | $9,442/DU

Residential (MED) 6.1 to 20 dwelling units per acre  [[0.8 per EDU | $3,125/DU | $7,554/DU

Residential (HIGH) Over 20 dwelling units per acre [‘0.6 per EDU $2,344/DU | $5,665/DU
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Mobile Home 0.5per EDU | $1953/DU | $4,721/DU '
COMMERCIAL
Regional Commercial |[Contain 1 — 5 major dept. stores
and usually have more than 50 $78,140/ $188,840/
tenants. Tvpically larger than 40 2OIEDU/ere Acre Acre
acres.
Community Smaller in that size than regional.
Commercial Contain junior dept. store or _
variety store, (i.e., Target Center
with other commercial stores) as a|[ 28 EDU/Acre 310939/ $264,376/
. Acre Acre
major tenant and have 15 to 50
other tenants. Smaller in size, § —
20 acres. . .
Neighborhood Less than 10 acres. Includes
Commercial supermarket and drug store. May 48 EDU/Acre RISIES061 S I
. Acre Acre
include office spaces.
Nelghborl?ood Same as above but in square 4.8 EDU/KSF |$18,753/ KSF $45,322/
Commercial footage. ~ KSF
Street Front Commercial activities found along
Commercial major streets, not in a pl‘anned 16 EDU/Acre $62,512/ $151,072/
center with limited on-site Acre Acre
parking.
Retail Commercial Specialty retail/strip commercial. 16 EDU/Acre $62,512/ $151,072/
Acre A_c__l_'e_
Wholesale Trade Usually located near
transportation facilities. Structures
are usually large and cover $93,768/ $226,608/
majority of the parcel. Examples RS U Acre Acre
are clothing and supply; also
includes swap meet areas.
OFFICE
High Rise Office Morf: than 100,000 S.F. and 6+ 60 EDU/Acre $234,420/ $566,520/
Stories Acre Acre
Low Rise Office < 6 Stories 30 EDU/Acre $117,210/ | $283,260/
Acre Acre
Low Rise Office (in < 6 Stories
e S 2EDU/KSF | 37814/ | 18,884/
KSF KSF
feet)
Medical Office Medical and dental facilities 50 EDU/Acre $195,350/ $472,100/
Acre Acre

LODGING
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Low Rise Hotel/Motel |< 4 Stories 20 EDU/Acre $78,140/ $188,840/
Acre Acre
Low Rise Hotel/Motel [< 4 Stories | EDU/Room $3,907/ $9,442/
Room Room
High Rise Hotel >=4 Stories 30/EDU/Acre $117,210/ $283,260/
Acre Acre
INDUSTRY
Heavy Industry Shipbuilding, airframe, and
aircraft manufacturing. Usually
locgt.e'd next to transpornation 12 EDU/Acre $46,884/ $113,304/
facilities and commercial areas. Acre Acre
Parcels are typically 20 - 50
acres.
Warehouse/Storage Usually large buildings located " e
near freeways, industnal or strip | 6 EDU/Acre S 356,652/
. Acre Acre
commercial areas.
Industrial Park Office/industrial uses clustered
into a center. The primary uses are - )
industrial by may include high 9 EDU/Acre Sl SEERIS
- - S Acre Acre
percentages of other uses in
service or retail activities.
Light Industrial All other industrial uses and _ .
manufacturing not included in 20 EDU/Acre Syl L
. = Acre Acre
categories above.

(Ord. 3246 § 1, 2012; Ord. 3214 § 1, 201#; Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008: Ord. 3109 § 2,
2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.100 Development projects exempt from the fee.

A. Development projects by public agencies shall be exempt from the provisions
of the fee if those projects are designed to provide the public service for which the
agency is charged (public purpose).

B. Community purpose facilities which are not operated for profit (nonprofit
community purpose facilities) are also exempt inasmuch as these institutions
provide benefit to the community as a whole, including all land use categories
which are the subject matier of the fee. The City Council hereby determines that it
is appropriate to spread any impact such nonprofit community purpose facilities
might have 1o the other land use categories subject to the fee. In the event that a
court determines that the exemption herein extended to community purpose
facilities shall for any reason be invalid, the Citv Council hereby allocates the
nonprofit community purpose facilities® fair share to the City of Chula Vista and
not to anv of the land use categories which are the subject matier of the
development impact land use categories.
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C. Development projects which are additions or expansions to existing dwelling
units or businesses, except special land use projects, shall be exempt if the
addition or expansion does not result in a net increase in dwelling units or
commercial/industrial acreage. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2. 2008; Ord.
3108 § 2,2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.110 Authority for accounting and expenditures.

A. The fees collected shall be deposited into a specific fund based on the area
within which the development occurs. Fees collected for development within the
Western Area shall be deposited into a Western Transportation Development
Impact Fee financing fund and a fees collected from development within the
Bayfront Area shall be deposited in a Bayfront Development Impact Fee
financing fund (WTDIF and BFDIF fee funds, or funds), which funds are hereby
created.

B. The Director of Finance is authorized to establish two separate funds for the
facilities identified in this chapter, to establish accounts within the funds for the
various improvements and facilities identified in this chapter, and to periodically
make expenditures from the funds only for the purposes set forth herein in
accordance with the facilities phasing plan or capital improvement plan adopted
by the City Council. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2.
2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.120 Findings.
The City Council finds that:

A. Collection of the fee established by this chapter at the time of the building
permit issuance is necessary to provide funds for the transportation facilities
identified in CVMC 3.55.030 and 3.55.035 and to ensure certainty in the capital
facilities budgeting for growth-impacted public transportation facilities; and

B. The purpose of the fees hereby enacted prevents new development from
reducing the quality and availability of public transportation infrastructure
facilities provided to residents of the City by requiring new development to
contribute to the cost of additional capital transportation infrastructure
improvements needed to meet the growth generated by such development; and

C. The revenue from the fees hereby enacted will be used to construct public
facilities and infrastructure and pay for other capital expenditures needed to serve
new development as identified in the Engineer’s Report dated February. 2008, the
2014 WTDIF Nexus Study, the 2014 BFDIF Nexus Study and as provided by the
San Diego Unified Port District (collectively “Fee Studies™); and

D. Based on analyses presented in the Fee Studies there is a reasonable
relationship between:
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1. The use of the fees and the tvpes of development projects on which they
are imposed;

2. The need for facilities and the tvpes of development projects on which the
fees are imposed; and

3. The amount of the fee and the cost of the public facility or portion of the
public facility attributable to the development on which the fee is imposed.
(Ord. 3110 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3107
§ 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2. 2008).

3.55.130 Fee additional to other fees and charges.

This fee is in addition to the requirements imposed by other City laws, policies or
regulations relating to the construction or the financing of the construction of
public improvements within subdivisions or developments. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008;
Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2,
2008).

3.55.150 Developer construction of transportation facilities.

A. Whenever a developer of a development project would be required by
application of City law or policy, as a-condition of approval of a development
permit, 10 construct or finance the construction of a portion of a transportation
facility identified in CVMC 3.55.030 or 3.55.0335, the City Council may impose
an additional requirement that the developer install the improvements with
supplemental size, length or capacity in order to ensure efficient and timely
construction of the transportation facilities network. If such a requirement is
imposed, the City Council shall, in its discretion, enter into a reirnbursement
agreement with the developer, or give a credit against the fee otherwise levied by
this chapter on the development project, or some combination thereof.

B. Whenever a developer requests reimbursement, or a credit against fees, for
work 1o be done or paid for by the developer under subsection (A) of this section,
the request shall be submitted in writing to the City Manager’s designee.

1. The request shall contain a description of the project with a detailed cost
estimate which itemizes those costs of the construction attributable to the
transportation facilitv project and excludes any work attributable to a
specific subdivision projeci. The estimate is preliminary and the amount of
reimbursement or credit against fees is subject to final determination by the
City Manager’s designee. Additional information shall be provided to the
City by the developer upon request of the City.

2. Such reimbursement or credit against fees shall be subject to the
following conditions:

a. Requirements of Developer.
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i. Preparation of plans and specifications for approval by the City:

ii. Secure and dedicate any right-of-way required for the
transportation facility project;

iii. Secure all required permits and environmental clearances
necessary for the transportation facility project;

iv. Provision of performance bonds (where the developer intends
to utilize provisions for immediate credit, the performance bond
shall be for 100 percent of the vajue of the transportation facility
project);

v. Pavment of all City fees and costs.

b. The City will not be responsible for any of the costs of constructing
the transportation facility project. The developer shall advance all
necessary funds to construct the transportation facility project.

c. The developer shall secure at least three qualified bids for work to be
done and shall award the construction contract to the lowest qualified
bidder. The developer may combine the construction of the
transportation facility project with other development-related work and
award one construction contract for the combined work based on a
clearly identified process for determining the low bidder, ail as
approved by the City Manager’s designec. Should the construction
contract be awarded to a qualified bidder who did not submit the
lowest bid for the transportation facility project portion of the contract,
the developer will only receive transportation development impact fee
credit based on the lowest bid for the transportation facility portion of
the contract. Any claims for additional payment for extra work or
charges shall be justified, shall be documented to the satisfaction of the
City Manager’s designee and shall only be reimbursed at the prices for
similar work included in the lowest bid for the transportation facility
portion of the contract.

d. Upon complying with the conditions set forth in subsections (B)(1)
and (B)(2)(a) of this section as determined by the City and upon
approval of the estimated cost by the City Manager’s designee, the
developer shall be entitled to immediate credit for SO percent of the
estimated cost of the construction attributable to the transportation
facility project. Once the developer has received valid bids for the
project which comply with subsection (B)(2)(c) of this section, entered
into binding contracts for the construction of the project, and met the
conditions set forth in subsections (B)(1) and (B)(2)(a) of this section
as determined by the City, all of which have been approved by the City
Manager’s designee, the amount of the immediate credit shall be
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increased to 75 percent of the bid amount attributable to the
transportation facility project. The immediate credits shall be applied to
the developer’s obligation 10 payv transportation development impact
fees for building permits issued after the establishment of the credit.
The developer shall specify these building permits to which the credit
is to be applied at the time the developer submits the building permit
applications. ’

e. If the developer uses all of the immediate credit before final
completion of the transportation facility project, then the developer
may defer pavment of development impact fees for other building
permits by providing to the City liquid security such as cash or an
irrevocable letter of credit, but not bonds or set-aside letters, in an
amount equal to the remaining amount of the estimated cost of the
transportation facility project.

f. When all work has been completed to the satisfaction of the City, the
developer shall submit verification of pavments made for the
construction of the transportation facility project to the City. The City
Manager’s designee shall make the final determination on expenditures
which are eligible for credit or cash reimbursement.

g. After final determination of eligible expenditures has been made by
the City Manager’s designee and the developer has complied with the
conditions set forth in subsection (B) of this section, the final amount
of transportation development impact fee credits shall be determined
by the City Manager’s designee. The developer shall receive credit
against the deferred fee obligation in an amount equal 1o the difference
between the final expenditure determination and the amount of the 75
percent immediate credit used, if any. The City shall notify the
developer of the final deferred fee obligation, and of the amount of the
applicable credit. If the amount of the applicable credit is less than the
deferred fee obligation, then the developer shall have 30 days to pay
the deferred fee. If the deferred fees are not paid within the 30-dav
period, the City may make a demand against the liquid security and
apply the proceeds to the fee obligation.

h. At the time building permits are issued for the developer’s project,
the City will incrementally apply credit which the developer has
accrued in lieu of collecting the required transportation development
impact fees. The amount of the credit 10 be applied to each building
permit shall be based upon the fee schedule in effect at the time of the
building permit issuance. The City Manager’s designee shall convert
such credit to an EDU basis for residential development and/or a gross
acre basis for commercial or industrial development for purposes of
determining the amount of credit 1o be applied to each building permit.
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i. If the total eligible construction cost for the transportation facility
project is more than the total transportation development impact fees
which will be required for the developer’s project, then the amount in
excess of development impact fees will be paid in cash when funds are
available as determined by the City Manager; a reimbursement
agreement will be executed; or the developer may waive
reimbursement and use the excess as credit against future
transportation development impact fee obligations. The City may, in its
discretion, enter into an agreement with the developer to convert excess
credit into EDU and/or gross acre credits for use against future
development impact fee obligations at the fee rate in effect on the date
of the agreement.

j. The requirements of this subsection (B) of this section may, in the
City’s discretion, be modified through an agreement between the
developer and the City and approved by City Council.

C. Whenever a transportation development impact fee credit is generated by
constructing a transportation facility using assessment district or community
facilities district financing, the credit shall only be applied to the transportation
development impact fee obligations within that district. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008;
Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2,
2008).

3.55.160 Procedure for fee waiver or reduction.

A. Any developer who, because of the nature or type of uses proposed for a
development project, contends that application of the fee imposed by this chapter
is unconstitutional, or unrelated to mitigation of the traffic needs or burdens of the
development, may apply to the City Council for a waiver, reduction, or deferral of
the fee. A development which is designed and intended as a temporary use (10
years or less) and which is conducted in facilities which are, by their nature, short-
term interim facilities such as a portable or modular building (including mobile
homes, trailers, etc.) may qualify for a waiver, reduction, or deferral. In addition,
a deferral may be granted on the basis of demonstrated economic hardship on the
condition that: (1) the use offers a significant public benefit; (2) the amount
deferred bears interest at a fair market rate so as to constitute an approximate
value equivalent to a cash payment; and (3) the amount deferred is adequately
secured by agreement with the applicant. Unless the requirement for timely filing
is waived by the City, the application shall be made in writing and filed with the
City Clerk not later than 10 days afier notice of the public hearing on the
development permit application or the project is given or, if no development
permit is required, at the time of the filing of the building permit application. The
application shall state in detail the factual basis for the claim of waiver or
reduction,

B. The City Council shall consider the application at a public hearing on same,
notice of which need not be published other than by description on the agenda of
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the meeting at which the public hearing is held. Said public hearing should be
held within 60 days after its filing. The decision of the Citv Council shall be final.
If a deferral, reduction or waiver is granied, it should be granted pursuant to an
agreement with the applicant and the property owner, if different from the
applicant, providing that any change in use within the project shall subject the
development to pavment of the full fee. The procedure provided by this section is
additional to any other procedure authorized by law for protesting or challenging
the fee imposed by this chapter. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord.
3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.170 Assessment districts.

If any assessment or spec1al taxing district is established for any or all of the
facilities listed in CVMC 3.55.030 or 3.35.033, the owner or developer of a
project mayv apply to the City Council for a credit against the fee in an amount
equal to the development’s attributable portion of the cost of the authorized
improvements as determined by the Citv Manager's designee, plus incidental
costs normally occurring with a construction project, but excluding costs
associated with assessment district proceedings or financing. (Ord. 3110 § 2,
2008; Ord. 3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3106
§ 2, 2008).

3.55.180 Economic incentive credit.

The City Council may authorize the Cltv to pam(:lpale n the ﬁnancmo of
transportation facility projects or portions of transportation facility projects as
defined in CVMC 3.55.030 or 3.55.035 at the time of the appropriation of funds
by Citv Council for the construction of an eligible transportation facility; the City
shall be eligible to receive a credit known hereafier as an economic incentive
credit. Such economic incentive credit may be applied to development impact fee
obligations for those projects which the City Council determines, in its sole
discretion, to be beneficial to the Citv. The use of the economic incentive credit
mayv be subject to conditions which shall be set forth in a written agreement
between the developer of the project and the City and approved by City Council.

The Citv mav receive economic incentive credit only for those eligible projects
identified in CVMC 3.35.030 and_3.55.035 for amounts of funding not identified
in the most recent engineering study. (Ord. 3110 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3109 § 2. 2008;
Ord. 3108 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2. 2008).

3.55.190 Fund loans.

A. Loans by the City. The Ciry may loan ﬁmds to the funds to pay for fac1lmes
should the funds have insufficient funds to cover the cost of said facility. Said
loans, if granted, shall be approved upon the adoption of the annual City budget or
upon resolution of the City Council and shall carry interest rates as set by the City
Council for each fiscal vear. A schedule for repavment of said loans shall be
established at the time they are made and approved by the Council, with a
maximum term not to exceed the life of the fund.
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B. Developer Loans. A developer may loan funds to the City as outlined in
CVMC 3.55.150. The City may repay said developer loans with interest, under
the terms listed in subsection (A) of this section. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3109
§ 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

3.55.200 Effective date.

This chapter shall become effective January 18, 2014. (Ord. 3110 § 2, 2008; Ord.
3109 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3108 § 2. 2008; Ord. 3107 § 2, 2008; Ord. 3106 § 2, 2008).

Section Il. Severability

If any portion of this Ordinance, or its application to any person or circumstance, is for
any reason held to be invalid, unenforceable or unconstitutional, by a court of competent
jurisdiction, that portion shall be deemed severable, and such invalidity, unenforceability or
unconstitutionality shall not affect the validity or enforceability of the remaining portions of the
Ordinance, or its application to any other person or circumstance. The City Council of the City of
Chula Vista hereby declares that it would have adopted each sectjon, sentence, clause or phrase
of this Ordinance, irrespective of the fact that any one or more other sections, sentences, clauses
or phrases of the Ordinance be declared invalid, unenforceable or unconstitutional.

Section III. Construction

The City Council of the City of Chula Vista intends this Ordinance to supplement, not to
duplicate or contradict, applicable state and federal law and this Ordinance shall be construed in
light of that intent.

Section IV, Effective Date
This Ordinance shall become effective 60 days after its second reading and adoption.

Section V. Publication

The City Clerk shall certify to the passage and adoption of this Ordinance and shall cause
the same to be published or posted according to law.

Presented by Approved as to form by
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PASSED. APPROVED, and ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Chula Vista,
California, this 2nd day of December 2014, by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Bensoussan, Ramirez, Salas and Cox
‘NAYS: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: Aguilar

Pairicia Aguil eputy Mavor

ATTEST:

Donna R. Norris, CMC, City Clerk

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO )
CITY OF CHULA VISTA )

I, Donna R. Norris, City Clerk of Chula Vista, California, do hereby certifv that the foregoing
Ordinance No. 3327 had its first reading at a regular meeting held on the 18th dav of November
2014 and its second reading and adoption at a regular meeting of said City Council held on the
2nd day of December 2014; and was duly published in summary form in accordance with the
requirements of state law and the Citv Charter.

S (8, 201

Dated
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CITY OF CORONADO
PUBLIC SERVICES & ENGINEERING

1825 STRAND WAY TEL: (619) 522-7383

CORONADO, CA 92118-3005 FAX: (619) 522-2408
March 10, 2015

Mr. Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Coronado submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent
Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 18, 2008, in accordance with
the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP)
requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has
not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
contact Ed Walton at 522-7385.

Sincerely,

22V N

Ed Walton
City Engineer

cc: Blair King, City Manager

I:\TransNet\RTCIP\Annual RTCIP Letter 3.10.15.doc
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City of Del Mar

February 10, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Del Mar submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent
Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 25, 2008 in accordance with the
Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements
contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the reporting
requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm that the program approved by Del Mar
Ordinance Number 803 is still in effect and has not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact
Eric Minicilli, Public Works Director at 858.755.3294.

Sincerely, ‘
VAT e

Kathleen A. Garcia
Planning and Community Development Director

Cc:  Scott W. Huth, City Manager
Tim Thiele, City Engineer
Eric Minicilli, Public Works Director

1050 Camino Del Mar, Del Mar, California 92014-2698 Telephone: (858) 755-9313 Fax: (858) 755-2794

www.delmar.ca.us
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Public Works

February 18, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of EI Cajon submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent
Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on April 9, 2008 in accordance with the
Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP)
requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has
not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
contact Mario Sanchez of my staff at (619) 441-1651 or
msanchez@cityofelcajon.us.

Sincerely,

D () e
Dennis Davies, P.E.
Deputy Director of Public Works

City of El Cajon ® 200 Civic Center Way @ El Cajon, CA 92020
(619) 441-1653 ® Fax (619) 579-5254

www.cityofelcajon.us
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City of

Encinitas

February 12, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
¢/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr, Ramer:;

The City of Encinitas submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight
Committee (ITOC) on March 27, 2008 in accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion
Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm that the program
approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact Edward Deane,
Deputy Public Works Director, Engineering at 760-633-2872.

Sincerely,

A

Larry Watt
Interim City Manager

Tel 760/633-2600 FAX 760/633-2627, 505 South Vulcan Avenue, Encinitas, CA 92024 TDD 760/633-2700
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City of Choice ’,

Edward N. Domingue, P.E.

Public Works Director/City Engineer

201 North Broadway, Escondido, CA 92025
Phone: 760-839-4813 Fax: 760-839-4597

February 10, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diege, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer;

The City of Escondido submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 26, 2008, in accordance with the Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within the
TransNet Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance,
this is to confirm that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and

has not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact Julie
Procopio, P.E., Assistant Director of Public Works, at (760) 839-4001 or at
jprocopio@escondio.org.

Sincerely,

Edward N. Doming %
Public Works Directos/Cit

Engineer

cc: Julie Procopio
Matt Souttere

e —
Sam Abed, Mayor Michael Morasco, Deputy Mayor Olga Diaz Ed Gallo John Masson
36



N City of Imperial Beach, California

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
825 Imperial Beach Blvd,, Imperial Beach, CA 91932 Tel: (619) 423-8311 Fax: (619) 429-4861

March 10, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Imperial Beach submitted a funding program to the TransNet
Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 27, 2008 in
accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program
(RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has
not materially changed. Attached is the resolution affirming the program.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
contact Hank Levien, Public Works Director, City of Imperial Beach at (619) 628-
1369.

Sincerely,

L\/‘L/\‘/\
Hank Levien

Public Works Director
City of Imperial Beach

Enclosure: Resolution No. 2015-7550
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“’ \ City of Imperial Beach, California

I.s; OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
X f" 825 Imperial Beach Blvd., Imperial Beach, CA 91932 Tel: (619) 423- 8301 Fax: (619) 628-1395

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO ) ss.
CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH )

l, Jacquellne M. Hald, City Clerk for the City of Imperial Beach, do hereby certify that the
attached is a true and exact copy of Resolution 2015-7550 — A RESOLUTION OF THE
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, CALIFORNIA, CONFIRMING
THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
(RTCIP) PROJECT PLAN ADOPTED IN MARCH 2008.

DATED: March 5, 2015

.rzﬁ/‘ﬂ/{!//m [ ] /’/"éa
JAchEI:TNEM WM_D MMC
( CITY/CLERK

J
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RESOLUTION NO. 2015-7550

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH,
CALIFORNIA, CONFIRMING THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (RTCIP) PROJECT PLAN ADOPTED IN MARCH 2008

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 2008-6601 adopted March 19, 2008 implemented the
TRANSNET Extension ordinance and expenditure plan , Regional Transportation Congestion
Improvement Program (RTCIP) project plan for State Route 75; and

WHEREAS, annually by April 1st, the City is required to forward a letter to the TransNet
Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) confirming that the City’s program
approved and submitted to the ITOC is still in effect and has not materially changed since

adoption by City Council in 2008; and

WHEREAS, the RTCIP project approved in March 2008 stated “Design and construct
vehicle, bicycle and public transit circulation and pedestrian access improvements along and
across State Route 75 between 7th Street and 9th Street and 9th Street intersection”; and

WHEREAS, the RTCIP project plan is to be funded in part, or all, through a
Transportation Uniform Mitigation Fee program for the purpose of defraying actual or estimated
costs of constructing planned regional transportation facilities; and

WHEREAS, Imperial Beach Ordinance No. 1067 established a requirement and
procedure for the imposition of development impact fees to share in the costs of the design and
construction of local and regional transportation facilities; and

WHEREAS, the development impact fee is levied on each new residential unit
constructed within the City after July 1, 2008; and

WHEREAS, staff believes that the project plan approved in March 2008 remains the
best use of funds collected from the development impact fee; and

WHEREAS, there is no direct cost incurred by confirming the RTCIP project plan;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Imperial
Beach as follows:

1. The above recitals are true and correct.
2. This legislative body confirms the RTCIP project plan adopted in Resolution No. 2008-

6601.
3. The Public Works Director is authorized to sign and forward the RTCIP project plan

confirmation letter to ITOC.
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Resolution No. 2015-7550
Page 2 of 2

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Imperial
Beach at its meeting held on the 4™ day of March 2015, by the following vote:

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: BRAGG, SPRIGGS, BILBRAY, DEDINA
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: NONE
ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: PATTON

SERGE DEDINA, MAYOR
ATTEST:

MMW/J/M/ 7?47%/
ELINE M. HALD,’ MMC /

C TY ERK
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

February 9, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of La Mesa submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee (ITOC) on April 28, 2008 in accordance with the Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within
the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the reporting requirements of the
Ordinance, this is to confirm that the program approved and submitted to you last year is
still in effect and has not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact
Dann E. Marquardt at 619-667-1337.

Sincerely,
4%4——-

Gregory P. Humora
Director of Public Works/City Engineer

CC: 0150-40

8130 ALLISON AVENUE + LA MESA, CA 94I;)42 s TEL: 619.667.1166 FAX: 619.667.1380
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Engineering Services Department

March 26, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Lemon Grove submitted a funding program to the TransNet
Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 17, 2015 in
accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program
(RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and we
have enclosed documentation regarding changes made to the program by the
Lemon Grove City Council.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
contact me at 619-825-3821.

Sincerely,

s .ﬂo

Tamara O’Neal
Acting City Engineer

3232 Main Street  Lemon Crove California 91945- 1705

619.825.3810 FAX:619.825.3818 www.cl.lemon-grove.ca.us
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RESOLUTION NO. 2015-3325

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEMON GROVE, CALIFORNIA
AMENDING THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT
PLAN FEE

WHEREAS, on March 18, 2009, City Council adopted Ordinance No. 372, establishing
the requirements and procedures to impose the Regional Transportation Congestion
Improvement Plan (RTCIP) fee; and

WHEREAS, the intent of the RTCIP fee is to provide and retain purchasing power for
funding transportation improvements to the Regional Arterial System (RAS); and

WHEREAS, the City has six streets that are a part of the RAS (these include Broadway,
College Avenue, Federal Boulevard, Lemon Grove Avenue, Massachusetts Avenue, and

Sweetwater Road); and

WHEREAS, on April 15, 2008, City Council adopted Resolution No. 2782 establishing
the RTCIP fee at $2,000 per residence for new construction; and

WHEREAS, the fee may adjust on July 1 of each year as approved by the San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG); and

WHEREAS, on February 27, 2015, the SANDAG Board of Directors approved the
minimum 2 percent increase to the RTCIP fee, from $2,254 to $2,310, effective July 1, 2015;
and

WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the increase in the fee will not have a dramatic impact
on the forecasted amount to be received in FY 2015-16; and

WHEREAS, amending the RTCIP fee will allow the City to recover costs that would
otherwise be absorbed by the General Fund or TransNet Fund.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Lemon
Grove, California hereby:

1. Increases the RTCIP fee for each newly constructed residential unit to two thousand
three hundred and ten dollars ($2,310), and

2. Implements the amended RTCIP fee on July 1, 2015.
111
1117
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PASSED AND ADOPTED: On March 17, 2015, the City Council of the City of Lemon
Grove, California adopted resolution No. 2015-3325 by the following vote:

COUNCILMEMBERS AYES NOES ABSTAIN  ABSENT
Mary Teresa Sessom L _ | T_ | xx—
George Gastil _xx - . __ -

Jerry Jones ;< - o .
Jennifer Mendoza _;x_ R N K -
Racquel Vasquez XX | _—__ :

o
{IARY / m's"A SESSOM rul;wm
)

Attest:

SUSAN GARCIA, City Clerk

44




+= CALIFORNIA ==+

NATIONAL CITY
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- INCORPORATED

March 24, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of National City submitted a funding program to the TransNet
Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 26, 2008 in
accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion iImprovement Program
(RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you is still in effect and has not
materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
feel free to contact Stephen Manganiello, City Engineer at 619-336-4380 or via
email at smanganiello@nationalcityca.gov.

Sincerely,

dllwc—t:—_ﬁ__

Leslie Deese
City Manager

cC: Ariana zur Nieden, SANDAG

Office of the City Manager
1243 National City Boulevard, National City, CA 91950-4301
619/336-4240 Fax 619/336-4327 www.nat‘il%nalcityca.gov Email cmo@nationalcityca.gov



CITY OF OCEANSIDE

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT / ENGINEERING DIVISION

February 26, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
¢/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Oceanside submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee (ITOC) last year in accordance with the Regional Transportation
Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet
Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to
confirm that the program approved and submitted to you is still in effect, and we have enclosed
documentation regarding any changes approved by our City Council.

Specifically, the City Council adopted automatic “pass-through” increases in the RTCIP
component of Oceanside’s transportation impact fee. For each residential dwelling unit,
Oceanside collects an impact fee that is the greater of 1. The RTCIP fee (currently $2,254 and
increasing to $2,311 beginning July 1, 2015); or 2. The impact fee calculated on the basis of trip
generation.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact me at
gkellison@ci.oceanside.ca.us or (760) 435-5112.

Gary Kellison
Senior Civil Engineer

Resolution No. 12-R06262-1

C. Scott Smith, City Engineer

300 N. COAST HIGHWAY OCEANSIDE, CA 92054 TEL: 760-435-3520 FAX: 760-754-2958 WEB: CI.OCEANSIDE.CA.US
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RESOLUTIONNO. /2~ RO0&62 62-/

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF OCEANSIDE APPROVING THE
“PASS-THROUGH” COLLECTION OF THE REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PLAN FEE
UNDER ITS THOROUGHFARE IMPACT FEE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, on November 4, 2004, the voters of San Diego County approved the San
Diego Transportation Improvement Program Ordinance and Expenditure Plan (TransNet
Extension);

WHEREAS, on September 19, 2012, the City Council of the City of Oceanside held a
duly-noticed public hearing for the purpose of considering a revised calculation of the amount
collected for Thoroughfare Impact fees;

WHEREAS, the City Council did hear all persons desiring to speak either in favor or in
opposition;

WHEREAS, the City of Oceanside desires to collect the amount of the Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Plan fees required by the TransNet Extension
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the impact fees collected for the Regional Transportation Congestion
Improvement Plan are fully justified by the SANDAG nexus study.

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Oceanside DOES RESOLVE as
follows:

1. That pursuant to Section 9A of the TransNet Extension Ordinance, the City of
Oceanside will exact at least $2,000, plus all applicable annual increases, for the life of the
RTCIP Program from the private sector for each newly-constructed residential housing unit in
that jurisdiction to comply with the provisions of the Regional Transportation Congestion
Improvement Plan (RTCIP).

2. That the Thoroughfare Fee collected for residential development in the City of
Oceanside shall be the higher of (i) the fee calculated by trip generation in accordance with the
current Thoroughfare Fee program or (ii) the current Regional Transportation Congestion

Improvement Plan fee ($2,000 plus all annual increases since inception).
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CITY OF POWAY

/S'I‘EVE VAUS, Mayor

DAVE GROSCH, Deputy Mayor

JIM CUNNINGHAM, Councilmember
BARRY LEONARD, Councilmember
JOHN MULLIN, Councilmember

March 11, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Poway submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee (ITOC) on April 2, 2008 in accordance with the Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within
the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the reporting requirements of the
Ordinance, this is to confirm that the program approved and submitted to you seven years
ago is still in effect and has not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact
Steve Crosby, City Engineer, at (858) 668-4603 or scrosby@poway.ord.

Sincerely,

i A

Robert J. Manis
Director of Development Services

c: Peter Moote, Assistant Director of Administrative Services
Steve Crosby, City Engineer

M:\engservitraffic\ SANDAG\RTCIP\2015\2015 RTCIP Funding Letter.doc

\ City Hall Located at 13325 Civic Center Drive
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 789, Poway, California 92074-0789

WWW.poway.org
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2-12-15

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of San Diego submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee (ITOC) prior to April 1, 2008 in accordance with the Regional
Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within the
TransNet Extension Ordinance. On March 4, 2014, the City of San Diego submitted an updated
San Diego RTCIP program (document).

In accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm that the
program approved and submitted to you last year was still in effect and not materially changed
through June 30, 2014.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact Megan
Sheffield, 619-533-3672.

4 ha'mgw;m

Tom Tomlinson
Interim Planning Director
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March 6, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c¢/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of San Marcos submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent Taxpayer
Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 26, 2008 in accordance with the Regional Transportation
Congestion Improvement Program (RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet
Extension Ordinance. In accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to
confirm that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has not
materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact Beth
Herzog at 760-744-1050 ext. 3280.

Sincerely,

Mike Edwards

City Engineer/Public Works Director

Cc: Laura Rocha, Finance Director; Barry Reynolds, Building Official; Beth Herzog, Sr.
Management Analyst

1 Civic Center Drive | San Marcos, CA 92069-2918 | (760) 752-7550 | (760)752-7578 Fax | www.san-marcos.net
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Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Santee submitted a funding program to the TransNet Independent
Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) in May 2008 in accordance with the
Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP)
requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you in May 2008 is still in effect and
has not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
contact me at 619-258-4100 extension 167 or at Mkush@ci.santee.ca.us.

Melanie Kush
Acting Director of Development Services

Cc: Tim McDermott, Santee Director of Finance
Carl Schmitz, Santee Principal Civil Engineer
Minjie Mei, Santee Principal Traffic Engineer

10601 Magnolia Avenue + Santee, Californi® 92071 « (619) 258-4100 « www.cityofsanteeca.gov



CITY OF SOLANA BEACH

635 SOUTH HIGHWAY 101 + SOLANA BEACH, CALIFORNIA 82075-2215 -+ (858) 720-2400
www.ci.solana-beach.ca.us FAX (858) 792-6513 / (858) 755-1782

February 9, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

On April 23, 2008, the Solana Beach City Council approved a funding program in
accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program
(RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. This funding
program was forwarded to the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) later
that same month. In accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this
letter confirms that the program approved and submitted in 2008 is still in effect and has
not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please contact
either myself or Dan Goldberg at (858) 720-2470.

Sincerely,

Mohammad Sammak
Public Works Director/City Engineer

C. Finance Manager
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CITY OF VISTA

March 6, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer:

The City of Vista submitted a revised funding program to the TransNet
Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) on March 10, 2014, in
accordance with the Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program
(RCTIP) requirements contained within the TransNet Extension Ordinance. In
accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm
that the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has
not materially changed.

Should you have any questions regarding our RTCIP funding program, please
contact me at (760) 639-6100.

Sincerely,

[ /John Conley
Director of Community Development & Engineering

C: Greg Mayer, City Engineer

Dale Nielsen, Finance Director
Patrick Johnson, City Manager

P: 760-726-1340 | www.cityofvista.com | F: 760-639-6101
200 Civic Center Drive, Vista, California 92084-6275
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RICHARBIEE:C?SSMPTON DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
i 5510 OVERLAND AVE, SUITE 410
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92123-1237
(858) 694-2212 FAX: (858) 694-3597
Web Site: www.sdcounty.ca.gav/dpw/

March 16, 2015

Kai Ramer, Chair

TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee
c/o San Diego Association of Governments

401 B Street, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

Dear Mr. Ramer;

San Diego County's Board of Supervisors first adopted the Regional Transportation
Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP) funding program and resolution on January
30, 2008. The County of San Diego submitted its RTCIP funding program to the
TransNet Independent Taxpayer Oversight Committee (ITOC) prior to April 1, 2008, in
accordance with RTCIP requirements contained within the TransNet Extension
Ordinance.

In accordance with the reporting requirements of the Ordinance, this is to confirm that
the program approved and submitted to you last year is still in effect and has not
materially changed.

Section 77.216 of the County’s Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) ordinance (adopted
October 31, 2012 and effective since January 1, 2013) confirms the RTCIP extraction
amount matches the SANDAG established amount for the fiscal year for each non-
exempt newly constructed residential housing unit. The TIF Ordinance is available at
http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dpw/land/landpdf/Docs/TIFOrdinance2012.pdf.

If you have any questions or need additional information please contact Ramin Abidi,
LUEG Program Manager at (858) 694-2822 or e-mail Ramin.Abidi@sdcounty.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

/e«/«“ﬂ/

TERRENCE L. RAYBACK
Deputy Director
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