NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT M

AGENDA
FEBRUARY 7, 2001

REGULAR MEETING 10:30 AM. 196
BOARD ROOM 148 S. WILSON STREET  NIPOMO, CA 7
BOARD MEMBERS STAFE 7 (o
ROBERT BLAIR, PRESIDENT DOUGLAS JONES, GENERAL MANAGER |\ @ 57U
AL SIMON, VICE PRESIDENT DONNA JOHNSON, SEC. TO THE BOARD S
RICHARD MOBRAATEN, DIRECTOR JON SEITZ, GENERAL COUNSEL 1

MICHAEL WINN, DIRECTOR
JUDITH WIRSING, DIRECTOR

CLOSED SESSION
9:30 AM.

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL GC§54956.9
SMVWCD vs NCSD Santa Clara County Case No. CV 770214 and all consolidated cases.

NOTE: All comments concerning any item on the agenda are to be directed to the Board Chairperson.
A. CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE
B. ROLL CALL

C. PUBLIC COMMENTS PERIOD
PUBLIC COMMENTS
Any member of the public may address and ask questions of the Board relating to any matter within the Board's
jurisdiction, provided the matter is not on the Board's agenda, or pending before the Board.
Presentations are limited to three (3) minutes or otherwise at the discretion of the Chair.

ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS (The following may be discussed and action may be taken by the Board.)

D-1)  SUMMIT STATION - REBATE PROGRAM
Review rebate program and resolution for installation of booster pumps at Summit Station area higher
elevation residences

D-2) REQUEST FOR SERVICE - TRACT 2393 (NEWDOLL)
Request for water and sewer service for a 7-lot development at Grande & Cyclone Sts.

D-3) REQUEST FOR SERVICE - TRACT 2413 (KENGEL)
Request for water & sewer service for a two-lot development on Elvira Way
E. OTHER BUSINESS

E-1)  GIS DATA PROJECT SERVICE AGREEMENT

Approve an agreement for a water & sewer atlas for the District
E-2) TEFFT STREET WATER LINE DESIGN PROPOSALS

Review engineer proposal to design the Tefft St. water line
E-3) BOARD OF DIRECTORS BY-LAWS

Annual review of the Board of directors By-Laws

F. CONSENT AGENDA The foflowing items are considered rovtine and non-controversial by staff and may be approved by one motion if no member of the Board
wishes an item be removed. If discussion is desired, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be considered separately. Questions or clarification may
be made by the Board members without remuval from the Consent Agenda. The recommendations for each item are noted in parenthesis.

F-1) WARRANTS [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]

F-2) BOARD MEETING MINUTES [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]
Approval of Minutes of January 17, 2001 Regular Board meeting

F-3) SECOND QUARTER FINANCIAL REPORT {ACCEPT AND FILE]

F-4) ACCEPTANCE OF TRACT 1712/2383 [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]
Resolution accepting water & sewer improvements for Tract 1712/2383

G. MANAGER'S REPORT

o

G-1)  MONTECITO VERDE Il MEETING G-4) LAFCO HEARING (2/15) ON NCSD PROVIDING
REVIEW GARBAGE COLLECTION
G-2) SCHOOL AGREEMENT UPDATE G-5) ARTICLES ON CHROMIUM & GLOBAL WARMING
G-3) LEGISLATIVE UPDATE G-6) US SUPREME COURT RULING OF CORP OF ENG
JURISDICTION

G-7) CONFLICT OF INTEREST INFORMATION

H. DIRECTORS COMMENTS
CLOSED SESSION

CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL GC§54956.9
a. Litigation CPUC App!. No. A 00-03-028 (Gov. Code §54956.9)
b. SMVWCD vs NCSD Santa Clara County Case No. CV 770214 and all consolidated cases.
¢. NCSD vs State Dept of Health Services CV 990716, GC §54956.9
ADJOURN
The next regular Board meeting will be held on February 21, 2001.

N



TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS

FROM: DOUG JONES A2

DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

SUMMIT STATION REBATE PROGRAM

ITEM

Approving application format for the Summit Station Pressure Pump Rebate Program

BACKGROUND

At the regular Board meeting held January 17, 2001, your Honorable Board reviewed the Boyle
Engineering report with regards to Summit Station and the installation of on-site pressure
booster pumps for individual property owners. Boyle Engineering indicated that there are
approx. 21 homes with a house pad elevation above 442 feet. These homes would benefit
most from this program. Boyle also recommended that house pad elevations above 425 feet
should aiso be considered. Including the homes with a house pad elevation of 425 feet would
add another 17 properties. (See Table 2) The attached draft application for the rebate

program incorporates timetables.

First:  The application must be submitted within 60 days of mailing.

Second: The installation must be completed within six {(6) months from date of the
District receiving the application.

Also, included in the application is a hardship provision. Your Honorable Board may make a

determination to extend the time limit.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Honorable Board take public comment on the draft application for
the Pressure Pump Rebate Program for homes and make a determination on the a house pad
elevation of 442 or 425 feet. |t is also recommended that this program not be implemented

until comments are received from the California Department of Health Services.

Board 2001\S8S Rebate Program.DOC




TABLE 2
NIPOMO CSD - SUMMIT STATION SERVICE SUMMAR Y

House | Diameter of v‘
Meter| Meter Pad Connection
Size | Elovation| Elevation| to House | Water | Backfiow
Meter Uniit Qwner Name Address tin} | (' {#y [ Service' | Preventer’| Code’
10 Bantz, John 1530 Dale Ave. 1 455 490 1% Yes No VHX
134 Mauss. Edward and Mananne 1345 Ewing Rd, 1 378 472 1% Yes Yes X |Staff reponted hign use - £78C Seweg
126 Gonzaies. Modests and Rosana Summit Station Rd. 1 455 471 Yes No x
125 Holder, Fred 234 Summit Staton Rd. 1 458 471 Yes Yes X Lowpressurs compeaint - T 2ERBE T 3LE
138 Hudson, John 1252 Futura Lane 1 458 459 Yes Yos X
12 Hodgas. Mary 268 Summit Station Rd. 1 457 466 Yes Yes X
122 |Crosby. Lavem P. 1254 Futura Lane 1 458 463 Yes Yes X
1 Swanson, Wilbur 1250 Futura Lane 1 A58 483 Yes Yeos X __jLow pressure cormodaint - 73
7 Haller. Lee and Meiissa 185 Popoy Lane 1 459 452 1 Yes Ho VHX
37 Franke. Shirlsy 1487 Dale Ave. t 443 462 1 Yes Yes X |LOow Dressure comoant - 7 22T
6 Gray, James and Tem 145 Poppy Lane 1 459 480 1 Yes No V H X |Airin ime - 67/9%
141 ¥ p Rich 1335 Hetrick 458 No
107 Gill Scott and Carot 259 Summit Station Rd. 3 457 457 Yas No V H Lowpressurs comoxamt - 11 1895 7 -
105 Baird, Timothy and Laune 271 Summit Station Rd. 1 457 454 Yas Yes Low pressurs comotaint - £1179¢
08 Oftermann, Gens and Susan 242 Summmit Station Ret. (2nd service) 1 A5 454 Yeas No V H Low pressura commnain - 154788
08 Stevens, Tim 231 Summit Station Rd. 1 45 454 Yes No V H Lowpressurs comniaing - 81493
36 Kapianek. Robert and Kathenns 273 Vai Verde Lane 1 440 453 Yes Yes Na @ J8/00. 517700 1ousty-er o
1 Gray. Miranda and Raynor, Dianne 1225 Futura Lane 453 No
| 102 Hom-McCoy, Cynthia 287 Station Rd. 1 453 452 Yes Yes
D4 Kaye. Eugene 275 Summit Station Rd. 1 458 452 Yes Yes No watsr - 3800, W 1400 Ar vae sa-
Wrzenski, Daniel 1620 Dale Ave 1 418 450 1 Yes No VHX
E Wrzenski, Daniel 150 Poppy Lane (2nd service) 1 450 450 1 Yes Ne VHX
9 Taliman, Christop 1230 Futurs Lane 1 458 44 Yes Yas No water - Y1400, Low oressume zo—c
137 iBlack. Andrew and Susan 251 Vai Verds Lane 1 440 441 Yeas Yeos
74 eck Clay & Kathy 1386 Hetriek 1 447 44 Yes Yes
75 Esmay, Tim 1387 Hetnck i 442 448 Yes Yes
128 ielks.Larry and Mollie 228 Summit Station Rd. 1 A4 445 Yes Yes
110 [Hurdls. Mare 228 Summit Station Rd. 1 458 445 Yes Yes
142 Hintz, Gary and Lomie 1376 Ewing A A28 445 Yes Yas
135 Herera, Joseph (2nd service) 1248 Futura Ln. 1 458 445 Yas Yas X |[Low pressure complami - 8783 * 08
38 Blair, Robert 1449 Dals Ave, 445 No
139 Wiliars, Elaviana 270 Vsl Verde Lane 1 440 444 Yes Yes X
42 Armustong, Richard and Esther 1446 Evai 11 440 443 Yes Yes EVH
115 Tonnson, Samuel 1295 Hetrick 1 427 443 Yas Yes
138 Betl, Derek and Cynthia 260 Vai Verde Lane 1 440 442 Yas Yes
108 1Pryor. Dorathy 265 Summat Station Rd. 1 4587 439 Yes Yas EVH
2 Webar, Ramore 1665 Daie Ave. 1 431 437 Yes No £ V HINo water - 3/14/008
— 106 [Carson dobn and Karsn 267 Sumemat Station Rd. 1 457 434 Yes Yes
112 Neumann, Helomut 1229 Hetrick Ave. 1 430 432 Yes Yes Mster on Summa Sta Rd.
35 Leon. Sal 338 Summit Station R4, 1 440 430 Yes Yes
32 Rilling, Robert and Jane 1511 Dals Ave. 1 438 430 1% Yas Yes
77 Ricksr, John and Alice 1330 Hatrick 1 432 43 Yes No V H Lowpressyre complaint - 12196
100 [Cat Fine Wire Pension Dba 325 it Station Rd, 1 437 428 Yes Yes EVH
168 A . Jim 1441 Ewing Ave. 1 42 Yas
70 Lynch. Dale E. & Kat 344 Apache Trail 1 42 Yas No
12 |Freeman MA 181 Sunkist ane 1 427 424 Yas Yes —
97 MeGregor, J.F. 1128 Hetrick 1 412 42 Yes Yas
93 Simymons, Dan and Mona 1133 Hatrick 1 4 427 Yes Yes
91 Ross. Gary and Maniyne 375 Summit Station Rd, 1 4, 426 Yes Yas
] Pabst. Lasry 190 Poppy Lane 1 A2 425 Yeos No VHX [No watsr - 3/14/00
41| Parkhurst, Jos 1«37-12«%&'—' 1 & 425 Yes Yas
34 Twist. John 1437 Dale Ave. 1 40 425 Yas Yas
110 Ybarra, Angela 221 Summit Stabion Rd. (2nd s8rvics) 1 445 423 Yes Yes
71 Weaver, Robent 358 Apgche Trail 423 No
18 ‘Waugh, Donaid 577 Dals Ave. 1 422 Yes
88 Ames, Payl & Dorothy 1192 Hatrick 1 420 Yes
e Busch. Michael & Janet 1127 Hetrick 1 42¢ Yes
66 y, Evelyn L. 352 Apache Trail 1 418 Yes
129 Martin, W.P. 220 Summit Station R, 1 415 Yes
&0 ‘Werner, Laland & Betty 1455 Ewing Ave. 1 415 Yes
82 Laroche, Roger A, 1155 Hetrick 1 415 Yes
45 McDonaid, Margaret 312 Applegate Way t 414 Yos
111 |Kreps, Roy & Jostta 213 Summit Station Rd. 1 112 Yas
94 Beightol, WS 1111 Hetrick U 411 Yeos
89 Aero Camine Ranch i Hatrick Rd. 1 408 Yas
40 Qliver, Michaei 1417 Dale Ave, 1 407 Yas
87 Gimoel, Deniss 1228 Hetrick 1 405 Yes
57 McConaghy, Mark 1475 Ewing Ave. 1 404 Yos
38 Selle, Stave 235 Vagon Wheel Way 1 400 Yes
58 Lopez. David G. 1468 Pomeroy R, ) 398 Yes
33 Jones, Jaffrey & Rosalis 230 Wagan Whesi Way 1 397 Yoy
85 Rucker, Gary L. 1279 Pomeroy Rd. 1 396 Yes
25 Teixeira, Edwen & Joann 1512 Ewing 1 395 Yes
18 Johnson, Amold. W. 235 Applegate Way 1 394 Yes
83 |[Lopez. Juan 1381 Pomeroy Rd. 1 363 Yes
56 Matthews . Parker J, 435 Aurelia Lane 1 391 Yes
132 Romero. Rosendo 11337 N. Frontage Rd. 1 391 Yes
55 omes, Apolonie & Jeanie 1449 Aurelia Lane 1 388 Yes
33 |Stani, Peter & Patrcia 1305 Ewang R 1 386 | Yes
3 [Stras, Myron L. 272 Applegats Way 1 385 | Yes
61 |Laughiin, Laue L. 1426 Pomnaroy Rd. 1 388 | Yes
NOTES:
1-Elevations from topography shown on Summit Staton Assessmant District maps.
2.From field abservations and conversations with District sperator. Pipeiine sizes for other properties were unavailable,
3-From NCSD records
2 ouse it sfterwards

* 3 vacam. tat house on lower elevation

ESSR

11720100



NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT O

APPLICATION FOR PRESSURE PUMP é“’ ,
REBATE PROGRAM % ).
I, (Applicant) am the owner of certain real property
located at :
Street address APN#

Applicant requests participation in the Nipomo Community Service District’s (District’s)
pressure pump rebate program and agrees to install and operate the booster pump in
accordance with District’s rebate procedures and guidelines.

DISTRICT REBATE PROCEDURES AND GUIDELINES

A. This program is available to those existing District residents that meet or satisfy
all of the following qualifications:

L. Real property is located within the Summit Station Assessment District
and has a house pad elevation at or above 442 feet as taken from the
Summit Station contour map.

2. The real property is improved with a residence that has received an
occupancy permit from the County on or before February 7,2001 Only
property that has (1) been improved and (2) received an occupancy permit
will be eligible for the Rebate Program..

3. This Application has been completed, signed, and received by the District
on or before 4:00 p.m., May 8, 2001. .

4. The Application has been approved in writing by the District prior to the
Applicant incurring cost.

5. The invoices and verifying statements identified in Sections B1 and B2
have been received by the District on or before 4:00 p.m., October 9,
2001.

6. The District will consider an extension of the time limits established in

Subparagraph S above based on a written request signed by the Applicant
that evidences a compliance hardship. Said request must be received by
the District on or before 4:00 p.m., October 9, 2001.

B. Pursuant to the following terms and conditions the District will rebate up to two
thousand dollars ($2,000) of Applicant’s invoiced costs upon being presented with both

Page 1 of 3



the invoices identified in Section 1 below and the verifying statement identified in
Section 2 below.

i. Invoices*:

a. Purchase of booster pump

b. Invoices from licensed plumbing contractors verifying that the
booster pump was installed in accordance with manufacturer’s
guidelines and industry standards.

c. Invoices from licensed electricians for installing electrical service
to the booster pump and verifying that such installation was
completed in accordance with manufacturer’s guidelines and
industry standards.

* The work of individual homeowners/Applicants in purchasing and
installing the booster and/or electrical services is not subject to the
District’s rebate program.

2. Verifying Statements

a. Written statement of Applicant verifying that the booster pump
was installed in accordance with manufacturer’s guidelines and
industry standards and that electrical services to the booster pump
were installed in accordance with manufacturer’s guidelines and
industry standards: or

b. Written statement of licensed plumbing contractor, on the
contractor’s letterhead and identifying the contractor’s license
number, verifying that the booster pump was installed in
accordance with manufacturer’s guidelines and industry standards;
and

C. Written statement from licensed electrical contractor, on the
contractor’s letterhead and identifying the contractor’s license
number, verifying that electrical services to the booster pump was
installed in accordance with manufacturer’s guidelines and
industry standards.

3. The District recommends but does not require that Applicant have their
individual service lines (from the meter to their residence) checked by a
plumbing contractor to verify quality and size of service lines in
compliance with the Uniform Plumbing Code.

4. The Applicant is responsible for the installation, operation and

maintenance of individual booster pumps including the supply of electrical
service to the booster pump. Applicant, by signing this Agreement, agrees

Page 2 of 3



Date

to hold the District harmless for any payments/costs over and above the
rebate amount for installation, operation, or maintenance of individual
booster pumps, including the supply of electrical services to the booster

pump.

The District does not warrant and/or guarantee the quality or mechanical
function of individual booster pumps installed by Applicants and/or their
contractors.

The District does not warrant and/or guarantee the work of contractors
hired by individual Applicants.

For those Applicants that have appropriate quality and sized service lines
(from the meter to their residence) the District has been presented with
evidence that the installation of an individual booster pump will improve
water service to the Applicant’s residence. However, the District does not
warrant and/or guarantee that the installation of individual booster pumps
will improve water pressure delivery to individual residences.

Applicant, by submitting this Application to the District, verifies that the real
property that is the subject of this Application is improved with a residence that
has received an occupancy permit on or before February 7, 20001, from the
County of San Luis Obispo, California.

, 2001

Applicant

APPROVED: NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICE DISTRICT

Date:

, 2001

Page 3 of 3



TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS Fo
FROM: DOUG JONES FEB 07 2001
DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

REQUEST FOR SERVICE
TRACT 2393
NEWDOLL

ITEM

Request for water and sewer service for Tract Map 2393 (Annexation #18) a 7-lot development

on Cyclone and Grande Ave.

BACKGROUND

The developer has requested that Tract 2393, a 2%z acre 7-lot development, be annexed to the
District.  Your Honorable Board has approved Resoiution No. 00-748, approving the
annexation. LAFCO approved the annexation at their commission meeting held on
January 18, 2001. The applicant is now requesting an Intent-to-Serve letter for this
7-lot development. The Board may proceed with issuing an Intent-to-Serve letter with the

following conditions:

Developer to execute the Annexation Agreement for Annexation No. 18.
Enter into a Plan Check and Inspection Agreement and pay the appropriate fees.
Submit improvement plans in accordance with the District Standards and
Specifications for review and approval.
4. Pay all appropriate District water, sewer and other fees associated with this
development.
5. Construct the improvements required and submit the following:
e Reproducible "As Builts" - A paper copy and digital format disk (Auto
Cad) which includes engineer, developer, tract number and water
improvements
o Offer of Dedication
* Engineer's Certification
e A summary of all water and sewer improvement costs
6. This Intent-to-Serve Letter will expire two years from date of issuance.

W=

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Honorable Board approve an Intent-to-Serve letter for Tract 2393

with the above mentioned conditions.

Board 2001\Intent Tr 2393.D0C



JAMES MICHAEL McGILLIS
PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR

PO BOX 1446 NIPOMO CA. 93444
PHONE (805) 929-2941 FAX (805) 929-2941
e-mail James_McGillis@Yahoo.com

NIPOMO COMMUNITY

SERVICES DISTRICT

148 S. Wilson

P.O. Box 326

Nipomo Ca. 93444 B ~

N
SUBJECT: Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 2393, “Willing to serve letter.”
N

I have enclosed two full size prints and one 8 % x 11 reduction of our proposed “Vesting
Tentative Tract Map No. 2393. This is the property that was recently annexed to the district
through Annexation No. 18, subject of the LAFCO hearing on 18 January 2001.

Please place on your earliest agenda, for consideration of a “Willing to serve letter” for
water and sewer service.

Note that we are applying for a 7-lot subdivision, at this time. In the lower left hand corner
of the proposed subdivision, where Jared Circle meets S. Tejas Rd. we are showing an
offsite offer to dedicate (cross-hatched). If we are unable to obtain this dedication, we will
be amending our application to 8 lots, similar to our previous submittal.

We feel that the alignment we are presenting is more sensitive to the desires of the
Community then our previous submittal in that we will only have 2 lots facing Cyclone St.
and 2 lots facing Grande Ave. The properties across the streets, are in the Cal Cities Water
District and would be prevented from dividing into less then 20,000 sq. ft. parcels. We will
be asking County Engineering to allow us to keep those two streets with their existing look,
ie: no concrete curb gutter or sidewalk. We would also propose serving our sewer and
water from Jared Circle and the adjacent 20’ (to be paved) easement.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

J. Gillis, PLS 4442
Lic. Exp. 30 Sep. 2001



JAMES MICHAEL McGILLIS
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TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS SREPY 7 e
AGEND/ 77E

1/
c T e

FROM: DOUG JONES ./ [y
F22 07 200]
DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001 S
REQUEST FOR SERVICE
TRACT 2413
KENGEL
ITEM

Request to subdivide Parcel 4 of Tract 1658 into 2 parcels

BACKGROUND

The District received correspondence from Pamela Jardini of Westland Engineering representing
William Kengel, the developer, to subdivide Parcel 4 of Tract 1658, as shown on attached map.
Mr. Kengel, when developing Tract 1658, showed Lot No. 4 as one parcel. He is now requesting
that this parcel be divided into two parcels. Your Honorable Board may issue an Intent-to-Serve

letter for the lot division as indicated as Tract 2413 with the following conditions.

1. Enter into a Plan Check and Inspection Agreement and pay the appropriate fees.

2. Submit improvement plans in accordance with the District Standards and
Specifications for review and approval.

3. Pay all appropriate District water, sewer and other fees associated with this
development.

4, Construct the improvements required and submit the following:

a. Reproducible "As Builts" - A paper copy and digital format disk (Auto Cad)
which includes engineer, developer, tract number and water improvements
b.  Offer of Dedication
c. Engineer's Certification
d. A summary of all water and sewer improvement costs
5. This Intent-to-Serve Letter will expire two years from date of issuance.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Honorable Board approve the Intent-to-Serve letter for Tract 2413
which consists of dividing Parcel 4 of Tract 1658 into 2 lots with the above mentioned conditions.

Board 2001\Int Tr 2413.DOC



LT f};

FN O E

b4
48534

PRL
~pad A b
TaET

T ’

;
}
!
i

ELVIRA

s e

PARCEL 2

AR B 1N

e o

. ———

n,
LR X ]

FL

¥ ou,

N

S

EE)

2

OWNER'S STATEMENT

1 HEFEBY AFPLY FOR APAOVA, OF DHE DIMSION OF
RICWN OH THIS FLAT AMD STATE THAY
) AN THE LEGAL OWNER (F SAKr PROPERTY QR THE
AUTHORTIED AGENT OF THE LEBJL OWMNER AND TH.
WEORMATION WK HEREM 1S TRUE ANG CORRECT 10
B ST OF MY YROMEDTE AMD BRYAT
KSTLNID ENGNELRING COMP AN
TACA LAMHE, SIYE 100, SAN LUlS OBISFQ, CA 93401
(505) - 941 - 2594

FECORD OWER:

MR, BRA XENCE)L
133 CASTAC STREE
SN0 BEACH, CA 93418

ENGINEER'S STATEMENT

1 HERERY STAT( THAT THIS MAD WAX PRIPARED RY ME OR
UNGER MY SUPERVISION AND TO NE BEST OF MY KN
WM THE LT FION W

QONPLED e THE COUNTY
OF SAN LUIS OIISPO, STATE OF CALB ORI

m\mx ¥ ORTOL. P 21607, EFWES ¥-36-7001
TLAMD ONOHEERING DM,

nmuu:.wt! 105, S LS ocasPy, o1 93407

(808} 561 Y304

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL MAPS
o 10
NIPOMO

wAY

B S P A

GRAPHIC SCALE

sl

- 0

"

VICINITY MAP i

TRACT 2413
VESTING TENTATIVE. MAP

DIASION O m\nw. * u‘ TRACT 1858

AS m:m  ROOK DF 1R PARCYL MAPK AT PAGE N

WCTUE COUMTY OF AN u»soavo. SIATE OF CALFORN
PLPTIEC b

Bll.l. KENGEL

g

WESTLAND ENG!NEER!NG COMPANY

78 ZACA LANE. SUITE 100, SAN LUM OBSPO, CA 93401
[903)- 541304
Cee e e
Keppt ot




{ : 17 M.B. 89

- - — \ - - .
TEFFT STREET 5 ) / LEGEND | \
N B34P0Y €
sy0e € oo _ 251 Yrm I,
RN | W e RS HREE ACCESS OENIAL
{ 200 {
: v Py h_{ | 300 | 20.00° g
f
| » » Iy % 1 :
I ul. 8
3 8 g ! ! . ul
Foeansk g 3 E 12,635 SF. 3
x ¥ E]
' i
i
%‘ I
it 5 i
- ——ﬁ'»-.‘:“r— i i
B Sde [
i N SsNC ¢ anoy " ! er
— - ‘ - — l
5 | ALINA LANE . ‘ y
[ i ﬁ 8904 SF. q
i
: :;w‘ a0 |}
! ! sy g
1 _“ ; .83
2
7 3 8,370 5. lg ! i
- " ] 3
3
o : E E §§t 8481 S, :
x : e x
ooy N by : )
— _Er ﬁ:_ux.r;r 3y I
5 | e
i I 2 -
: S i
7 ] 1 15 i_ﬂ ] =
g seov SF ' *
: R 8817 SF. ﬁl
- I %
R i VICINITY MAP
— b2 ! S — NG SCALE
i — |
_ q f - L wssyowe meer f : PREL{M%NAH{
i
- BERNITA _PLACE !
—f & L
— e i TRACT NO. 1 658
! ! 14,839 S.F. IN UNINCORPORATED TERRITORY OF THE COUNTY
! ¥
i OF SAN LUIS OBISPO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
! ; BEING A SUBLIVISION OF A PORTION OF LOT 2 OF THE RESUBDIVISION
19 1 OF THE WESTERLY PART OF LOT 25 OF H.C. WARD'S SUBDIVISION OF
& 6,083 5-'-“§ g .£027 S THE NIPOMO BANCHO ACCORDING TO THE MAP RECORDED IN BOOK A
. h OF MAPS AT PAGE 19, RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY.
~~~~~~~~~~~~ NORTH COAST ENGINEERINCG INC.
L m M “ LIS d M 723 Craston Re Suke B, Powc Robles 2393127
- R ] w 5534167 € 29300
4 ‘ 5 ‘ o] SHEET 3 OF 3



ESTLAND
NGINEERING COMPANY

CONSULTING CIVIL ENGINEERING & SURVEYING

75 ZACA LANE, SUITE 100 » SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401

TELEPHONE: (805) 541-2394 » FAX: (805) 541-2439

January 10, 2001

Doug Jones

c/o NCSD

P.O. Box 326
Nipomo, CA 93444

RE: Will serve letter for Tract 2413, water & sewer

Dear Mr. Jones,

Please find enclosed a copy of the Tract Map 2413 located in Nipomo off of Elvira Way.
Our client, Mr. Kengel, wishes to subdivide Parcel 4 of Tract 1658 into two parcels. This
two-way split is a Tract Map since Mr. Kengel subdivided Tract 1658. We are
respectfully requesting a will serve letter from NCSD for water & sewer for processing

this proposed subdivision through the County Planning Department.

If you have any questions or concemns, please contact me at 541-2394.
Sincerely,

'ﬂ//“%/é.“ (k,(,é'é T~

Pamela Jardini
Senior Planner
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GIS DATA PROJECT
SERVICE AGREEMENT

ITEM

Approving the agreement for GIS mapping of the water and sewer system

BACKGROUND

Mr. Michael Samuel of Nobel Systems gave a presentation to your Honorable Board on
January 17, 2001 at the regular Board meeting. The Board directed staff to prepare two
agreements for the District GIS System, one including the mapping service and the other
including training staff to prepare updates. If the Board wishes staff to prepare the updates,
substantial training would be needed and also acquisition of necessary software of the mapping
system. Staff feels that it would be more economical to have Nobel System do the update of
new development at a cost of $75.00 per sheet. Therefore, it is recommended that one
agreement be prepared to have Nobel Systems prepare the GIS mapping, in which the District
would contract for upgrades as needed. If the updating process becomes extensive, then staff
would come back to the Board for possible revision of the contract to include software and
training. At the present time, staff feels it is more economical to have Nobel Systems do the

updates on the tract maps as they are completed within the District.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that your Honorable Board approve the contract for Nobel Systems to
develop the GIS Data Mapping of the District's water and sewer systems and direct the

President of the Board to execute the attached contract.

Board 2001\GIS Agreement.DOC



NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
P O BOX 326
NIPOMO, CA 93444

CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT, made this day of < 2001, by and

between the NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT (hereinafter referred to as
"DISTRICT"), and NOBEL SYSTEMS (hereinafter referred to as "CONTRACTOR).
WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, DISTRICT desires to retain a qualified contractor to provide all labor,
materials and GIS software to provide NCSD with a turn-key Geographical Information System
(GIS) database, including training and technical support.

WHEREAS, DISTRICT desires to engage CONTRACTOR to provide services by
reason of its qualifications and experience in performing such services, and CONTRACTOR
has offered to provide the required services on the terms and in the manner set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of their mutual covenants, the parties hereto agree
as follows:

1. CONTRACT COORDINATION

(a) DISTRICT. The General Manager shall be the Contract Manager of the

DISTRICT for all purposes under this Agreement.
(b) CONTRACTOR. Michael Samuel shall have the responsibility for the

progress and execution of this Agreement for CONTRACTOR.
2. DUTIES OF CONTRACTOR

(a) Services to be furnished. CONTRACTOR shall provide all services as set

forth in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.
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(b) Laws to be observed. CONTRACTOR shall:

(1) Procure all permits and licenses, pay all charges and fees, and
give all notices which may be necessary and incidental to the due and lawful prosecution of the
services to be performed by CONTRACTOR under this Agreement;

(2) Keep itself fully informed of all federal, state and local laws,
ordinances, regulations, orders and decrees existing on the date of this Agreement which are
applicable to the duties of the CONTRACTOR under this Agreement, any materials used in
CONTRACTOR's performance under this Agreement, or the conduct of the services under this
Agreement;

3) At all times observe and comply with, and cause all of iis
employees to observe and comply with all of said laws, ordinances, regulations, orders, and
decrees mentioned above.

(4) Promptly report to the DISTRICT's Contract Manager, in writing,
any discrepancy or inconsistency it discovers in said laws, ordinances, regulations, orders, and
decrees mentioned above in relation to any plans, drawings, specifications, or provisions of this
Agreement.

(c) Release of reports and information. Any video tape, computer models,

plans, specifications, reports, information, data or other material given to, or prepared or
assembled by, CONTRACTOR under this Agreement shall be the property of DISTRICT and
shall not made available to any individual or organization by CONTRACTOR without the prior
written approval of the DISTRICT's Contract Manager.

{d) Copies of videotapes, reports, data and information. If DISTRICT

requests additional copies of videotapes, reports, drawings, specifications, or any other material
in addition to what the CONTRACTOR is required to furnish in limited quantities as part of the

services under this Agreement, CONTRACTOR shall provide such additional copies as are
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requested, and DISTRICT shall compensate CONTRACTOR for the costs of duplicating of such
copies at CONTRACTOR’s direct expense.
(e) Qualifications of CONTRACTOR. CONTRACTOR represents that it is

qualified to furnish the services described under this Agreement.

3. COMPENSATION

(a) The CONTRACTOR will be paid for services provided to the DISTRICT in
accordance with the schedule set forth in Exhibit "B", attached hereto and incorporated herein
by reference.

(b) Payments are due within 30 days of receipt of undisputed invoices.
Invoices shall reflect the task to which the request for payment is being invoiced in accordance
with the "Scope of Service" (Exhibit "A") and the percentage of completion of each task. Dispute
shall be referred to Mediation/Arbitration pursuant to §19(a).

{c) The contract budget, as stated in Exhibit "B” shall not be exceeded
without the written authorization of the DISTRICT.

(d) Payment to CONTRACTOR shall be considered as full compensation of
all personnel, software,materials, supplies, and equipment used in carrying out the services as
stated in Exhibit "A".

(e) Interest at 8 percent per annum (but not exceeding the maximum rate
allowable by law) will be payable on any amounts not paid within 30 days of the billing date,
payment thereafter to be applied first to accrued interest an then to the principal unpaid amount.

4. SCHEDULE

CONTRACTOR shall complete the services that are the subject of this
Agreement within 120 CALENDAR DAYS OF District's authorization to proceed.
CONTRACTOR shall not be responsible for delays which are due to causes beyond
CONTRACTOR’s reasonable control. In the case of any such delay, the time of completion
shall be extended accordingly. The CONTRACTOR is to notify the District promptly in writing of

such delays.
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5. TEMPORARY SUSPENSION

The DISTRICT's Contract Manager shall have the authority to suspend this
Agreement wholly or in part, for such period, as he deems necessary due to unfavorable
conditions or to the failure on the part of the CONTRACTOR to perform any provision of this
Agreement. CONTRACTOR will be paid for services performed through the date of temporary
suspension. In the event that CONTRACTOR’s services hereunder are delayed for a period in
excess of six (6) months due to causes beyond CONTRACTOR’s reasonable control,
CONTRACTOR’s compensation shall be subject to renegotiation.

6. SUSPENSION; TERMINATION

(a) Right to suspend or terminate. The DISTRICT retains the right to

terminate this Agreement for any reason by notifying CONTRACTOR in writing seven (7) days
prior to termination and by paying CONTRACTOR for services performed through date of
termination; provided, however, if this Agreement is terminated for fault of CONTRACTOR,
DISTRICT shall be obligated to compensate CONTRACTOR only for that portion of
CONTRACTOR services which are of benefit toDISTRICT. Said compensation is to be arrived
at by mutual Agreement pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 19(a).

(b) Return of materials. Upon such termination, CONTRACTOR shall turn

cver to the DISTRICT immediately any and all copies of videotapes,
studies, sketches, drawings, mylars, computations, computer models and
other data, whether or not completed, prepared by CONTRACTOR, and
for which CONTRACTOR has received reasonable compensation, or
given to CONTRACTOR in connection with this Agreement. Such
materials shall become the permanent property of DISTRICT.
CONTRACTOR, however, shall not be liable for DISTRICT's use of

incomplete materials or for DISTRICT's use of complete documents if
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used for other than the project or scope of services contemplated by this

Agreement.

7. INSPECTION
CONTRACTOR shall furnish DISTRICT with every reasonable opportunity for
DISTRICT to ascertain that the services of CONTRACTOR are being performed in accordance
with the requirements and intentions of this Agreement. All work done and all materials
furnished, if any, shall be subject to the DISTRICT's Contract Manager's inspection and
approval. The inspection of such work shall not relieve CONTRACTOR of any of its obligations
to fulfill its Agreement as prescribed.

8. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

The services performed under this Agreement are to be performed by the
CONTRACTOR as an independent contractor.
9. ASSIGNMENT OF CONTRACT

Neither party shall assign this Agreement or any portion of the work, other than
as designated herein, without the prior written approval of the other party.
10. NOTICES
All notices hereunder shall be given in writing and mailed, postage prepaid, by

Certified Mail, addresses as follows:

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

Doug Jones (805) 929-1133
P. O. Box 326
Nipomo, CA 93444

CONTRACTOR:

Michael Samuel (909) 382-0160
Nobel Systems

194 S. Del Rosa, Suite G

San Bernardino, CA 92408
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11. INTEREST OF CONTRACTOR

CONTRACTOR covenants that it presently has no known interest, and shall not
knowingly acquire any interest, direct or indirect, financial or otherwise, which would conflict in
any manner or degree with the performance of the services hereunder. CONSULTANT further
covenants that, in the performance of this Agreement, no subcontractor or person having such a
known interest shall be employed. CONSULTANT certifies that no one who has or will have any
known financial interest under this Agreement is an officer or employee of DISTRICT. It is
expressly agreed that, in the performance of the services hereunder, CONTRACTOR shall at
all times be deemed an independent contractor and not an agent or employee of DISTRICT.
CONTRACTOR shall be responsible in full for payment of its employees, including insurance,
and deductions.

12. INDEMNITY

CONTRACTOR agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmiess the DISTRICT,
its employees, managers, agents and directors from any and all liability, claims, losses,
damages or expenses (including attorney's fees and costs) arising out of negligent performance
of this contract, excepting those arising out of the sole negligence of the DISTRICT.

13. INSURANCE

(a) The CONSULTANT shall maintain worker's compensation insurance to
statutory limits, in compliance with state and federal statutes.

(b) The CONSULTANT shall maintain comprehensive general liability and
automobile liability insurance protecting it against claims arising from bodily or personal injury or
damage to property, including loss of use thereof, resulting from operations of CONSULTANT
pursuant to this Agreement or from the use of automobiles and equipment of the
CONSULTANT. The amount of this insurance shall not be less than $1 million combined single
limit. The DISTRICT, its employees, officers, General Manager and directors, shall be listed as

additional insureds.
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(c) The CONSULTANT shall maintain a policy of professional liability
insurance, protecting it against claims arising out of the negligent acts,
errors, or omissions of CONSULTANT pursuant to this Agreement, in the
amount of not less than $500,000 combined single limit.

(d) CONSULTANT shall provide client with the following prior to

commencement of work under this Agreement:

1. Proof of workman'’s compensation insurance and
professional liability insurance;

2. An endorsement of the comprehensive general
liability and automobile liability insurance
(pursuant to subparagraph {b}) listing DISTRICT,
its employees, officers, General Manager and
Directors as additional insureds.

3. Proof of errors and omission insurance.

14. AGREEMENT BINDING

The terms, covenants and conditions of this Agreement shall apply to, and shall
bind, the heirs, successors, executors, administrators, assigns, and subcontractors of both
parties.

15. WAIVERS

The waiver by either party of any breach or violation of any term, covenant, or
condition of this Agreement or of any provision, ordinance, or law shall not be deemed to be a
waiver of any subsequent breach or violation of the same or of any other term, covenant,
condition, ordinance, or law. The subsequent acceptance by either party of any fee or other
money which may become due hereunder shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any preceding
breach or violation by the other party of any term, covenant, or condition of this Agreement or of

any applicable law or ordinance.

16. LAW GOVERNING AND VENUE
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This agreement has been executed and delivered in, and shall be interpreted,
construed, and enforced pursuant to and in accordance with the laws of the State of California.
All duties and obligations of the parties created hereunder are performable in the County of San
Luis Obispo, and such County shall be the venue for any action, or proceeding that may be
brought, or arise out of, in connection with or by reason of this Agreement.

17. COSTS AND ATTORNEY'S FEES

The prevailing party in any action between the parties to this Agreement brought
to enforce the terms of this Agreement or arising out of this Agreement may recover its

reasonable costs and attorney's fees expended in connection with such an action from the other

party.

18. AGREEMENT CONTAINS ALL UNDERSTANDINGS

This document (including all exhibits referred to above and attached hereto)
represents the entire and integrated Agreement between DISTRICT and CONTRACTOR and
supersedes all prior negotiations, representations, or Agreements, either written or oral. This
document may be amended only by written instrument, signed by both DISTRICT and
CONTRACTOR. All provisions of this Agreement are expressly made conditions. This
Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of California.

19.  MISCELLANEQUS PROVISIONS

(a) The parties agree in good faith to attempt to resolve amicably, without
litigation, any dispute arising out of or relating to this agreement. In the event that any dispute
cannot be resolved through direct discussions, the parties agree to endeavor to settle the
dispute by mediation. Either party may make a written demand for mediation, which demand
shall specify in detail the facts of the dispute. Within ten (10) days from the date of delivery of
the demand, the matter shall be submitted to a mediation firm mutually selected by the parties.
If the parties are unable to agree upon a mediation firm within said ten (10) day period, the

matter shall be submitted to a mediation firm to be agreed upon by both parties. The Mediator
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shall hear the matter and provide an informal opinion and advice within twenty (20) days
following written demand for mediation. Said informal opinion and advice shall be non-binding
on the parties but shall be intended to help resolve the dispute. The Mediator's fee shall be
shared equally by the parties. If the dispute has not been resolved, then an independent
arbitrator is to be appointed by mutual agreement and his decision shall be non-binding on the
parties.

(b) In the performance of its professional services, CONTRACTOR will use that
degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised under similar conditions in similar localities and no
other warranties, expressed or implied are made or intended in any of CONTRACTOR’s
proposals, contracts or reports.

(¢) Should any provision herein be found or deemed to be invalid, this
agreement shall be construed as not containing such provision, and all other provisions which
are otherwise lawful shall remain in full force and effect, and to this end the provisions of this
agreement are declared to be severable.

(d) Whenever reference is made in this Agreement to standards or codes in
accordance with which work is to be performed or tested, the edition or revision of the standards
or codes current on the effective date of this Agreement shall apply, unless otherwise expressly
stated.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, DISTRICT and CONTRACTOR have executed this
Agreement the day and year first above written.

CONTRACTOR

DISTRICT

Date

gis\nobel systems agreement.doc
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EXHIBIT “A”

SCOPE OF WORK

Introduction. The object of the project ot to complete a GIS Porject for Nipomo Community
Services District water and sewer facilities, as referenced in the Nobel Systems proposal dated
November 13, 2000 and modified in proposal dated November 17, 2000, including:

Project Kick Off Meeting
development of database design
data capture standards

water symbol library

Acquisition of parcel Data

Pilot Area Conversion

aobhwn =

Water and Sewer Facilities Data Conversion. GIS databases of water and sewer facilities
data. The primary task of the Project is conversion of facilities data shown on separate tile map
sheets.

Color laser printing of the atlas books

Scanning of as-builts, and linking to the GIS

GIS viewing application

10



NCSD AND NOBEL SYSTEMS

CONTRACTOR AGREEMENT
EXHIBIT “B”

Project Set Up $ 2,500
Database Design (preliminary & final) $ 2,500
Data Capture Standards (preliminary & $ 2,500
final)
Parcel Conversion $ 5,000
Pilot Area Conversion $ 7,000
Water & Sewer Facilities Data Capture $20,000
Scanning of 2000 as builts $ 5,500
Geobrowser viewing application $ 5,000

TOTAL $50,000
Optional Costs:
Easement Document Conversion $ 2,500
Handheld PC maintenance application $ 5,000

TOTAL $ 7,500

Notes:

Unit cost for as built conversion

$75 per as built

Unit cost for easement conversion

$20 per easement

Unit cost for scanning

$2.75 per scan

Geobrowser viewing application

5 licenses are included

11
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DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

TEFFT STREET WATER LINE DESIGN

ITEM

Review bid proposals to design the Tefft Street water line.

BACKGROUND

The District sent out request for proposals to seven consulting engineering firms to design the Tefft
Street water line. The object of having the Tefft Street water line designed now is so it can be
constructed early next fiscal year, prior to the County upgrading and paving Tefft Street between the
freeway and Thompson Ave.

The following three engineering firms submitted proposals with their estimated project fees.

1 R. Thompson Consulting $59,000
2 Garing, Taylor & Assoc. $68,500
3 Boyie Engineering $110,903

In reviewing the bids, staff made some modification to the design proposal so they may be equitably
compared.

1. In R. Thompson Consultants had 4 hours per week inspection whereas Garing, Taylor had 4 hours
per day. Because of the nature of construction in an urbanized area with a number of other utilities,
it is more appropriate to have 4 hours of inspection per day rather than per week. Therefore, R.
Thompson's fee was adjusted upward to reflect 4 hours per day.

2. Boyle Engineering proposal was reviewed. It was felt that a number of items in their proposal were
not needed due to knowledge of the area. One was the geotechnic design services because of the
existing soil natures are well known. Their research and final design alternatives, along with design
element costs were also deleted.

The following is staff's adjusted project fee for the 3 firms:

1 R. Thompson Consulting $75,000
2  Garing, Taylor & Assoc. $68,500
3 Boyle Engineering $80,460

Another consideration is that R. Thompson Consultants are located in Atascadero and Garing, Taylor is
located in Arroyo Grande.

RECOMMENDATION

In evaluating the Tefft Street water line design proposals, staff recommends that your Honorable Board
award the water line design project to Garing, Taylor & Associates and instruct the President of the
Board to execute the agreement after the consultant has done so. Since this item was not budgeted this
fiscal year, it is recommended that your Honorable Board approve funding for the design work from
reserves in the Town Water Capacity Fee Fund.

Board 2001\ Tefft Street water line desigh0B0C




NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
P O BOX 326
NIPOMO, CA 93444

CONSULTANT SERVICES AGREEMENT
TO DESIGN APPROXIMATELY 8500 FEET OF WATER TRANSMISSION MAIN
(TEFFT STREET FROM DANA SCHOOL TO THOMPSON ROAD)

THIS AGREEMENT, made this day of 2001, by and between the
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT (hereinafter referred to as "DISTRICT"), and
Garing, Taylor & Associates (hereinafter referred to as "CONSULTANT).

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, DISTRICT desires to retain a qualified engineering firm to provide services
in designing approximately 8500 feet of water transmission main in Nipomo, California; and

WHEREAS, DISTRICT desires to engage CONSULTANT to provide services by reason
of its qualifications and experience in performing such services, and CONSULTANT has offered
to provide the required services on the terms and in the manner set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of their mutual covenants, the parties hereto agree
as follows:

1. CONTRACT COORDINATION

(a) DISTRICT The General Manager shall be the Contract Manager of the

DISTRICT for all purposes under this Agreement.
(b) CONSULTANT  Jim Garing shall have the responsibility for the

progress and execution of this Agreement for CONSULTANT.
2. DUTIES OF CONSULTANT

(a) Services to be furnished. CONSULTANT shall provide all services as set

forth in Exhibit "A" attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.
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{b) Laws to be observed. CONSULTANT shail:

{1) Procure all permits and licenses, pay all charges and fees, and
give all notices which may be necessary and incidental to the due and lawful prosecution of the
services to be performed by CONSULTANT under this Agreement;

(2) Keep itself fully informed of all federal, state and local laws,
ordinances, regulations, orders and decrees existing on the date of this Agreement which are
applicable to the duties of the CONSULTANT under this Agreement, any materials used in
CONSULTANT's performance under this Agreement, or the conduct of the services under this
Agreement;

(3) At all times observe and comply with, and cause all of its
employees to observe and comply with all of said laws, ordinances, regulations, orders, and
decrees mentioned above.

(4) Promptly report to the DISTRICT's Contract Manager, in writing,
any discrepancy or inconsistency it discovers in said laws, ordinances, regulations, orders, and
decrees mentioned above in relation to any plans, drawings, specifications, or provisions of this
Agreement.

(¢) Release of reports and information. Any video tape, computer models,

plans, specifications, reports, information, data or other material given to, or prepared or
assembled by, CONSULTANT under this Agreement shall be the property of DISTRICT and
shall not made available to any individual or organization by CONSULTANT without the prior
written approval of the DISTRICT's Contract Manager.

(d) Copies of video tapes, reports, data and information. If DISTRICT

requests additional copies of videotapes, reports, drawings, specifications, or any other material
in addition to what the CONSULTANT is required to furnish in limited quantities as part of the
services under this Agreement, CONSULTANT shall provide such additional copies as are
requested, and DISTRICT shall compensate CONSULTANT for the costs of duplicating of such

copies at CONSULTANT's direct expense.
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(e) Qualifications of CONSULTANT. CONSULTANT represents that it is

qualified to furnish the services described under this Agreement.

3. COMPENSATION

(a) The CONSULTANT will be paid for services provided to the DISTRICT in
accordance with the schedule set forth in Exhibit "B", attached hereto and incorporated herein
by reference.

(b) Payments are due within 60 days of receipt of invoices. Invoices shall
reflect the task to which the request for payment is being invoiced in accordance with the "Scope
of Service" (Exhibit "A") and the percentage of completion of each task.

(c) The contract budget, as stated in Exhibit "B" shall not be exceeded
without the written authorization of the DISTRICT.

(d) Payment to CONSULTANT shall be considered as full compensation of
all personnel, materials, supplies, and equipment used in carrying out the services as stated
in  Exhibit "A".

(e) Interest at 8 percent per annum (but not exceeding the maximum rate
allowable by law) will be payable on any amounts not paid within 60 days of the billing date,
payment thereafter to be applied first to accrued interest an then to the principal unpaid amount.

4. SCHEDULE

CONSULTANT shall complete the services that are the subject of this Agreement
within 180 calendar days of the DISTRICT's authorization to proceed. CONSULTANT shall not
be responsible for delays which are due to causes beyond CONSULTANT's reasonable control.
In the case of any such delay, the time of completion shall be extended accordingly. The

CONSULTANT is to notify the District promptly in writing of such delays.
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5. TEMPORARY SUSPENSION

The DISTRICT's Contract Manager shall have the authority to suspend this
Agreement wholly or in part, for such period as he deems necessary due to unfavorable
conditions or to the failure on the part of the CONSULTANT to perform any provision of this
Agreement. CONSULTANT will be paid for services performed through the date of temporary
suspension. In the event that CONSULTANT's services hereunder are delayed for a period in
excess of six (6) months due to causes beyond CONSULTANT's reasonable control,
CONSULTANT's compensation shall be subject to renegotiation.

6. SUSPENSION; TERMINATION

(a) Right to suspend or terminate. The DISTRICT retains the right to

terminate this Agreement for any reason by notifying CONSULTANT in writing seven (7) days
prior to termination and by paying CONSULTANT for services performed through date of
termination; provided, however, if this Agreement is terminated for fault of CONSULTANT,
DISTRICT shall be obligated to compensate CONSULTANT only for that portion of
CONSULTANT services which are of benefit to DISTRICT. Said compensation is to be arrived
at by mutual Agreement pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 19(a).

(b) Return of materials. Upon such termination, CONSULTANT shall turn

over to the DISTRICT immediately any and all copies of videotapes, studies, sketches,
drawings, mylars, computations, computer models and other data, whether or not completed,
prepared by CONSULTANT, and for which CONSULTANT has received reasonable
compensation, or given to CONSULTANT in connection with this Agreement. Such materials
shall become the permanent property of DISTRICT. CONSULTANT, however, shall not be
liable for DISTRICT's use of incomplete materiais or for DISTRICT's use of complete documents
if used for other than the project or scope of services contemplated by this Agreement.
7. INSPECTION

CONSULTANT shall furnish DISTRICT with every reasonable opportunity for

DISTRICT to ascertain that the services of CONSULTANT are being performed in accordance

with the requirements and intentions of this Agreement. All work done and all materials

4
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furnished, if any, shall be subject to the DISTRICT's Contract Manager's inspection and
approval. The inspection of such work shall not relieve CONSULTANT of any of its obligations
to fulfill its Agreement as prescribed.

8. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

The services performed under this Agreement are to be performed by the
CONSULTANT as an independent contractor.

9. ASSIGNMENT OF CONTRACT

Neither party shall assign this Agreement or any portion of the work, other than
as designated herein, without the prior written approval of the other party.
10. NOTICES
All notices hereunder shall be given in writing and mailed, postage prepaid, by

Certified Mail, addresses as follows:

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

Doug Jones, General Manager
Nipomo Community Services District
P. O. Box 326

Nipomo, CA 93444

CONSULTANT:

Garing, Taylor & Assoc.
141 So. Elm Street
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
Attention: Jim Garing

11. INTEREST OF CONSULTANT

CONSULTANT covenants that it presently has no known interest, and shall not
knowingly acquire any interest, direct or indirect, financial or otherwise, which would conflict in
any manner or degree with the performance of the services hereunder. CONSULTANT further
covenants that, in the performance of this Agreement, no subcontractor or person having such a

known interest shall be employed. CONSULTANT certifies that no one who has or will have

5
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any known financial interest under this Agreement is an officer or employee of DISTRICT. Itis
expressly agreed ,that, in the performance of the services hereunder, CONSULTANT shall at all
times be deemed an independent contractor and not an agent or employee of DISTRICT.
CONSULTANT shall be responsible in full for payment of its employees, including insurance,
and deductions.

12.  INDEMNITY

CONSULTANT agrees to defend, indemnify and hold harmless the DISTRICT, its
employees, managers, agents and directors from any and all liability, claims, losses, damages
or expenses (including attorney's fees and costs) arising out of performance of this contract,
excepting those arising out of the sole negligence of the DISTRICT.

13.  INSURANCE

(a) The CONSULTANT shall maintain worker's compensation insurance to
statutory limits, in compliance with state and federal statutes.

(b) The CONSULTANT shall maintain comprehensive general liability and
automobile liability insurance protecting it against claims arising from bodily or personal injury or
damage to property, including loss of use thereof, resulting from operations of CONSULTANT
pursuant to this Agreement or from the use of automobiles and equipment of the
CONSULTANT. The amount of this insurance shall not be less than $1 million combined single
limit. The DISTRICT, its employees, officers, General Manager and directors, shall be listed as
additional insureds.

(¢) The CONSULTANT shall maintain a policy of professional liability
insurance, protecting it against claims arising out of the negligent acts, errors, or omissions of
CONSULTANT pursuant to this Agreement, in the amount of not less than $1 million combined
single limit.

(d) CONSULTANT shall provide client with the following prior to

commencement of work under this Agreement:
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1. Proof of workman's compensation insurance and
professional liability insurance;

2. An endorsement of the comprehensive general
liability and automobile liability insurance
(pursuant to subparagraph {b}) listing DISTRICT,
its employees, officers, General Manager and
Directors as additional insureds.

3. Proof of errors and omission insurance.

14.  AGREEMENT BINDING

The terms, covenants and conditions of this Agreement shall apply to, and shall
bind, the heirs, successors, executors, administrators, assigns, and subcontractors of both
parties.

15.  WAIVERS

The waiver by either party of any breach or violation of any term, covenant, or
condition of this Agreement or of any provision, ordinance, or law shall not be deemed to be a
waiver of any subsequent breach or violation of the same or of any other term, covenant,
condition, ordinance, or law. The subsequent acceptance by either party of any fee or other
money which may become due hereunder shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any preceding
breach or violation by the other party of any term, covenant, or condition of this Agreement or of

any applicable law or ordinance.

16. LAW GOVERNING AND VENUE

This agreement has been executed and delivered in, and shall be interpreted,
construed, and enforced pursuant to and in accordance with the laws of the State of California.
All duties and obligations of the parties created hereunder are performable in the County of San
Luis Obispo, and such County shall be the venue for any action, or proceeding that may be

brought, or arise out of, in connection with or by reason of this Agreement.



NCSD AND GARING, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES AGREEMENT

17. AGREEMENT CONTAINS ALL UNDERSTANDINGS

This document (including all exhibits referred to above and attached hereto)
represents the entire and integrated Agreement between DISTRICT and CONSULTANT and
supersedes all prior negotiations, representations, or Agreements, either written or oral. This
document may be amended only by written instrument, signed by both DISTRICT and
CONSULTANT. All provisions of this Agreement are expressly made conditions. This
Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of California.

18. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

(a) The parties agree in good faith to attempt to resolve amicably, without
litigation, any dispute arising out of or relating to this agreement. In the event that any dispute
cannot be resolved through direct discussions, the parties agree to endeavor to settle the
dispute by mediation. Either party may make a written demand for mediation, which demand
shall specify in detail the facts of the dispute. Within ten (10) days from the date of delivery of
the demand, the matter shall be submitted to a mediation firm mutually selected by the parties.
If the parties are unable to agree upon a mediation firm within said ten (10) day period, the
matter shall be submitted to a mediation firm agreed to by both parties. The Mediator shall hear
the matter and provide an informal opinion and advice within twenty (20) days following written
demand for mediation. Said informal opinion and advice shall be non-binding on the parties but
shall be intended to help resolve the dispute. The Mediator's fee shall be shared equally by the
parties. If the dispute has not been resolved, then an independent arbitrator is to be appointed
by mutual agreement and his decision shall be non-binding on the parties.

(b} In the performance of its professional services, CONSULTANT will use that
degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised under similar conditions in similar localities and no
other warranties, expressed or implied are made or intended in any of CONSULTANT's
proposals, contracts or reports.

(c) Should any provision herein be found or deemed to be invalid, this

agreement shall be construed as not containing such provision, and all other provisions which




NCSD AND GARING, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES AGREEMENT

are otherwise lawful shall remain in full force and effect, and to this end the provisions of this
agreement are declared to be severable.

(d) Whenever reference is made in this Agreement to standards or codes in
accordance with which work is to be performed or tested, the edition or revision of the standards
or codes current on the effective date of this Agreement shall apply, uniess otherwise expressly
stated.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, DISTRICT and CONSULTANT have executed this

Agreement the day and year first above written.

CONSULTANT
Garing, Taylor & Associates
By:
Managing Engineer Date
DISTRICT Date
C:W:AGREES\gta tefft water main 2001.doc
9

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com



NCSD AND GARING, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES AGREEMENT

EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF WORK

Complete plans and specifications, CEQA requirements and right of way documents.
Specifications package will include complete bid documents as well as Guarantees, Contract
and Notice to Contractor in conformance with the California Department of Transportation
Standard Specifications format. '

Pursuant to the Request for Proposals, three presentations to the Board of Directors are
required. The presentations include 1) CEQA findings, 2) final design, and 3) bid resuits for
construction and recommendation to award contract.

Throughout the design and construction of this project, Garing, Taylor & Associates will
continually evaluate the project, applying value engineering to insure that the District receives
the best project for the least cost.

Jim Garing will be personally involved in the design and construction management of this project
for the entire duration of the project. Robert Lupinek will provide primary design functions for the
project, Ruty Garing will provide inspection and construction management services and Dave
Maxwell will provide design survey and construction survey services.

10
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EXHIBIT B

CONTRACT BUDGET

Engineering fees for developing plans, specifications, CEQA
Report and right of way documents

Construction Survey

Construction inspection

11

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com

$48,500.00
$10,000.00

$10,000.00

$68,500.00



AN-26-20081 ©3:45 GARING TAYLDR RSS0C 48391321 P.a1-91
§ Civil Engineering
‘ Surveying -
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: 4 Project Developmen:

FEE SCHEDULE
MAY 1, 2000

Fee charges by GARING, TAYLOR & ASSOCIATES, INC. depend on the person or persons performing

the work.
CLASSIFICATION RATE
OFFICE

Principal, Expert Witness/Investigation 98.00/110.00
Civil Engineer 72.00/87.00
Land Surveyor 81.00
Survey Assistant 61.00
CAD/Map Technician 48.00/63.00
Senior Designer 71.00
Designer 65.00
Planner 65.00

Civil Enginsering Assistant 1l 68.00/71.00
Civil Engineering Assistant If 65.00

Civil Engineering Assistant | 61.00
Engineering Technician Hl 61.00/65.00
Engineering Technician I} 55.00
Engineering Technician | 47.00
Specifications Technician } 49.00
Draftsperson H 45.00
Draftsperson | 43.00
Office Manager 66.00
Administrative Assistant Il 40.00/49.00
Administrative Assistant | 31.00/33.00

FIELD

Construction inspector 65.00/71.00
Land Surveyor 78.00

Party Chief 63.00/83.00
Field Assistant 48.00/70.00
Robotic Station 35.00

The above fees include office and field equipment {excluding robotic station) and vehicles. Travel time
.may be charged for projects located at a significant distance from our office. Any cosis for postage,
shipping, courier services, photocopies, blueprinis, telephone and fax charges, filing fees, recording fees,
‘professional services, special equipment and other miscellaneous charges are additional unless stated
:otherwise by agreement.

Prevailing wage rates for field personnel will be Prevailing Wage billed at higher rate shown. Prevailing
wage billing rates subject to changes in wage determinations by California Division of Labor.

OVERTIME

Autharized overtime is charged at one and one-half the normal rate and/or as otherwise provided by state
-and federal law.

‘Miword\Feesch050100.doc
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TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS FEE 07 200
N AVAY,

FROM: DOUG JONES 0@/

DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

BOARD OF DIRECTORS BY-LAWS
ITEM
Annual review of the Board of Directors By-Laws.

BACKGROUND

Section 8 of the Board By-Laws states the following:

The Board By-Law Policy shall be reviewed annually at the first
regular meeting in February. The review shall be provided by District
Counsel and ratified by Board action. At the request of any Director,
the Board By-Laws may be reviewed at any time subject to
Section 2.3.

The last modifications to the Board By-Laws were adopted on February 2, 2000,
Resolution 00-723, which is attached.

The Board may direct staff if any changes are desired.

RECOMMENDATION

If there are no changes, your Honorable Board may ratify the by-laws by minute order.

Bd2001\Bylaws.DOC



NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
RESOLUTION NO. 00-723

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
REVISING BOARD BYLAWS

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors of Nipomo Community Services Distn‘ct.is commfttgad tc
providing excellence in legisiative leadership that results in the provision of the highest quality of

services to its constituents.

WHEREAS, in order to assist in the government of the behavior between and among members
of the Board of Directors, the following rules shall be observed.

WHEREAS, the District is a member of the Special District Risk Management Authority
(SDRMA). The District participates in the SDRMA Credit Incentive Program which includes the
adoption of Board policies and procedures (Directors By-laws) for the District to receive a one point

credit.

WHEREAS, SDRMA has adopted 1998-1999 Credit Incentive Program whereby the District
can receive a one point credit for an annual review of Board By-Laws conducted by the District’s Legai
Counsel and ratified by Board action.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the Board of D recters of
the Nipomo Community Services District as follows:

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT BOARD OF DIRECTOR BYLAWS

1. OFFICERS OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

1.1 The officers of the Board of Directors are the President and Vice President.

1.2 The President of the Board of Directors shall serve as chairperson at all Board
meetings. He/she shall have the same rights as the other members of the Board in voting, introducing
motions, resolutions and ordinances, and any discussion of questions that follow said actions.

1.3 In the absence of the President, the Vice President of the Board of Directors shall serve
as chairperson over ail meetings of the Board. If the president and Vice President of the Board are
both absent, the remaining members present shall select one of themselves to act as chairperson of

the meeting.

1.4 The President and Vice President of the Board shall be elected annuaily at the last
regular meeting of each calendar year.

1.5 The term of office for the President and Vice President of thc Board shall commence on
January 1 of the year immediately following their election.

1.6  The Board President shall appoint such ad hoc committees as may be deemed
necessary or advisable by himself/herseif and/or the Board. The duties of the ad hoc committees shall
be outlined at the time of appointment, and the committee shall be considered dissolved when its final
report has been made.

2. MEETINGS

2.1 Regular meetmgs of the Board of Directors shall be heid on the ﬁr'~t and third
Wednesday of each calendar month in the Board Room at the Distrigt Ofﬁea
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2.2 Members of the Board of Directors shall attend all reqular and special meetings of the
Board unless there is good cause for absence.

2.3  The General Manager, in cooperation with the Board President, shail prepare an
agenda for each regular and special meeting of the Board of Directors. Any Director may call the
General Manager and request an item to be placed on the agenda no later than 4:30 o'clock p.m. one
week prior to the meeting date.

24 No action or discussion may be taken on an item not on the posted agenda; provided,
however, matters deemed to be emergencies or of an urgent nature may be added to the agenda
under the procedures of the Brown Act. Pursuant to the Brown Act:

(@) Board Members may briefly respond to statements or questions from the pubilic;
and

(b) Board Members may, on their own initiative or in response to public questions,
ask questions for clarification, provide references to staff or other
resources for factual information, or request staff to report back at a
subsequent meeting; and

(c) A Board Member or the Board itseif may take action to direct staff to place a
matter on a future agenda.

2.5 The President, or in his/her absence the Vice President shall be the presiding officer at
District Board meetings. He/she shall conduct all meetings in a manner consistent with the policies of
the District. He/she shall determine the order in which agenda items shall be considered for discussion
and/or actions taken by the Board. He/she shall announce the Board's decision on all subjects.
He/she shall vote on all questions and on roll call his/her name shall be called last.

2.6 A majority of the Board shall constitute a quorum. However, all actions must be
approved by a minimum of three Board members. When there is no quorum for a regular meeting, the
President, Vice President, or any Board member shall adjourn such meeting, or, if no Board member is
present, the District secretary shall adjourn the meeting.

2.7 Aol call vote shall be taken upon the passage of all ordinances and resolutions, and
shall be entered in the minutes of the Board showing those Board members voting aye, those voting
no and those not voting or absent. A roll call vote shall be taken and recorded on any vote not passed
unanimously by the Board. Unless a Board member states that he or she is not voting because of a
conflict of interest, his or her silence shall be recorded as an affirmative vote.

2.8  Public Comment and Public Testimony shall be directed to the President of the Board
and limited to three minutes unless extended or shortened by the President in his/her discretion.

2.9  Any person attending a meeting of the Board of Directors may record the proceedings
with an audio or video tape recorder or a still or motion picture camera in the absence of a reasonable
finding that the recording cannot continue without noise, illumination, or obstruction of view that
constitutes or would constitute a persistent disruption of the proceedings. All video tape recorders, still
or motion picture cameras shall be located and operated from behind the public speakers podium once
the meeting begins.

3. PREPARATION OF MINUTES AND MAINTENANCE OF TAPES

3.1 The minutes of the Board shall be kept by the District Secretary and shall be neatly
produced and kept in a file for that purpose, with a record of each particular type of business
transacted set off in paragraphs with proper subheads;
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3.2  The District Secretary shall be required to make a record only of such business as was
actually passed upon by a vote of the Board and, except as provided in Section 3.3 below, shall not be
required to record any remarks of Board Members or any other person;

3.3  Any Director may request for inclusion into the minutes brief comments pertinent to an
agenda item, oniy at the meeting that item is discussed.

3.4 The District Secretary shall attempt to record the names and addresses of persons
addressing the Board, the title of the subject matter to which their remarks related, and whether they
spoke in support or opposition to such matter; and

3.5 Whenever the Board acts in a quasi-judicial proceeding such as in assessment
matters, the District Secretary shall compile a summary of the testimony of the witnesses,

3.6 Any tape or film record of a District meeting made for whatever purpose at the direction
of the District shall be subject to inspection pursuant to the California Public Records Act. District tape
and film records may be erased ninety (90) days after the taping or the recording.

4. MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

4.1 Directors shall prepare themselves to discuss agenda items at meetings of the Board of
Directors. Information may be requested from staff or exchanged between Directors before meetings.

4.2  Information that is exchanged before meetings shall be distributed through the General
Manager, and all Directors will receive all information being distributed.

4.3 Directors shall at all times conduct themselves with courtesy to each other, to staff and
to members of the audience present at Board meetings.

4.4  Differing viewpoints are healthy in the decision-making process. Individuals have the
right to disagree with ideas and opinions, but without being disagreeable. Once the Board of Directors
takes action, Directors should commit to supporting said action and not to create barriers to the
implementation of said action.

5. AUTHORITY OF DIRECTORS

5.1 The Board of Directors is the unit of authority within the District. Apart from his/her
normal function as a part of this unit, Directors have no individual authority. As individuals, Directors
may not commit the District to any policy, act or expenditure.

5.2  Directors do not represent any fractional segment of the community, but are, rather, a
part of the body which represents and acts for the community as a whole.

5.3  The primary responsibility of the Board of Directors is the formulation and evaluation of
policy. Routine matters conceming the operational aspects of the District are to be delegated to
professional staff members of the District.

5.4  The Board of Directors at a regular or special meeting may authorize a Director or Staff
to speak or communicate on behalf of the District or represent the District at a meeting or related
function. Board members shall not express their opinions as representing the Board as indicated in
Paragraph 5.5.
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5.5 A Director expressing comments other than at Board Meetings, S_peciat Meeting or at
the specific direction of the Board of Directors pursuant to Section 5'.4 shall make_!t clear that he/she is
speaking on his/her own behalf and not representing the District or its Board of Directors.

6. DIRECTOR GUIDELINES

6.1 Board Members, by making a request to the General Manager or Administrative
Assistant, shall have access to information relative to the operation of the District, including but not
limited to statistical information, information serving as the basis for certain actions of Staff, justification
for Staff recommendations, etc. If the General Manager or the Administrative Assistant cannot timely
provide the requested information by reason of information deficiency, or major interruption in work
schedules, work loads, and priorities, then the General Manager or Administrative Assistant shall
inform the individual Board Member why the information is not or cannot be made available.

6.2 In handling complaints from residents and property owners of the District, said
complaints should be referred directly to the General Manager.

6.3 In seeking clarification for policy-related concemns, especially those involving personnel,
legal action, land acquisition and development, finances, and programming, said concems should be
referred directly to the General Manager.

6.4  When approached by District personnel concerning specific District policy, Directors
should direct inquires to the General Manager or Administrative Assistant. The chain of command

should be followed.

6.5 Directors and Generai Manager should develop a working relationship so that current
issues, concemns and District projects can be discussed comfortably and openly.

6.6 When responding to constituent request and concerns, Directors should respond to
individuals in a positive manner and route their questions to the General Manager, or in his/her
absence, to the Administrative Assistant.

6.7  Directors are responsible for monitoring the District's progress in attaining its goals and
objectives, while pursuing its mission.

7. DIRECTOR COMPENSATION (Established pursuant to Resolution 95-450)

7.1 Each Director is authorized to receive one hundred dollars ($100.00) as compensation
for each regular, adjourned or special meeting of the Board attended by him/her and for each day's
service rendered as a Director by request of the Board.

7.2 Each Director is authorized to receive fifty dollars ($50.00) as a compensation for each
meeting other than regular, adjoumed or special meetings and/or other function attended by him/her
and each half day’s service rendered as a Director at the request of the Board.

7.3 Director compensation shall not exceed six full days in any one calendar month.

7.4 Each Board Member is entitled to reimbursement for their expenses incurred in the
performance of the duties required or authorized by the Board.
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8. BOARD BY-LAW REVIEW POLICY

The Board By-law Policy shall be reviewed annuaily at the first regular meeting in February.
The review shall be provided by District Counsel and ratified by Board action. At the request of any
Director, the Board By-Laws may be reviewed at any time subject to Section 2.3.

9. RESTRICTIONS ON RULES

9.1  The rules contained herein shall govern the Board in all cases to which they are
applicable, and in which they are not inconsistent with State or Federal laws.

On the motion of Director Simon, seconded by Director Mobraaten and on the following roll call
vote, to wit: ‘

AYES: Directors Simon, Mobraaten, Mendoza, Blair and Kaye
NOES: = None
ABSENT: ~ None
ABSTAIN: None

the foregoing resolution is hereby adopted this 2™ day of February 2000.

/%Q// 7
“Gene Kaye, Presiderit
Nipomo Community Services District

ATTEST: ' APPROVED AS TO FORI\E '
a—"

Oree e W\ ol

Donna K. Johrison n S. Seiz
Secretary to tie Board District Legal Counsei

Res 00-723.doc
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TO:! BOARD OF DIRECTORS FEB 07 2001 ‘\‘,./
FROM: DOUG JONES
DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

CONSENT AGENDA

The following items are considered routine and non-controversial by staff and may be
approved by one motion if no member of the Board wishes an item be removed. If discussion
is desired, the item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be considered
separately. Questions or clarification may be made by the Board members without
removal from the Consent Agenda. The recommendations for each item are noted in
parenthesis.

F-1) WARRANTS [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]

F-2) BOARD MEETING MINUTES [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]
Approval of Minutes of January 17, 2001 Regular Board meeting

F-3) SECOND QUARTER FINANCIAL REPORT [ACCEPT AND FILE]

F-4) ACCEPTANCE OF TRACT 1712/2383 [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]
Resolution accepting water & sewer improvements for Tract 1712/2383

Bd2001\Consent-020701.D0C



AGENDA ITEN [T §)
FEB 07 2001 '
WARRANTS FEBRUARY 7, 2001 |

HAND WRITTEN CHECKS COMPUTER GENERATED CHECKS

18402  01-23-01 RBLAR 50.00 Check  Check Vendor Gross
18403 01-23-01 R MOBRAATEN 50.00 Number Date Number Name Amcunt
18404 01-28-01 FIRST AMER TITLE 720.00 5511 01/16

18405 01-29-01 S MARTIN 4212 /01 EMPO1  EMPLOYMENT DEVELOP DEPT 328,28

5512 01/16/01 MIDO1 MID STATE BANK

Check Total..........:

VOID 18406, 18407 5513 01/16/01 MIDO2  MIDSTATE BANK - DIRECT DP 11581. 63
5514  01/16/01 SIMOl  DEBRA STIMMONS 150.20
Check Check Vendor Gross 5515 -
Number Date Number Name Amovnt 01/18/01 STAOL STATE STREET GLOBAL 880.00
5516  01/29/01 < -
5538 02/07/01 EDAOL  EDA 237.95 /01 CHRO2  CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS 46.35
5517 01/29/01 PA
5539 02/07/01 FGLO1  FGL ENVIRONMENTAL 705. 60 Ol PACIFIC BELL
44.80
201.60
:328 Check Total..........:
132:8@ 5518 01/29/01 SLOD1  SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 11.50
---------- 519  01/29/01 VERDZ2
Check TOtal..........: 1262.40 VERIZON WIRELESS 29.90
55 /|
5540  02/07/01 GROO1  GROENIGER & CO 931.12 20 02/01/01 EMPOl  EMBLOYMENT DEVELOP DEPT 313.24
Wil  02/07/01 GWAOL  GWA INC 2500 5521  02/01/01 MIDO1  MID STATE BANK 122}51
UL
7 ™ oA e e e =
2 02/07/01 IKOOL  IKON OFFICE SOLUTIONS 17.20 Check TOtal.....n... .t 1873.59
5543 02/07/01 JOHOL  DONNA JOHNSON 56.91 5522 02/01/01 MIDO2 MIDSTATE BANK - DIRECT DP 11475.53
5544 02/07/01 LEEO1 LEE WILSON ELECTRIC €19,72 5523 02/01/01 SIMO1 DEBRRA SIMMONS 150.00
T4 02/07/01 MCIOL  MCI WORLD COM 7.88
13.48 $524  02/01/01 STAOL  STATE STREET GLOBAL 1042.00
.5 .
1§‘62 5525  02/07/01 ADVO1  ADVANTAGE ANSWERING PLUS 105.95
Cheek Total..........: 3g.51 5526  02/07/01 ASMO1  FRED ASMUSSEN 800.00
5546 02/07/01 MIDO?  MIDSTATE BANK MASTERCARD 99.61 5527  02/07/01 BCSO1  BASIC CHEMICAL SOLUTIONS 1033.68
201.57
5547 7/01 MILOl  MILLS-KOEHLER 50,00 e
02707/ M Check Total.......... H 1235.25
5548  02/07/01 MINGl  POLLY MINTLING 125.00
/07701 M 5528  02/07/01 BLAOl  KOBERT L BLAIR 100.00
5549 2/07/01 MOBOl  RICHARD MOBRAATEN 100.00
02/ 5529  02/07/01 BOGOL  LISA BOGNUDA 38,06
5550  02/07/01 PEROL  PERS RETIREMENT 1938.62
5530 02/07/01 BOOO1  BOOK PUBLISHING CO 901.41
5551 02/07/01 PERO2  PERS HEALTH BENEFITS 3540.28
5531 02707/01 BOYODL BOYLE ENGINEERING CORP 12723.48
5552  02/07/01 PGEOL P G & E 17321.09
5532 02/07/01 CALO3  CALIFORNIA ELECTRIC SUPPL 47.21
5553 02/07/01 PREQL  PRECISION JANITORIAL 135.00
5533  02/07/01 CLAQOL  CLANIN & ASSOCIATES, INC 988.72
5554  02/07/01 RICOL  RICHARDS, WATSON, GERSHON 26201.12 4914.08
5555  02/07/01 SHIOL  SHIPSEY & SEITZ, INC 3659.50 Check Total..........: 5902.80
5556 02/07/01  SIMO2 ALBERT SIMON 100,00 5534 02/07/01 COROL CORBIN WILLITS SYSTEMS 500.00
5857 02/07/01 SLCO2 DIV OF ENVIRON HEALTH 414.00 5535 02/07/01 CREQ1 CREEK ENVIRONMENTAL LABS 30.00
30.00
5558  02/07/01 SLOO3  SAM LUIS OBISFO RECORDER 14.00 gé-gg
5559  02/07/01 TERO1  TERMINIX 43.00 gg-gg
3 02/07/01 THEOL  THE GAS COMPANY 143.88 30.00
5561 02/07/01 VEROL VERIZON 29,06 Check Total..........: 205.00
5567 02/07/01 WINOL  MICHAEL WINN 100.00 5536  02/07/01 DATO1  DATAMATIC INC 150295.50
5563  02/07/01 WIR0Z  WIRSING, JUDY 106.00 5537  02/07/01 DECGl  DeCHANCE CONSTRUCTION CO 9310.59

5564 02/07/01 ¥ERO1  XEROX CCRPORATION 88.fbl



NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT X
| MINUTES | ComareEn (F o
| FEBO7 2007 NS

REGULAR MEETING 10:30 AM.
BOARD ROCM 148 S. WILSON STREET  NIPOMO, CA

R
il

BOARD MEMBERS STAFF
ROBERT BLAIR, PRESIDENT DOUGLAS JONES, GENERAL MANAGER
AL SIMON, VICE PRESIDENT DONNA JOHNSON, SECRETARY TO THE BOARD
RICHARD MOBRAATEN, DIRECTOR JON SEITZ, GENERAL COUNSEL

MICHAEL WINN, DIRECTOR
JUDITH WIRSING, DIRECTOR

NOTE: All comments concerning any item on the agenda are to be directed to the Board Chairperson.
A. CALL TO ORDER AND FLAG SALUTE

President Blair called the meeting to order at 10:30 a.m. and led the flag salute.

B. ROLL CALL
At Roll Call, all Board members were present.
C. PUBLIC COMMENTS PERIOD
PUBLIC COMMENTS
Any member of the public may address and ask questions of the Board relating to any matter within the Board's

jurisdiction, provided the matter is not on the Board's agenda, or pending before the Board.
Presentations are limited to three (3) minutes or otherwise at the discretion of the Chair.

President Blair opened the meeting to Public Comments. There was none.
D. ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS (The following may be discussed and action may be taken by the Board.)

D-1) GIS DATA AUTOMATION PROJECT PRESENTATION
Establishing District water and sewer facilities on a GIS computer mapping system
Presentation by Michae! Samuel, Nobel Systems

Mr. Michael Samuel of Nobel Systems gave a presentation of the Geographical
Information Systems (GIS) system. It has the ability to create intelligent maps that are
able to be linked to other important databases. There were no public comments. Upon
motion of Director Winn and seconded by Director Simon, the Board unanimously agreed
to direct staff to prepare two agreements for a District GIS system with Nobel Systems.
One agreement would include training of staff to prepare updates and the other to have
Nobel Systems update. Vote 5-0

D-2) SUMMIT STATION - REBATE PROGRAM
Review rebate program for installation of booster pumps at Summit Station area higher elevation residences

President Blair declared a conflict of interest and stepped down from the Board for this item.

The Board considered staff's recommendation for a rebate program pursuant to Boyle
Engineering Report on the Summit Station evaluation. There was much Board discussion.
There were no public comments. Upon motion of Director Mobraaten and seconded by
Director Winn, the Board unanimously agreed to direct staff to complete the Application for
Pressure Pump Rebate Program with the stipulations that this does not apply to new
construction, applicant must respond in 60 days and be completed with construction in six
months from date of application. Vote 4-0 with President Blair excused from this item.

MINUTES'SUBJECT TO'BOARDAPFROVAL
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anutes
January 17, 2001
Page 2 of 4

D-3)

D-4)

D-5)

President Blair returned to the Board.

REQUEST FOR ANNEXATION - TRACT 2325 (MARTIN)
A 55-lot development on 160 acres fronting Willow Rd. across from Black Lake Golf Course

A request was received from Jon Martin to annex Tract 2325, a 55-lot development cn
160 acres fronting Willow Rd. across from the Black Lake Golf Course Development.
The following members of the public spoke:

Vince McCarthy, 194 E. Dana St. Nipomo - asked about well having certain water rights.
Answer: Do not know if water rights can be transferred. District would probably
accept a dedication.

Jon Martin, Martin-Farrell Homes - He is moving forward with project either with NCSD or

a homeowners association for the water system. Director Winn suggested that Mr. Martin

contact Nipomo Community Advisory Counsel.

Upon motion of President Blair and seconded by Director Simon, the Board directed staff

to express a favorable intention toward annexation of Tract 2325 and to develop an

"in-lieu” fee with the aid of the consultant's (Kennedy-Jenks) report. Vote 4-1 with Director

Wirsing voting no.

MONTECITO VERDE |l SEWER CONNECTION
Review consultant options to connect MVII to District sewer system

Sandy Harwood of EDA presented the new alternative #5 for connecting Montecito
Verde Il to the District-wide sewer system. There were no public comments.
Upon motion of Director Mobraaten and seconded by Director Winn, the Board
unanimously approved Option #5 and directed engineer to proceed.

REQUEST FOR SERVICE - PARCEL MAP CO 00-345 (WHEELER)
Request for water service for a 4-lot development on Live Oak Ridge Rd.

A request was received from Dyer Engineering for a 4-lot development (one-acre lots) on
Live Oak Ridge. There were no public comments.
Upon motion of Director Mobraaten and seconded by Director Simon, the Board
unanimously approved an intent-to-Serve letter for Parcel Map CO 00-345 with the
conditions as outlined in the Board letter. Vote 5-0

REQUEST FOR SEWER SERVICE - (OUTSIDE DISTRICT)
Request for emergency sewer connection at 447/445 Amado Street

A request for emergency sewer service on a parcel outside the District boundary was
received from Mr. Pedro Nunez. There were no public comments. Upon motion of
Director Winn and seconded by Director Wirsing, the Board unanimously agreed to direct
staff to establish an Outside-District Sewer User Rate of 130% of the In-District Rate and
to prepare a resolution for the Board's consideration. Vote 5-0

MINUTES SUBJECTTO BOARDARPRROVAL
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E. OTHER BUSINESS

E-1)

REFUSE COLLECTION BY NCSD
Application to LAFCO to establish garbage collection by NCSD

NCSD has been investigating the possibility of providing refuse collection for its
customers.

The following member of the public spoke:

Vince McCarthy, 184 E. Dana St. Nipomo - asked if this would be put to the voters.
Answer: When the District was formed in 1965, these powers were established and
has been a latent power. A mail ballot will be sent to customers concerning
mandatory collection.

Upon motion of Director Simon and seconded by Director Mobraaten, the Board
unanimously agreed to adopt Resolution 2001-753 requesting LAFCO to establish
garbage collection.

RESOLUTION NO. 2001-753

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS

OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

FOR APPLICATION TO THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION
TO ESTABLISH GARBAGE COLLECTION

F. CONSENT AGENDA  71ne roliowing tems are considered routine and non-controversial by staff and may be approved by ane motion ¥ no member of the Board

F-1)
F-2)

F-3)
F-4)

wishes an #em be removed. Hf discussion is desired, the iem will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be considered separately. Questions or clarification may
be made by the Board bers without 1 ! from the Ci t Agenda, Ther fations for each #em are noted in parenthesis.

WARRANTS [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]

BOARD MEETING MINUTES [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]

Approval of Minutes of January 3, 2001 Regular Board meeting
INVESTMENT POLICY - QUARTERLY REPORT [ACCEPT AND FILE]
YEAR 2001 DISTRICT INVESTMENT POLICY [RECOMMEND APPROVAL]
Resolution adopting District annual investment policy

There were no public comments.
Director Winn requested that item F-1 be pulled until a readable copy of the Warrants

was available. Copies were made and given to the Board.

Upon motion of Director Winn and seconded by President Blair, the Board unanimously
approved items F-2, F-3, and F-4.

RESOLUTION 2001-754

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT ADOPTING THE
YEAR 2001 DISTRICT INVESTMENT POLICY

After Item G, the Board came back to item F-1. Upon motion of Director Mobraaten and
seconded by Director Winn, the Board unanimously approved the Warrants as presented.

G. MANAGER'S REPORT

General Manager, Doug Jones, presented information on the following.

G-1) PROPOSED COUNTY PARKS POLICY ON EASEMENTS

MINUTES SUBUECTTO BOARD\APRPROVAL
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The following members of the public spoke:

Vince McCarthy, 194 E. Dana St. Nipomo - commented that it seemed that the Board of

Supervisors should notify the District better.
John Eppards, 1505 Champions Lane, Nipomo - asked about an easement problem in

the Black Lake area.

Answer: Since it does not involve NCSD, it was suggested that he contact the
County. Donna Mills suggested that he come to a Nipomo CAC meeting.

H. DIRECTORS COMMENTS

Director Winn asked about Annex. 18 (Newdoll)

Director Mobraaten

President Blair asked whether a certain form needed to be filed with the elections office. (Staff
will check)

President Blair directed the Board back to Item F-1 of the Consent Agenda.

There was no need to go into Closed Session.

ADJOURN
-~ President Blair adjourned the meeting at 12:50 p.m.

The next regular Board meeting will be held on February 7, 2001.

MINUTES SUBJECTTO BOARDARPRONRK com



TO: BOARD OF DIRECTORS
FROM: DOUG JONES/LISA BOGNUDA
DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

SECOND QUARTER FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

Attached are the Consolidated Balance Sheet as of December 31, 2000 (Page 2)
and the Consolidated Income Statement for the six months ended
December 31, 2000 (Page 3). Also, attached is the summary of revenues and
expenses and cash balances for each fund as of December 31, 2000 and
December 31, 1999 (Page 1). The prior year is presented for comparison
purposes.

We are in the process of revising the consolidated income statement (Page 3) to
include the amount budgeted for each consolidated line item as well as the
percentage of budget available. Until this is completed, attached are Pages 4-10
that will provide this information.

Detailed information by Fund (balance sheet and income statement with
budgeted amounts) is available in the office.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to ask.

RECOMMENDATION
It is staffs recommendation, to accept and file the second quarter financial
statements.
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FUND
. Administration ]
Town Water
Town Sewer |
Blacklake Water
Blacklake Sewer
Montecito Verde Il S
Blacklake Streetlighting ‘
Property Taxes -
Drainage Maintenance
| Town Water Capacity Fees
Town ‘Sewer Capacity Fees

SUMMARY OF REVENUES AND EXF.. 4’SES BY FUND

600

130
140

1101
120

150

1600

200

610

700

710,

'Funded Replacement-Town Water

Funded Replacement-Town Sewer |
Funded Replacement-BL Water

'Funded Replacement-BL Sewer

TOTAL

830

820

800
810

CASH BALANCE OF EACH FUND
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2000

FUND
Administration
Town Water
Town Sewer
Blacklake Water
Blacklake Sewer
Montecntq Verde Ii

'Blacklake Streetlighting

Property Tax
Drainage Maintenance

Town Sewer Capacity Fees

Funded Replacement- -Town Sewer

Funded Replacement- -BLWater

Funded Replacement-BL Sewer
TOTAL

Funded Replacement-Town Water |

|

Town Water Capacity Fees |

120
1300
140,

200
600
610
700
710

_ FUND #

110

150
160

800
810
820

830

SIX MONTHS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2000 COMPARISON
After
12/31/00 Transfers 12/31/99
YTD YTD FUNDED  Y7D SURPLUS/ TRANSFERS YTD SURPLUS/ YTD SURPLUS
FUND# REVENUES EXPENSES REPLACEMENT (DEFICIT)  TO/FROM  (DEFICIT) - (DEFICIT)
51,724 | (51,724 0] ol 0 0
. 662,747|  (445222)  (76,998) 140,527 0| 140,527 225,145
313644 (128,833)  (49,998) 134,813 (5,(400000) (265,187 88,868
152,317 (64,743) (13,500  74,074((2 _g((}QQ,OQQ (325,926 ~ 50,909
70820 (46,779) (4,500) 19,541 195410 16626
3424 3748y ol (34 | @24y | 382
12505 (7967) 0| 4,538, | 4538 527
141452 (150,295) 0l (8843)(1) 7833 (1,010) 111,434
. 580 o 0]  580[(1) (7833) (1953 _ 8962
19966 (668) O/  19208) 0 19,298 17360,
78876 0 0 78876 D 78,876 58,646
18,541, 0| 955539 0| 95539 63,203
24206 0 74,204 (2) 400,000 474,204 N 60,689
5342 0 18,842 5 400, 000 0. 418,842 24
B 21 4 B 0 5,757 _ 5,757 4049
1562701 (899,979) 662722 ,"o"f,,, 662,722 721,004
COMPARISON
CASH BALANCE CASH BALANCE
12/31/00 12/31/99
(61,108) (5 741Y
- 329 930 - Transfers Pursuant to the following Resolutions:
515, 592 {1)Resolution 00-733
282,538 (2)Resolution 00-749
52,521
__ 51,681 ]
56,799
- 503,534
5,000
702,159 ) ,
2,539,312 2210 302
608,203
1,086,063
473,216
42,055 ,
7,187,495 5,670,016



NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
BALANCE SHEET - CONSOLIDATED
AS OF DECEMBER 31, 2000

Cash and Cash Equivalents

Accounts Receivable - Utility Billing
Unbilled Accounts Recelvable
Froperty, Plant & Eguipment
Accumulated Depreciation

Prepald Insurance

Accrued Insterest Recelvable
Receivable - Other

Notes Recelvable - MV I

Deposit - W/C Insurance

Loan Fees ~ BRF Loan

Accumulated Amortization — SRF Loan Fees

Total Assets

LIABILITIES

Refunds FPayable

Construction Meter Deposits

Compensated Absences Pavable

Customer Deposit

Payroll Taxes Payable

Retenticn Payable

Ceposit ~« Maintenance Guarantee

Depesit - Pomercy Rd Water Line

Deferred Revenue

Revenue Bonds - Current Portion

SRF Loan #110 - Current Portion

SRF Loan #1320 - Current Portion

REevenue Bonds Payable - Long Term Portion
SRE Loan #110 Payable - Long Term Portion
SRF Loan #120 Payable - Long Term Portion

Total Liabilities

FUND EQUITY

Contributed Capital - Assets

Contributed Capital - Capacity Fees (CY)
Contraibuted Capital - Capacity Fees (PY)
Contributed Capital - Right of Way
Contributed Capital - Assessment Districts
Contributed Capltal ~ Grants

Retained Earnings-Reserved (Debt Service)
Retained Earings-Reserved (Emergencies)
Rerained Barnings-Reserved ({Sewer Grant}
Rerained Earnings-Reserved (Funded Replacement)
Retained Earnings - Unreserved

CURRENT EARNINGS

Total Fund Equity

Total Liabilities and Fund Equity

UNAUDITED

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com

7,187,494.99
89,088.43
257,000.00
25,763,110.93
(6,399,425.72)
6,136.08
114,839,687
3,112.22
57,311.65
3,201.00
256,834.00
(10,477.88)

27,328,225.37

2 o e e et

406.65
7,000.00
42,735.00
3,585.14
3,902.38
20,000.00
11,400.00
24,170.00
6,300.00
7,000.00
34,868.35
42,180.25
176,000.00
627,630.30
801,424.75

6,108, 934.66
227,570,00
§,216,846.90
31,600.00
1,563,451.00
3,178,335.00
15,600.00
53,000.00
185,000.00
1,073,428.50
3,185,632.40
662,724.09

27,326,225.37

e s R 2 e s

Page 2



NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
INCOME STATEMENT - CORSCLIDATED
FOR THE PERICD ENDING DECEMBER 31, 2000

REVENUES

Water - Fixed Charge 165,526.55
Water - Usage 558,883.12
Construction Water 12,519.42
Fire 3ystem Fee 377.69
Emergency Intertie Water Sales - SCWC 38.20
Zewer Charges 315,027.31
Fees and Penalties 15,239.91
Meters 10,424.00
Plan Check & Inspection Fees 4,492.00
Sewer Lift Station Fees 5,500.00
Front Footage Fees 15,445.25
Miscellaneous Income 37,670.77
Street Lighting Charges 10,752.00
Operating Transfers In - Funded Administration 50,343.82
Operating Transfers In - Funded Replacement 144, 896.00

Total Revenues 1,351,836.04

CPERATICNS AND MAINTENANCE

Wages and Benefits 100, 621.05
Blectricity 131,434.27
Natural Gas 29,332.99
Chemicals 6,721.69
Lab Tests 8,643.22
Operating Supplies 13,470.19
Repairs and Maintenance 35,705.21
Engineering 35,460.,22
Fuel 4,483.07
Dues and Subscriptions 111.0C
Automatic Meter Reading Devices ~ New Installation 150,295.50
Meters - Replacement Program 11,165.44
Uniforms 1,109.83
Operating Transfers Qut - Funded Replacement 144,936.00

Subtotal - © & M 673,549.68

GENERAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE

Wages and Benefits 106,584.78
Utilities 1,983.73
Audit 3,348.00
Bank Charges and Fees 180.45
Computer Expense 7,024.13
Consulting 3,540.00
Director Fees 7,750.00
Dues and Subscriptions 2,541.30
Education and Training 1,775.00
Insurance -~ Liability 6,260.96
Landscape and Janitorial 1,220.00
Legal - General Counsel 19,739.29
Legal - Water Counsel 118,948.63
Miscellaneous 236.186
Newsletters & Mailers 354 .68
Office Supplies 1,518.63
Operating Supplies 7,669,911
Outside Service 1,932.04
Postage 3,634.27
Public Notices 412.50
Repairs and Maintenance 1,984.08
Property Taxes 219,67
Telephone 1,743.05
Travel and Mileage 1,802.83
Operating Transfer Out - Funded Administration 50,343.82

Subtotal -~ G & A 353,048.02

NON OPERATING INCOME

Interast Income 222,669.862
Froperty Tax Revenues 130,645.02
Gain on 3ale 2,550.00

Spbtotal - Non Cperating Income 355,864 .64

NON OPERATING EXPENSES

Interest Expense 4,57%.00
Subtotal - Non Operating Expenses 4,575.00
det Surplus/{Deficit) 676,527,098

7 g

i ed
L3NP%%¥§):](» document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com Pag
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BREPCGKRT . G1/31/01 Hipome CSD
RoM. ... 01/31/01 Statement of Revenues & Expenditures
Run By.: LIBA ALL FUND(S)

Ending Calendar Date.: December 31, 2000

Fiscal {(06-01)

PAGE: 004
ID #: GLBS
CTL.: NIP

BALANCE

152415
24058
307360
51309
-12401
~117
~-477

0

246
~-38
197861
62655
36172
3584
2271
-7
7745
1052
333%
50
-109
255
200
-1074
-3040
2500
1400
~3882
~5500
-15445%
~138
~-1709
~34581
-363
-20
~358
~500
75086
13776
77002
50002

13500,
4500.

33335

42928.
20378,

3747

3747.
500.

16055

9173734
a4,

FREE A

.09
.38
.62
.54
-5
.57
.69
.00
L2
.20
.27
.35
.00
.07
.43
.00
.67
.99
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
0O
.00
.00
.00
.25
.53
.07
.45
.18
.00
.54
.00
.00
.18
.00

.06

LU0

2
L

CURRENT 3 R TGO DATE
MOUTH ACTIAL ANNUAL BUDGET
Revenues
Water - Town Water~Fized Chg 139€8.57 141584.91 284000.00
Water ~ BL Water-Fized Chg 7578, 3% 23941.64 48000.00
Water - Town Water Usage 24895.85% 453639.38 761000.00
Water - BL Water Usage 25323.05 105490.46 157000.00
Water - Town Construction Water 3640.45 12401.85 0.00
Water - BL Construction Water 0.00 117.57 0.00
Water - Town Fire System Fee 147.80C 977,69 ¢.00
Sewer - Town Fire System Fee 27.00 0.00 .00
Water - Town Customer Refunds 0.00 ~-246.72 0.00
Water - Town Intertie-SCWC 0.00 38.20 0.00
Sewer - Town Sewer Sales 30237.20 Z11138.73 408000.00
Sewer - BL Sewer Sales 23065.89 €9344.65 132000.00
Sewer -~ Town Sewer - County €174.00 36828.00 73000.00
M.V. Il Sewer Sewer - Montecito Verde 0.00 1715.93 5300.00
Water - Town Account Set Up Fees 231.25% 2722.57 5000.00
Water - BL Account Set Up Fees 40.00 407.00 400.00
Water - Town Penalties 1591.22 7254,33 15000.00
Water - BL Penalties 0.00 447,01 150¢.00
Water - Town Non Payment Fees 50.00 965.00 4300.00
Water - BL Non Payment Fees 50.00 50.00 100.00
Water - Town Tampering Charge 0.00 109.00 0.00
Water -~ Town NSE Check Charges 0.00 245.00C 500.00
Water - Town Tampering Fee 0.00 0.00 200.00
Water - Town Meter Fees 0.00 10424.00 8356.00
Water - Town Water Connection Pees 0.00 3040.00 .00
Water - Town Plan Check & Inspection F 0.00 500.00 3G00.00
Sewsr - Town Plan Check & Inspection F 0.00 100.00 1500.00
Water - BL Plan Check & Inspection Fee 3892.00 3892.00 0.00
Sewer - Town Sewer Lift Station Fees 0.00 5500.00 0.00
Water - Town Front Footage Fee .00 15445.25 .00
Administration Miscellaneous Income 28,53 138.53 0.00
Water - Town Miscellanesous Income 427.32 1709.07 0.00
Sewer - Town Miscellasnecus Income 3750.00 34581.45 0.00
Administration Copy Income 30,40 3€3.18 0.00
Administration Rental Income 0.00 20.00 0.00
Administration Administrative Fees 3.00 358.54 0.0
Administration Annexation Fees .00 560.00 0.00
BL Strest Light Street Lighting Charge 7458.00 10752.00 18258.00
Bdministration Oper Transfer In-Funded €150.48 £0343.82 124120.00
F.D.-Town Water Oper Transfer In-Funde 12833.00 F6598,00 154000.00
.D.-Town Sewer Oper Transfer In-Funde 8333,00 48898.00 160000,00
F.D.-BL Water Oper Transfer In-Funded 2250,00 13500.00 27000.00
F.D.-BL Sewer Cper Transfer In-Funded 750.00 4500.00 9000.00
Gross Revenues 183323.41 1351836.04 2352528.00
Expenditures

Administratiocn Wages G & A 2583.17 28414.95 61750.00
Water - Town Wages G & A 2780.58 306%6.37 73625.00
Sewer - Town Wages G & A 1817.90 18996.93 40375.00
Water - BL Wages G & A 307.09 3377.%4 7125.00
Sewer - BL Wages G & A 307.09 3377.94 7125.00
BL Street Light Wages G & A 0.0C 0.00 500.00
Water -~ Town Wages O & M 3288.16 361€9.50 B2225.0D
Sewer -~ Town Wages O & M H741.46 (A AR 6141
Water - BL Wages 0 & M Hr31, 7% gL 00
Sewer ~ BL Wages O & M 1041,62 11456, 9% 25000000
M.V, 11 Sewer Wages 0 & M 0.00 ORI 1000, o0

Drainage Wages 0 & M .00 0.0

L,

{1}
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REPURT.: 01/31/01
PUN....: 01/31/01
Run By.: LISBA

Ending Calendar Date.:

Expenditures (Continue)
Water - Town Wages-Overtime G & A
Water - Town Wagss-~Overtime O & M
Sewer - Town Wages-Overtime O & M
Water - BL Wages-Overtime O & M
Sewer - BL Wages-Overtime O & M
Administration Payroll Taxes G & A
Water - Town Payroll Taxes G & A
Sewer - Town Payroll Taxes G & A
Water - BL Payrcll Taxes G & A
Bewer ~ BL Payroll Taxes G & A
Water - Town Payroll Taxes O & M
Sewer - Town Payroil Taxes O & M
Water - BL Payroll Taxes O & M
Sewer - BL Payroll Taxes O & M
Administration PERS Retirement G &
Water - Town PERS Retirement G & A
Sewer - Town PERS Revirement ¢ & A
Water - BL PERS Retirement G & A
Sewer - BL PERS Retirement G & A
Water - Town PERS Retirement O & M
Sewer - Town PERS Retirement 0O & M
Water - BL PERS Rerirement O & M
Sewer - BL PERS Retirement O & M
Administration Medical G & A
Water - Town Medical G & A
Sewer -~ Town Medical G & A
Water - BL Medical G & A
Sewer ~ BL Medical G & A
Water - Town Medical O & M
Sewer ~ Town Medical O & M
Water ~ BL Medical O & M
Sewer - BL Medical O & M
Administration Dental G & A
Water - Town Dental G & A
Sewer - Town Dental G & A
Water - BL Dental G & A
Sewer - BL Dental G & A
Water — Town Dental 0 ¢ M
Sewer - Town Dental O & M
Water - BL Dental O & M
Sewer - BL Dental ©C & M
Administration Workers Comp G & A
Water - Town Workers Comp G & A
Sewer - Town Workers Comp § & A
Water ~ BL Workers Comp G & A
Sewer - BL Workers Comp G & A
Water - Town Workers Comp O & M
Sewer - Town Workers Comp O & M
Water - BL Workers Comp O & M
Sewer - BL Workers Comp O & M
Administration Electricity G & A
Water - Town Electricity O & M
Sewer - Town Electricity O & M
Water - BL Electricity O & M
Sewer ~ BL Electricity 0 & M
BL Street Light Electricity O & M
Administration Natural Gus G & A
Water - Town Natural Gas G & A
fJewor - Town Natural Gas G & A
Water - HL Natural Gas 6 & A
Doy B Hataral G G o6 A

Nipomo CED
Statement of Revenues ¢ Expenditures

ALL

December 31,

FUND(3)

2000

PAGE: Q05
ID #: GLBS
CTL. : i1p

YEAR TO DATE
ACTUAL

CURRENT
MONTH

.00
654,952
146.72
126.15
269.49

29.85
33.95%
19.84
3.91
3.89
60.08
13.66
13.47
1%.00
A 1802.77
195.34
127.26
21.50
21.48
230.17
55,63
56,20
72.91
469.67

~00

1548, 18
0.06
0,00
3,00
1. 0o
[T

G
7827

1336.
1924,
2572,
328.
373.

218

43.
42.
639,
.83
156.
203.
2169,
2344,
1327.12
258.
257.
2762,
667.
41
.92
4068,
3777,
1304,

154

674
874

367

367.
1985,
1170.
1182,
1539,
749,
847.
39%.
82.
82.
1074,
257.
258.
340.
220.
208.
135.
22,
22.
2312,
626.

511.

654.°

1502.
66242,
35836.
14903,
.66
7717

113,

1.
Ry
oA
S

6734

il
7

3. 00

14
40

[
]

35
45
24
01
79
42

02
41
84
08
)
00
76
03
56

82
17
61
58
70

5
ol

&4
22
18
51
53
16
63
55
13
16
52
66
03
78
96
99
93
29
48
61

o
U

74
36
76
42

07
16
iy

ANNUAL BUDGET

465.
20000.
4500,
4000.
€700,
1020.

1550

625,
220,
250,
1850,
735.
255,

295,

3600

5520.
200,
775,
885,
6480.
2600.
305,
103>,
6300.
9660.
3860.
1350,
550.
11340.
4540,
1590.
ig1o.
1350.
2070.
820.
300.
330.
2430.
980.
330.
390.
1425,
2185.
875,
300.
350.
2565,
1025,
365.
410,
3500.
150000.
55000,
50000.
15000.
190046,
ERRRFIEN
i,
Le,
Lo
i

.43

00
00
00
0o
00
00
00
o0

o
4

00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
o0
0
00
00
0a
o0
0o
00
00
G0
00
00
00
00
00

00
00
00
e
GO
00
00
00
00
44
00
00
Q0
0o
00
1)
00
00
0o
00
816
00
a0
33}
i
i

i

165.00
12072.8¢6
2563.60
2070.35
4127.93
691.65
1176.55
406.76
176.99
207.21
1210.58
580.17
98.98
31.59
1430.16
3175.92
672,88
517.00
627.24
3717.97
1932.44
230.59
160.08
2231.18
5882.83
2055.3%
982.42
1182.30
6354 .44
336%.46
397.78
270.82
600.49
1222.47
420.84
217.37
247.45
1355.87
722.84
71.48
49,34
1204.97
1976.22
73%.04
277,01
327.01
252.71
398,02
~146.61
=244.,710
1997.2¢6
83757.64
1%163.24
3L096.58
8265. 34
11282.9%
1o, 4
Prois
Pl
S
(PR 4
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REPGKRT.: 01/331/01
RUML...: 01/31/701
Run By.: LISA

Ending Calendar Date.

Nipomo CED

ALL FUND{S)

December 31, 2000

Statement of Revenues & Expenditures

Fiscal

(06-01)

PAGE: 006
ID #: GLBS
CTL.: NIP

CURRENT
MONTH

{Continue}

A

M

Water ~ Town Natural Gas O & M
Water - Town Chemicals O & M
Water - BL Chemicals G & M

Sewsr - BL Chemicals O & M

Water - Town Lab Tests © & M
Sewer ~ Town Lab Tests O § M
Water -~ BL Lab Tests O & M

Sewer - RBL Lab Tests O & M

M. V. II Sewer Lab Tests O & M
Administration Oper Supplies G & A
Water - Town Oper Suppliesz G & A
Sewer - Town Oper Supplies G ¢ A
Water -~ BL Oper Supplies G & A
Sewer - Bl Oper Supplies G & 2
Water - Town Oper Supplies O & M
Sewer - Town Cper Supplies © & M
Water - BL Cper Supplies 0 & M
Sewer - BL Oper Supplies O & M
Administration Qutside Service G &
Water - Town Qutside Service G 5 A
Jewer - Town Outside Service G & 2
Warer - BL Outside Service G § A
Sewer - BIL Outside Service G & A
Water Capacity Outside Service G &
Water - Town Qutside Service 0 & M
Sewer - Town OCutside Service 0 & M
Water =~ Bl Outside Service O & M
Sewer - BL Cutside Bervice C & M
M.V. Il Sewer Qutside Service 0 & M
Administration Permits/Op Fees G &
Water - Town Permits/Op Fees O & M
Sewer — Town Permits/Op Fees O & M
Water ~ BL Permits/Op Fees O & M
Sewer - BL Permits/Op Fees O & M
M.¥V. Il Sewer Permits/Op Fees C &
Administration Repair/Maint G & A
Water - Town Repair/Maint G & A
Sewer ~ Town Repalr/Maint G & A
Water - BL Repair/Malnt G & A
Sewer - BL Repair/Maint G & A
water - Town Repair/Maint O & M
Sewer - Town Repair/Maint O & M
Water - BL Repair/Maint © & M
Sewer - BL Repair/Maint © & M
Water ~ Town R&M-Veh/Equip O & M
Sewer - Town R&M-Veh/Equip O & M
Water - BL R&M-Veh/Equip © & M
Sewar -~ BL R&M-Veh/Equip O & M
Water - Town Enginesring O & M
Sewer - Town Engineering O & M
Water - BL Engineering ¢ & M
Sewer - BL Engineering C & M

M.V, II Sewer Engineering © § M
Water - Town Fuel O & M

Sewer - Town Fuel O & M

Water ~ BL Fuel O & M

Sewer - Bl Fuel O & M

Water - Town Paging Service 0O & M
Sewer - Town Paging Serxvice 0 § M
Water - Bl Paging Scervico O ¢ M
Sewey - BL Daging Servien O & M

6071.
254,

0

961.

254

329
29
G

o]

0.
15.
15.

920.
298.
48.

54

360.

349.

2

0.

78

1030.

60
11
4]
o]
4]
o]
o]

8%
86
.00
a2
.20
.00
.00
.20
.60
.00
.00
co
30
33
16
38
62
.69
.75
45
.00
71
.00
00
60
13
.48
.79
.00
.C0
.00
.00
.00

YEAR TO DATE
ACTHARL

ANNUAL BUDGET

40500.00
5100.00
1500.00
8000.60
8800.00
7500.00
2000.00
7200.00

0.00
7000.00
.00
G.L00
4.00
0.0C

19000.00
2600.00
1000.00
1000.00
1590.00

0.00
0.00
9.00
625,00
0.00

12780.00

10800.00
1605.00

0.00
1500.00
100.00
7200.00
0.00
1400.00
0.00
200.00
0.00
.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

35000.00

23000.00
5500.0G0
2000.00
5000.00
2000.00
1500.00

500.00

10000.00

1000.00
500.00
500.00

15800.00
4800.00
1RA40,00

640,00
2000
G60.,.00
L0 00
T, an
Tty on

BALANCE

11167.01
2545.65
1500.00
3832.66
6947.18
5123.60

864,00
3981.20
-59.20
6932.57

-4659.45

-1789.18
-637.77
-716.08
7868.23

929.12
685,91
646.55
1517.40
~674.08
-96.80
~381.84
586.28
-668.00

11076.67
6711.15
1524.08

~34,77
1500.00
100.00
1859.44
-400,00
457.54
~400.00
0.00
~2%.91
~%9.70
-39.88
-13.95
~15.8¢

21734.98
6315.82
4171.02
1797.50
4125.56
1683.71
1380.00

376.20
~164972.92
~3%98,43
500.00
506.00

12311.13

2110.16
HOH L BY
281,736
ERETRPE!
LT
a0%,01

Ty
IR R
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REFORT.: 01/31/01

Lo..r 01731701
By.: LISA

Ending Calendar Date.: December 31,

Nipomo CSD

ALL

2000

Statement cf Revennes & Expenditures
FUND({S)

Fiscal

{06-013

PAGE: 007
ID #: GLBS
CTL.: HNIP

CURRENT
MONTH
Expenditures {Continue)

Water - Town Meters-New Inst O & M 0.00
Property Taxes BMR-New Install O & M 150295.50
Water - Town Meters-Replace O &« M 0.00
Water - BL Meters-Replace O & M 0.00
Water - Town Uniforms O & M 160.06
Sewer - Town Uniforms © & M 61.36
Water - BL Uniforms © & M 21.34
Sewer - BL Uniforms O & M 24.01
Water - Town Contingency O & M 0.00
Sewer ~ Town Contingency O & M 0.00
Water - BL Contingency O & M .00
Sewer - BL Contingency O & M 0.00
Water - Town Oper Transfer Qut-fFund Re 12833.0
Sewer - Town Oper Transfer Out-Fund Re 8333.00
Water - BL Oper Transfer Out-Fund Repl 2250.00
Sewer - BL Oper Transfer Out-Fuand Repl 750.00
Administration Audit G & A 0.08
Water - Town Audit G & A 0.00
Sewer - Town Audit G & A 0.00
Water - BL Audit G & A 0.00
Sewer - BL Audit G & A 0.00
Administration Bank Charges/Fees G & A 13.70
Water - Town Bank Charges/Fees G & A 0.00
Water - BL Bank Charges/Fees G & A 0.00
Administration Computer Expense G & A 357.26
Water - Town Computer Expense G & A 1190.86
Sewer - Town Computer Expense G & A 176.34
Water - BL Computer Expense G & A 166.72
Sewer - BL Computer Expense G & B 190.52
Administration Consulting G & A 122.25
Water - Town Consulting G & A 407.50
Sewer - Town Consulting G & A 163.00
iater - BL Consulting 6 & A 57.05
Sewer - BL Consulting G & & €5.20
Administration Director Fees G & A 82.50
Water - Town Director Fees G & A 275.00
Sawer - Town Director Fees G & A 110.00
Water - BL Director Fees G & A 38.50
Sewer - BL Director Fees G & A 44.00
Administration Dues and Subscriptions 220.35
Water - Town Dues and Subscriptions G 734.50
Sewer - Town Dues and Subscriptions G 283.80
Water - BL Dues and Subscriptions G & 102.83
Sewer -~ BL Dues and Subscriptions G & 117.52
Water - Town Dues and Subscriptions O .00
Sewer - Town Dues and Subscriptions O 0.C0
Water - BL Dues and Subscriptions O & 0.00
Sewer - BL Dues and Subscriptions O & 0.00
Idministration Education and Training 0.00
Water - Town Education and Training G .00
Sewer - Town Education and Training G .00
Water - BL Educstion and Training G & 0.00
Sewer - BL Educaticon and Training G & 0.00
Admirndistration Elecrions G & A 0.00
Water - Town Elections G & A 0.00
Sewer - Town Elections G & A 0.00
Water - BL Elections G & 0.0
Sewer - BL Elections G & A 0.060
Administration Insurance-Liability G & 147.15

Water - Town Insuvance-Liability G & A 480
Sewer - Town Insurance-ldabitity 60 &8 A FRLE N

YEAR TO

DATE

ACTUARL

Q.
150295.
11165,
0.

665.
255,
88.

99.

1053.
3512,
1404,
491.
561.
1z22.
2042.
7B9.
275.
310.
1162.¢
3875,
1550,
542,
620.
416.
1286,
455,
180,
182,

6Py R

1147,

ANNUAL BUDGET

2000.
0.
15000,
2000.
1800.
690,
240.
270,
500.
500.
500.
500.
154000,
100000,
27000.
3000.
500.
1675,
&670.
235.
270.
300.
180.
25
1800.
6000.
2400.
840.
960.
0.
5400.
2070,
720.
810.
2550.
8500.
3400.
1190.
13e0.
720,
2400.
960.
340.
38C.
G.

C.

a.

0.
375.
3250.
1300.
455,
L20.
G
$250.
1300,
AL,
520,
1875,
0,
AR LN

00
00
00
00
00
o0
00
0o
00
00
00
a0
Q0
00
00
00
a0
00
0g
00
00
00
0d

.00

00
00
06
00
00
00
00
00
00
Q0
00
00
co
e
a0
0%
o0
00
00
oo
00
00
00
00
0o
G0
00
00
g4
00
[81¢]
00
06
0
06
06
1161

BALANCE

2000.
-150295.
3834.
2000.
1134.
434.
151.
170.
500.
500.
500.
500.
77002,

50002.C

13500.
4500.
-2.
1.

0.

0.

2.
218.
81.
25.
746.
2487,
895,
348.
398.

-122.2
3357 .¢

1280.
444,

499.¢

1387,
4625,
1850.

647.5
740.0

303.
1103.
504.
149.
197.
~30.
-25.

-30.

-25.0
790.5
2192 .F

1054,
266,
421,
RN AN
Lo,
1300,
100,
Lo,
492,
RERINN
[N

00
50
56
00
10
74
22
11
00
00
00
Qa0
o0
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KEPORT.: 01/31/01 Nipomoe CSD PAGE: Q08

RUN....: 01/31/01 Statement of Revenues & Expenditures 10 #: GLBS

Run By.: LISA ALL FUND{S} CTL.: NIP
Ending Calendar Date.: December 31, 2000 Fiscal {06-01)

CURRENT YEAR TO DATE

MONTH ACTUAL ANNUAL BUDGET BALANCE
Expenditures {(Continue)

Water - BL Insurance-Liability G & A 68.67 412.02 1000.00 587.98
Sewer -~ BL Insurance-Liability G & A 78.48 470,88 875.00 404.12
BL Street Light Insurance-Liability G 41.66 249.96 500,00 250.04
Administration Landscape and Janitoria 32.55% 183,00 750.00 567.00
water - Town Landscape and Janitorial 108.50 £10.00 2500.00 1890.00
Sewer - Town Landscape and Janitorial 43.40 244,00 1000.00 756.00
Water - BL Landscape and Janitorial G 15,19 85.40 350.00 264.60
Sewer - BL Landscape and Janiterial 6 17.3¢ 37.60 400.00 302.40
Administration Legal-General Counsel 6 988.00 7220.3% 15000.00 7779.61
Water - Town Legal-General Counsel G & 5226.00 12018.50 15000.00 2981.50
Sewer -~ Town Legal-General Counsel G & 0.00 500.50 1000.00 49%.50
Water - BL Legal-General Counsel G & A 0.00 .00 1000.00 1000.00
Sewer - BL Legal-General Counsel G & A 0.00 0.00 1000.00 1000.00
M.V. IT Sewer Legal-General Counsel G .00 0.00 1000.00 1000.00
Water - Town Legal-Water Counsel G & A 1447.77 99916.85 176000.00 76063.15
Water - BL Legal-Water Counsel G & A 275.77 19031.78 44000.00 24968.22
Administration Miscellaneous G & A 5,00 107.34 1000.00 B92.66
Water - Town Miscellaneous G §& A 17.87 £€9.70 580.00 430.3C
Sewer - Town Miscellanecus G & A 0.00 33.78 500.00 466.22
Water - BL Miscellaneocus G & A 0.00 11.82 1000.00 988.18
Sewer - BL Miscellaneous G & A 0,00 13.52 500.00 486.48
Administration Newsletter/Mailers G & 0.00 53.20 475.00 421.80
Water - Town Newsletter/Mailers G & A 0.00 177.34 1500.00 1322.66
Sewer - Town Newsletter/Mailers G & A 0.00 70.34 600.00 529.06
Water - BL Newsletter/Mailers G & A 0.00 24.83 235.00 210.17
Sewer -~ BL Newsletter/Mallers G & A 0.00 28.37 240.00 211.63
Administration Cffice Supplies G & A 48.12 219.00 750.00 531.00
Water - Town Office Supplies G & A 165.56 765.27 2500.00 1734.73
Sawer - Town Office Supplies G & A 66.14 305.47 1000.00 694,53
Water - BL Office Supplies G &« A 23.14 106.87 350.00 243.13
Sewer - BL Office Supplies G & A 2€6.41 122.02 400.00 277.98
Administration Postage G & A 76.57 536.55 1200.00 663.45
Water - Town Fostage G & A 265.90 1830.88 4000.00 2169,12
Sewer - Town Postage G & A 106.3€ 723.93 1600.00 876.07
Water - BL Postage G & A& 37.22 253.36 560.00 306.64
Sewer - BL Postage G & A 42.55 289.55 640.00 350.45
Administration Public Notices G & A 240.00 2549.50 300.00 40.50
Water - Town Public Notices G & A 91.80 31.80 1000.00 908.20
Sewer - Town Public Notices G & & 35.19 35.18 400.00 364.81
Water - BL Pubklic Notices G & A 12.24 12.24 140.00 127.7¢6
Sewer - BL Public Notices G & A 13.77 13.77 160.00 146.23
BL Street Light Public Notices G 4 A 0.006 0.00 106.00 100.00
Administration ReM~0Office G & A 12.03 76.43 150¢.00 1423.57
Water ~ Town R&M-Gffice G & A 40.09 254.7% 0.00 -254.75
Sewer - Town ReM-Office G & A 16.03 101.89 0.00 -101.89
Water - BL R&M-Office G & A 5.61 35.65 0.00 -35.65
Sewer -~ BIL R&M-Office G & A 6.41 40,7 0.00 -40.77
Administration R&M-Buildings G & A 135.00 484.70 1500.00 1015.20
Water -~ Town R&M-Bulldings 6 & A 0.00 465.00 0.00 ~465.00
Sewer - Town ReM-Buildings G & A 0.00 186.00 8.00 ~186.00
Water - BL R&M-Bulldings G & A 0.00 65.10 0.00 ~65.10
Sewer - BL R&M-Buildings G & A 0.00 74,40 0.00 T4, 40
Water - Town R&M-Bulldings O & M 1680.00G 1680.00 .00 EER NI BSIs
Sewer - Town ReM-Buildings O & M 641,00 614,00 (.00 vad .
Water -~ BL ReM-Buildings O & M PR DR 14 224,00 .00 LA
Sewsr - BL R&M-Bulldings O & M 252,00 2HE,00 .04 ERERIR ]

Walter - Town Proporty 7 0,00 B AT 4770, G DA
Sewer - Town Property 1 DIt [ [t I
Adwministrat bon Telephons 0 & A 11,08 o, 1Y Hity, O L,
Water - Town Telephope 66 A L0410 RN S0 JE L A
e Toawtr Tebephone oos A BN IS Mo o Slge ot (R AN
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REPORT.: (01/31/01
RUN....: 01/31/01
Run By.: LISA

Statement of Revenues & Expenditures

Ending Calendar Date.:

Nipomo C8D

ALL FUND(S)

December 31,

2000

{06~01)

PAGE:
ID #: G
CTL.:

003
LBS
Nip

CURRENT
MONTH
Expenditures (Continue)

Water -~ BL Telephone G & A 43.63
Sewer - BL Telephone G & A 45.62
Administration Travel/Mileage G & A 3.41
Water - Town Travel/Mileage G & A 11.38
Sewer - Town Travel/Mileage G & A 4,55
Water - BL Travel/Mileage G & A 1.59
Sewer -~ BL Travel/Mileage G & A 1.82
Administration Utilities~-Trash G & A 2.18
Water - Town Utilities-Trash G & A 32.78
Sewer - Town Utilities~-Trash G & A 12.69
Water - BL Utilities-Trash G & A 4.42
Sewer - BL Utilities-Trash G & & 4.98
Water - Town Oper Transfer Out-Funded 3690.29
Sewer - Town Oper Transfer OQut-Funded 1414.61
Water - BL Oper Transfer Out-Funded Ad 492.04
Sewer - BL COper Transfer Out-Funded Ad 553.54
Water - Town Int Inc-MM -3.17
Sewer - Town Int Inc-MM -6.72
Water - BL Int Inc-MM -4.,61
Sewer - BL Int Inc-MM ~-0.48
M.V. II Sewer Int Inc-MM -0.52
BL Street Light Int Inc-MM -0.54
Property Taxes Int Inc~MM ~5.01
Dralinage Int Inc~-MM ~-0.07
Water Capacity Int Inc-MM -6.48
Sewer Capacity Int Inc-MM -24.61
F.D.-Town Water Int Inc-MM -5.82
F.D.-Town Sewer Int Inc~MM ~8.53
F.D.~-BL Water Int Inc-MM -2.65
F.D.-BL Sswer Int Inc-MH -0.40
Water - Town Int Inc-Savings 0.7
Sewer - Town Int Inc-Savings -1.50
Water - BL Int Inc-Savings ~1.03
Sewer -~ BL Int Inc-Savings -0.11
M.V. II Sewer Int Inc-Savings -0.12
BL Street Light Int Inc-Savings -0.12
Property Taxes Int Inc-Savings ~1.12
Drainage Int Inc-Savings -0.02
Water Capacity Int Inc-Savings -1.45
Sewear Capacity Int Inc-Savings -5.81
F.D.~Town Water Int Inc-Savings -1.30
F.D.-Town Sewer Int Inc-Savings -1.91
F.D.-BL Water Int Inc-Savings -0.59
F.D.-BL Sewer Int Inc-Savings -0.09
Water - Town Int Inc-LAIF -5235.90
Sewer - Town Int Inc-LAIF -11079.81
Water - BL Int Inc-LAIF -7602.75
Sewer - BL Int Inc-LAIF -783.50
M.V. Il Sewer Int Inc-LAIF -856.93
BI, Street Light Int Inc-LAILF ~B%2.79
Property Taxes Int Inc~LAIF ~8261.32
Drainage Int Inc~-LAIF ~114.55
Water Capacity Int Inc-LAIF -10631.71
Sewer Capacity Int Inc-LAIF ~40612.40
F.0.-Town Water Int Inc-LAIF -3606.48
F.D.-Town Sewer Int Inc~LAIF -14070.51
F.M.-BL Water Int Inc-LAIF ~4365.82
F.D.~BL Sewer Int Inc-LAIF ~-£55.20
Water - Town Int Inc-Alloc 52.23
Property Taxes Properly Tax Revenue ~9003¢ .72
Drainage Property Tax Revenue -4075 .29

YEAR TO DATE

ACTUAL

260.87
274.89
214.84
1023.78
289.82
158,51
115.88
28.19
184.00
71.49
24.91
28.11
30206.29
11579.05
4027.48
4531.00
=7.67
~17.65
~13.23
~1.0%
-1.23
-1.26
-11.85
-0.14
-14,18%
~56.42
~13.25
-16.95
-3.4€
~0.90
-2.52
-5.83
~4.45
~0.33
-0.40
~0.40
~-3.83
-0.0%
=-4.50
-18.11
~-4.24
-5.25
~0.91
-0.29
~10652.57
-24187.72
-17853.96
~1474.71
-1706.31
-1751.69
~16476.62
~194,81
-18947.42
-78801.85%
~18523.12
-24184.21
-5338.09
-12%6.18
0.00

~ 12485 ‘B

~HLORE 44

74472.00
28548.00
9930.00
11170.00
~-14.00
~112.00
-33.00
=1.00
-3.00
~3.00
~14.00
=7.00
0.00

0.00
~24.00
-28.00
~3.00
-2.,00
~-12.00
~98.00
-28.00
-1,00
~2.00
-3.00
-12.00
~6.00
0.00

0.00
=-21.00
-25.00
-2.00
~1.00
~13874.00
-287%0.00
~32538.00
-998.00
~2495.00
~2794.00
~19524.00
-6787.00
0.00

0.00
-23955.00
~27847.00
~2599,00
=15497,00
0.00

v IFHB00 ., 00
SO500.,00

BALANCE

239.
325.
1660.
5226.
2210.
716.
884.
-29.
-184.
~71.

5

“

-28.
44265,
16968,

5902,
6639,
-6.
~34,

-19.

o]
-1

~-1.
o

-6.
14.
56,
-10.
~-11.
0.
~-1.

-9

-92,
~23.
-0.

-1

5

-8,
-5,

4,

18.
-~16.
~19.
-1,
=0,
-3321,
~5592.
~14585,
476,
-TE8,
-1042.
~3047.
~6592.
18947,
78801,
-5431.
-3762.
2741,
=340 .
0.

-t 6040,

RHAR]

13
11
16
22
18
49
12
19
00
49
.91
11
71
95
52
00
33
35
77
.05
17
74
.15
86
13
a4z
75
05
46
10
.48
17
55
67
.60
60
17
85
50
11
76
75
09
71
43

')
“

04
71
69
31
38
19
42
a5
88
79
09
t
[§14]
42

L
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REPORT.: 01/31/01
RUN....: 01/31/01
Run By.: LISA

Nipomo CSD

ALL FUND(S}

gnding Calendar Date.: December 31, 2

000

Statement of Revenues & Expenditures

Fiscal

(06-01}

PAGE: 010
ID #: GLBS
CTL.:  NIP

CURRENT
MONTH

Water -~ Town Gain on Sale
Sewsr - Town Gailn on Sale
Water - Town Trans In/{Cut)
Sewer - Town Trans In/{Out)
Water - BL Trans In/({Out)
Proparty Taxes Trans In/(Out)
Drainage Trans In/ (Qut}
F.D.-Town Sewer Trans In/{Out
F.D.-BL Water Trans In/(Out)
Water ~ Town Interest Expense
Water - Teown Interest Expense O & M

Total Expenditures

Net Surplus

0.

G.

0.
400000,
400000,
-5727.
5727.

-4 30000,
~400G00.
4575,

ao
00
ae
ol ¢]
00
30
90
00

YEAR TO DATE

ACTUAL

-1275.
-1275.
0.
400000.
400000.
~7833.
7833,
~-400000.
-400000.
4575,

00
00
0o
o0
00
22
22
00
GO
el¢]
.00

ANNUAL BUDGET

.00

G.00
~260000.00
0.00
~52000,00
0.00

0.060

1275.00
1275.00
-260000.00
-400000.00
~452G00,00
7833.22
~7833.22
400000,00
400000.400
~-4575.00
9450.00

120075.

662724

.09

1191263.00

528538.91

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com



AGENDA ITEM

TO! BOARD OF DIRECTORS $I5 07 2001 \,.,‘/
FROM: DOUG JONES
DATE: FEBRUARY 7, 2001

ACCEPTING WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS FOR
TRACT 1712/2386
NEWDOLL

Upon completion of a developer's project, the District accepts improvements of the project
when all requirements are met. The developer (Newdoll) for Tract 1712/2386,
an 18-lot development on Hazel Lane has installed water and sewer improvements and has

met the District's conditions:

s Instailed the improvements
¢« Paid associated fees

e Provided the necessary paperwork, including the Offer of Dedication and the
Engineer's Certification

Staff  recommends that your  Honorable Board approve  the  attached
Resolution 01-accept 1712/2386, accepting the water and sewer improvements

for Tract 1712/2386.

Bd 2001%\Accept Tr 1712.DOC

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com



RESOLUTION NO. 00-ACCEPT 1712/2386

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
ACCEPTING THE WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS
FOR TRACT 1712/2386 (NEWDOLL)

WHEREAS, on September 3, 1997 and June 7, 2000, the District issued conditional Will-Serve
Letters for water and sewer service for Tract 1712/2386 on Hazel Lane in Nipomo; and

WHEREAS, the District approved and signed the construction plans on February 10, 1998 for the
water and sewer improvements to be constructed; and

WHEREAS, the water and sewer improvements have been constructed and said improvements are
complete and certified by the engineer; and

WHEREAS, on November 30, 1999 (Tract 1712) and December 18, 2000 (Tract 2386), the Owner
offered the water and sewer improvements to the Nipomo Community Services District; and

WHEREAS, this District has accepted such offer without obligation except as required by law, and

WHEREAS, all water and sewer fees for service, required in conformance with District Ordinances,
have been paid in full for Tract 1712/2386.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED BY THE BOARD OF
DIRECTORS OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT AS FOLLOWS:

That the water and sewer improvements constructed to serve
Tract 1712/2386 on Hazel Lane in Nipomo are accepted by this District.

On the motion of Director , seconded by Director and on the foliowing roll
call vote, to wit:

AYES: Directors
NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

the foregoing resolution is hereby adopted this 7" day of February 2001.

Robert L. Blair, President
Nipomo Community Services District

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Donna K. Johnson Jon 8. Seitz
Secretary to the Board General Counsel

RES\00-Accept 1712.doc



TO:
FROM:

DATE:

G-1)

G-2)

G-3)

G-4)

G-5

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA ITEM
DOUG JONES - FES 07 200!
FEBRUARY 7, 2001

MANAGER'S REPORT

MONTECITO VERDE il MEETING REVIEW

Staff met with the residents of the Montecito Verde Il development to discuss the
connection of their on-site sewer system to the District's area-wide sewer collector
system. This was an information meeting bringing the residents up-to-date.
The County Community Block Grant Program will be recommending that $100,000
be granted to partially fund this project.

SCHOOL AGREEMENT UPDATE

Staff will discuss the status of the school agreement.

LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

See attached

LAFCO HEARING (2/15) ON NCSD PROVIDING GARBAGE COLLECTION
See attached LAFCO notification.

ARTICLES ON CHROMIUM & GLOBAL WARMING

See attached article.

US SUPREME COURT RULING OF CORP. OF ENG. JURISDICTION

Staff requested comments on this from Morro Group. See attached.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST INFORMATION

See attached article.

Letter from Lynne Reed

See attached.

Board 2001\mgr020700.D0OC



MONTECITO VERDE II SUBDIVISION; CONNECTION TO SEWER SYSTEM

A ——

ENGINEERING DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATES;
1320 Nipomo Street/San Luis Obispo, CA 9315«
phone: (805)548-8658 fax 805.545.8704 emm: L

ATE: JAN 15 2001

Na: 22484000
NM:  MONTECITO VERDE Il OPTION 6
By: SH
key TG e
Lo ‘OPTION 5 OPINION OF-PROBABLECONSTRUCTION COST .2 .3
[pescriIPTION

| auanr | unm | costun | COST

12 FVCSEWERI 853 LF 38.00
12~ PVC SEWER IN SAND 350 LF 35.004
& PVC SEWER IN SAND 515 _LF 20.001 $10,300
8" PVCSEWER A.C. PAVEMENT 380 i 22.00{ $8.740
CONST. MANHOLE 7 EA 2300.00} $9.200
CONST.DROP MANHOLE 1 EA 3100.004 $3,100
TIE-IN TO EXIST. MANHGLE 1 | EA 2600.00} $2.500
Sewer Subtotai: $78,604
AC ACRE .
CY CUBICYARD ~ SUBTOTAL: $78.604
EA EACH CONTINGENCIES & INFLATION (20% of subtotai): $15.721
LF  UNEAR FOOT ENGINEERING (soils. staking, insoection)(15% of sublotal): $11.791
LS WMPSUM GRAND TOTAL: $108,115
SF  SQUARE FOOT
INSF  INCHEE/SQUARE FOOT
HR  HOUR

THIS ESTIMATE WAS PREPARED USING STANDARD CCST ANIVOR CRUANTITY ESTIMATE PRACTICES. [T 1S UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED THAT THIS IS AN ESTIMATE
ONLY, AND THAT THE ENGINEER SHALL NOT BE LIABLE TO THE OWNER OR TO A THIRD PARTY FOR ANY FAILURE TO ACCURATELY ESTIMATE THE COST ANDVOR

QUANTITIES FOR THE PROJECT, OR ANY PART THERECF.

THIS ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE IS PREPARED AS A GUIDELINE AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE BASIS FOR BID. THE CONTRACTOR IS TO PERFORM HISHER
OWN QUANTITY TAKE-OFF AND TO BID ACCCRDINGLY. IN THE EVENT THAT ERRORS OR OMISSIONS ARE ENCOUNTERED THROUGH THE BIDDING PROCESS,

PLEASE CONTACT THE ENGINEER FOR CLARIFICATION,

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT SEWER CONNECTION FEE = $2370 each lot

On-site construction cost estimated at $65,000

Estimated construction cost:

On-site $65,000.00
Off-Site $106,115.00
Easements $20.000.00
181,115.00
Number of Lots 35
Estimated cost per ot $191.115.00 $5,575.00
35
Sewer Connection Fee $2.370.00

Total $7.945.00
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California Special Districts Association
LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

January 23, 2001
General Information

Following the November 2000 election, there are 26 Democrats and 14 Republicans in the State
Senate. In the Assembly, 50 Democrats and 29 Republicans with one vacancy. If you have a

newly-elected Senate or Assembly Member, please contact him/her and introduce yourself and
your district. Start to build a relationship with your legislators immediately!

The legislative session started on January 3, 2001. The last day for bill requests to be
submitted to Legislative Counsel is January 26, 2001. All bills must be introduced by February
23, 2001.

8ill Introductions

Although it is still early in the process, the following legislative activities have taLen place:

Education Revenue Augmentation Fund (ERAF)
AB 3 (Ashburn) - Proposes to cap the ERAF shift at the 2000-2001 level.

SB 92/SB 93/SB 94 (Torlakson/Figueroa) — Exempts parks and recreation, fire/fire suppression,
and library districts from ERAF.

SB 74 (Speier and McPherson) — Eliminates dependent/independent libraries from the ERAF

shift.
Local Government Finance

RESERVE (Little Hoover Commission Report): — Assembly Local Government Committee Chair
Patricia Wiggins — (D) Santa Rosa — has scheduled a hearing on Wednesday, January 31, 2001
to discuss local government finance and, in particular, the reserve issue that was highlighted in
the Little Hoover Commission Report. 1t is anticipated that she may be introducing legislation
on this issue.

Speaker’s Commission on Regionalism

Speaker Robert Hertzberg has appointed a Speaker’s Commission on Regionalism. He is hoping
this Commission develops strategies that will encourage local governments to collaborate on
shared challenges instead of trying to working against one another in a revenue battle. CSDA
will be following the activities of this Commission. Special district representatives will be

gaértici?ating in a local government finance panel on Wednesday, January 24, 2001 at the State
pitol.
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The first CSDA Legislative Committee meeting is scheduled for Monday, February 5, 2001.

Public Employment Relations Board — SB 739 (2001)

In last year’s session, Governor Davis signed SB 739 that places the oversight of the Meyers-
Milias-Brown Act with the Public Employment Relations Board (PERB). The legislation went into
effect on January 1, 2001 with instructions to begin drafting regulations. CSDA is working with
the League of California Cities and the California State Association of Counties in commenting
on the draft regulations as they are being developed. If your district is concerned with these
regulations, the draft is available on the PERB website: hitp://www perb.ca.gov. Additional
information will be included in the next issue of the CSDA News. CSDA Legal Counsel David
McMurchie is overseeing these activities on behalf of the members.

AB 132 (Horton) — The Meyers-Milias-Brown Act currently pravides that an agency shop
agreement may not apply to management, confidential, or supervisary employees. This bill
would provide that an agency shop agreement may apply to management, confidential, or
supervisory employees upon the agreement of the public agency.

LAFCO Funding

It appears that counties are allocating the special district one-third portion of LAFCO funding (as
required in AB 2838 (Hertzberg, 2000)) in different manners. The Speaker’s office is cognizant
of the situation and the intent is to introduce clean-up language that will darify the appropriate
allocation formula. Due to the time-sensitive application of AB 2838, there is movement to have
Legislative Counsel opine on the original intent of the Legislature in this portion of the bill’s
language to assist in clarifying the confusion. We will keep you posted.

Mark your calendars for the 2001 Government Affairs Day! The event is scheduled at the
Sacramento Convention Center on April 23, 2001.

Be sure to check the CSDA website - www.csda.net - on a regular basis to obtain up-to-date
infarmation on legislative activities as the session moves into full swing.

CSDA now has a toll-free number: (877) 924-CSDA!

CSDA
1215 K Street, Suite 930
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 442-7887
(877) 924-CSDA
(916) 442-7889 fax

WWW,QﬁﬂQ.Hg:



NOTICE OF LAFCO REGULAR MEETING

ACTIVATION OF REFUSE COLLECTION LATENT POWER
BY THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN by the Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) of the
County of San Luis Obispo, State of California, as follows:

1. At 8:00 a.m. on February 15, 2001, in the Board of Supervisors Chambers,
County Government Center, San Luis Obispo, California, as the date, time and place of
a regular meeting by said Commission on an application by the Nipomo Community
Services District to exercise garbage collection and disposal services. The services were
authorized at the time of district formation, by have not been actively used. Commission
approval is required to activate this latent power. The requested active power is as follows:

Government Code Section 61600 (c): The collection or disposal of garbage or
refuse matter.

2. A copy of the application is on file in the LAFCO Office, 1035 Palm Street,
Room 370, San Luis Obispo, California, and may be viewed by any member of the public.

DATED: \ {m l‘o\
By: jPM L. Haw/\
PAUL L. HOOD

Executive Officer
Local Agency Formation Commission
San Luis Obispo County
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- California Goes Overboard On Chromium
= A 1968 failed experiment is the prime evidence behind §

Source: L.A. Times Nov. 11, 2000 —
Marta Cones Environmental Writer
For their entire lives in a German labo-

ratory, 101 lab mice lapped up water con-
taining extraordinary amounts of a
metallic compound. It was 1968, and sci-
entists were trying to figure out whether
chromium — widely used in industrial
paints and plating materials —was dan-
gerous in drinking water. Two of the mice
-— less than 2% of the 101 lab mice in the
experiment — developed stomach tumors
50 big that the mound protruded from their
bellies. All the others remained healthy.

The scientists concluded that the tw-
mors were insignificant — perhaps just
random chances —and that the cancer
connection was equivocal.

Yet more than 30 years later, the fate of
those two mice is the prime evidence that
has been used by state health officials to

ommend a more stringent goal for
chromium in drinking water. If enforced,
that recommendation could shut down
hundreds of wells throughout the state of
California, at a cost of tens of millions of
dollars.

George Alexeff, chief scientist at the
state’s Office of Environmental Health
Hazard Assessment, said the state goal
may be "over-erring on the side of public
heafth.” But that, he said, is exactly what
public health officials must do — legally
and morally — in the face of scientific
uncertainty.

"The spirit of the law is when there’s a
controversy, we're to err on the side of
being health protective,” he said.

Federal EPA Bismissed the Study

Others disagree. The federal Environ-
mental Protection Agency has dismissed
the German study. And one of the world’s
leading chromium experts, Max Costa of
New York University, called it "totally
stupid and scary"for California to calcu-
late its health goal based on the fate of two
mice.

Costa suspects that water containing
even small amounts of chromium, par-
ticularly the most hazardous form, chro-

new California rules for Chromium 6 in drinking water.
The U.S. EPA and world experts are dismayed by it all.

mium 6, may be dangerous to people who
are genetically susceptible to cancer. But
he said the mouse study is so problematic
that calculations derived from it are no
more credible than pulling a number out
of a hat.

According to scientists, chromium 6,
also known as hexavalent chromium, can
alter DNA, mutate cells and cause cancer
in human beings.

But the danger, at least so far, has been
proved only when chromium 6 particles
are inhaled. There are no published stud-
ies that have found a significant cancer
increase from drinking it, even in lah ani-
mals consuming extremely high concen-
trations. Published studies — one of
people in China and several involving lab
animals -— have found no cancer risk.

EPA and Experts See No Cancer Risk

The EPA remains unconvinced that
chromium 6 is carcinogenic in water. And
is amazed that the proposed California
health goal is 40 times more stringent than
the EPA’s national standard,

Silvio De Flora, a toxicologist at the
University of Genoa in Italy and a promi-
nent chromium expert, said chromium 6
is carcinogenic, "but only in the respira-
tory tact . . . and only after exposures at
very high doses, which are only encoun-
tered in three occupational settings” in the
chrome production and metal-plating in-
dustries.

That position is backed by an intena-
tional panel of experts, who found no link

" between human cancer and chromium in

water,

"For cancers other than of the lung si-
nonasal cavity, no consistent pattern of
cancer risk has been shown among work-
ers exposed to chromium compounds,”
according to the 1990 report of the Inter-
national Agency for Research on Cancer.

Some recent studies have detected an
excess of storach cancers and leukemia
among workers in chromium production
and plating industries — where the
amount of airborne particles are high.
Those cancers would probably come from

swallowing chromium particles, not
breathing them, the study said.

De Flora said he is convinced that
"there is no possibility for oral chromium
to induce cancer.” He said stomach acids
usually convert alarge amount of thecom-
pound into a form of chromium that can-
not cross into cells. But Costa said the
protection offered by stomach acids is not
absolutc. Some people's stomachs do not
convert chromium well and may be vul-
nerable, he said.

Chromium 6 has been especially con-
troversial because of "a well-publicized
case in Hinkley — a small town in the San
Bernardino desert — dramatized this year
in the movie "Erin Brockovich." Water
there contained levels of chromium 6 that
were several thousands of times higher
than those found elsewhere in the state.

Residents of the town won a $333-mil-
lion settlement from Pacific Gas & Elec-
tric in a lawsuit alleging that chromium 6
caused cancers and other serious diseases.
But whether the illnesses were caused by
drinking the compound or inhaling it was
not determined.

State Proposes Unrealistic Standard

State officials are required by the 1996
Safe Drinking Water Act to set standards
for 75 pollutaats, including chromium.

The environmental hazards office must
first recommend a public health goal for
each pollutant. Then the Department of
Health Services considers that goal when
setting a maximum standard that water
agencies must meet. The standard in many
cases is more lenient than the goal because
economic factors are considered.

For most water pollutants, the public
health goal is a strictly mathematical com-
putation, based on how much of a chemi-
cal would potentially cause "one cancer
among every million people exposed for
alifetime.”

Based on the dose fed to the two Ger-
man mice, the state's proposed goal is 2.5
parts per billion (ppb) of total chromium.
At that level, state officials estimate that
only 0.2 ppb would be chromium 6.

The Department of Health Services has
not yet decided whether to turn the goal
into a standard. Until it does, the existing
standard, 50 ppb of total chromium, is the
only enforceable limit. Some wells being
used in the area around Edwards Air Force
Base near Lancaster, for example, have
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been found to have levels of chromium 6
of ubout 17.6 ppb. well below the current
standard, Chromium. and therefore chro-
wigm 6. is often found in wells located

r centers of aerospace manufacturing
such as in Los Angeles, Orange, and San
Diego counties.

Mice ingested 500,000 PPB

Many scientists say the mouse study is
irrelevant to humans, and they question
whether the state should have used it.

The concentrations of chromium 6 in
the experiments — at 500,000 ppb —
were so high that mice were reluctant to
drink it. Their water had almost 30,000
times higher concentrations than the wells
in Lancaster. That amount of chromium is
$0 caustic that irritation alone could have
caused the mouse tumors. Also, the 2% of
mice that developed tumors is not consid-
ered statisticatly significant, and the can-
cers were found in their forestomachs, an
organ that humans do not have,

Given those limitations and faults, the
EPA dismissed the study when setting a
national standard and instead used another
1968 study, which showed no cancer in
rats given water containing 25,000 ppb of
chromium 6 — a whopping 10,000 times
== notent as the California proposal.

Even with this knowledge, Alexeff de-
fends California's proposal, saying that
there are several reasons in addition to the
mouse study to be cautious with chro-
mium 6. "It is a well-proven cause of lung
cancer and there are indications of stom-
ach cancers among chromium plant work-
ers.” he insists.

His agency criticize the EPA as being
too slow and too lenient in setting drink-
ing water standards. EPA officials, how-
ever, say their chromium standard of 100
ppb has a large margin of safety and they
have no plans to change it.

Several toxicologists said concentra-
tions found so far around Los Angeles are
fairly low. so they should not pose much
danger. But because of the uncertainties,
they also urge public agencies to do what-
ever possible to get chromium 6 out of
drinking water.

“T don't think the numbers [found in the
Los Angeles-area wells] are very high, but
given the potency of chromium, you can't
dismiss it either," said John Froines, a
“'CLA toxicologist. Froines believes the

ate is making a policy decision, not a
scientific decision because "the science is
too uncertain.”

Uncertain or not, spurred on by the
success of the Hollywood movie, chro-
mium 6 has become the toxic du Jous for
environmentalists and critics of municipal
water agencies.

Erin Warns of Threats in L.A. Water

At aLos Angeles City Council meeting
in September, the legal assistant Erin
Brockovich, who discovered chromium 6
in water in Hinkley, chastised state and
local officials for what she characterized
as a dismissive attitude toward chromium

6in L.A. water.

"People are being exposed to a poison
in their water,” said Brockovich. "Don't
dismiss it. You have to ask what is the
level today? What was it yesterday? How
did it get there?"

Brockovich appeared before the coun-
cil hearing with her boss, attorney Edward
Masry, who represented the citizens of
Hinkley in the PG&E suit. Also at the
meeting were David S. Freeman, general
manager of the Los Angeles Department
of Water and Power, and David Spath,
drinking water chief for the State Depart-
ment of Health Services.

Freeman downplayed the threat to local
water supplies and warned that closing the
ground water wells would eliminate about
15% of DWP's water supply.

"Under current approved testing tech-
nology, we have not detected any chro-
mium in our customers' drinking water
above 10 ppb," Freeman said. “It's. like
about one eye drop in two swimming
pools filled with water.”

Freeman also told the council that state
officials proposed the 2.5 ppb proposal as
only a "public health goal.” It is not a legal
limit he said. "Right now we are told
privately [by the state] that our water is
OK, while the public is given good reason
to think otherwise," Freeman said. "What

~ is a responsible agency to do?”

Spath, however, said the risks from
chromium 6 are still being debated and
studied. He said the economic impact of a
tougher standard must be evaluated under
the state's Safe Drinking Water Act. In the
meantime, he added, DHS would be send-
ing out letters to water agencies encourag-
ing them to test for chromium in advance
of any action by the governor.

In October, the L.A. Times reported it
had found city records revealing that in-
dustrial runoff with high levels of chro-
mium 6 were discharged for two decades

into stonn drains that flow to the Los
Angeles River. Records show this oc-
curred in waste water discharges between
1945 and the mid-1960s in concentrations
that for one short period reached as high
70,0600 ppb, far smaller than the amounts
in the mice experiments, but still high
enough for concern.

Smaller discharges into storm drains
continued into the early 1980s, but at con-
siderably lower levels — typically below
3 ppb. It's not clear whether the amount of
chromium found in L.A. area wells are
from natural sources or seepage from
storm drains. Some speculate the chemi-
cal could have entered the aquifer along a
7-mile stretch of the river near Glendale
-— an area that's not lined with concrete.

Water officials, including Freeman,
have urged local governments to be pru-
dent. They say the proposed public health
goal is scientifically flawed, and in the
San Fernando Valley basin alone could
force the cities of Los Angeles, Burbank

" and San Fernando to pay up to $50 million

a year to buy imported water.

DHS is currently reviewing the recom-
mendation to toughen chromium stand-
ards in water. They say that the process
could take up to five or more years.

Brockovich Got Job At Law Firm

The crusading Erin Brockovich is rela-
tively new to environmental issues. Ap-
pearing recently on The Oprah Winfrey
Show, Brockovich said she grew up
dreaming of the glitz and glamour of Hol-
lywood. But after winning a beauty pag-
eant and pursuing a modeling career, she
realized that that kind of life was not for
her. She abandoned that career in search
of a "real” job and found one at an engi-
neering and construction company, but
didn't stay there long.

With no job or money, two failed mar-
riages and three children, she said she had
nowhere to turn. Then she was involved
in a terrible auto accident. Her attorney,
Ed Masry, failed to win a lawsuit for her
but did gave her a job as a file clerk at his
law firm. In the files she found evidence
of PG&E getting rid of real estate in the
area of Hinkley, then discovered the
ground was contaminated with chro-
mium, She now acts as director of envi-
ronmental research at Masry and Vititoe.

The law firm is now processing several
lawsuits involving MTBE and chromium
contaminated ground water in California.

Winter 2000
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[t's official. Doomsday for Earth
brought on by global warming has been
put off until the year 2099. The previous
deadline, the year 2000, has nearly passed
now without any significant global warm-
ing events, forcing scientists to reconsider
their previous predictions.

But no one should relax yet. Scientists
say the events predicted for 2099 will be
much worse than the global warming
events predicted for this year.

According to the latest study, global
warming may boost world temperatures
by up to tI degrees Fahrenheit by the end
of the 21st century, a figure substantially
higher than previous estimates. The pre-
diction came in a confidential draft report
prepared by an influential group of cli-
mate scientists sponsored by the United
Nations.

Moreover, "there is now stronger evi-
dence for human influence on global cli-
"~ nate," the scientists concluded in their
preliminary report, which was distributed
to more than {00 governments last month
for preview.

Several scientists familiar with the new
report, prepared by an intemnational group
known as the [ntergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change, said its findings signifi-
cantly strengthen the case for a human
role in climate change. Although there is
weneral agreement that the climate is
warming, the question is how much of the
change is caused by human action has
been a major topic of scientific inquiry.

However, the latest report "is a stronger

PoTrTpouRrRi

conclusion” than was offered by earlier
assessments, said Kevin Trenberth, head
of the climate analysis section at the Na-
tional Center for Atmospheric Research
in Boulder, Colo. "This is not the work of
one individual scientist. This is a consen-
sus reached across scientists in the inter-
national community. It has gone through
extensive reviews."”

The report is not likely to quiet all
debate on the issue, however. Some long-
time critics of projections about global
warming said they remain skeptical, espe-
cially in light that the previous predictions
for the year 2000 did not materialize.

They point out that evidence suggests
that the Earth's atmosphere has undergone
numerous warm and cold periods, much
more extreme than the most recent predic-
tions, long before humans existed on
Earth.

Report Blames Pollutlon Controls

Disputing this view in the new draft
report, the scientists conclude that it is
"likely" that human actions "have contrib-
uted substantially" to the observed warm-
ing. The major human contribution is the
release of so-called greenhouse gases into
the atmosphere through the burning of
coal, natural gas and other fossil fuels.

Overall, the panel's report says the new
prediction is that temperatures worldwide
may increase 2.1 to 11 degrees Fahrenheit
(1 to 5.8 degrees Celsius). Earlier assess-
ments projected and increase of 2.1 t0 7.2
degrees Fahrenheit (1 to 3.5 degrees C).

According to the report, an 11-degree

Doomsday Put Off Until 2099

shift would be a major change in climate.
In October, for example, 11 degrees was
the difference in average temperatures be-
tween Los Angeles and Seattle.

Paradoxically, the report suggests that
the increase in the projections comes from
pollution control efforts, unintentionally
making the planet a hotter place.

The scientists claim the greaterincrease
is projected in large measure because of
efforts to control pollution from industrial
facilities and power plants. They say pol-
lution-control measures have greatly re-
duced the amount of sulfate particles that
cause acid rain and a variety of health
problems. But those particles also have a
cooling effect in the atmosphere because
they deflect the sun's heat. As sulfate lev-
els drop, the temperature will effectively
rebound.

The new report, sponsored by the UN.,
will not be made public until it has been
approved next year. It is the first formal
update in five years of an assessment pre-
pared by the ULN. climate change panel.

The group's first report on climate cli-
mate, released in 1995, generated consid-
erable criticism over allegations that
political bias had colored its assessments.
In 1997, representatives of the world's
nations met in Kyoto, Japan, and negoti-
ated an agreement to stave off global
warming by reducing greenhouse gases.
So far, no major nation has ratified the
so-called Kyoto Protocol.

The report will be the subject of a 2001
international meeting in China.
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Fax Transmitts/ GROUP, INC.

Environmental Services

January 26, 2001

Doug Jones

Nipomo Community Services District
148 S. Wilson Ave.

Nipomo, CA 93444

SUBJECT: Supreme Court Ruling Regarding the United States Army Corps of Engineers
Jurisdiction Over Isolated Waters

Mr. Jones,

Attached is 2 memo summarizing the outcome of the Supreme Court ruling regarding the Solid
- Waste Agency of Northern Cook County v. Army Corps of Engineers, No. 99-1178. 1f you have
any questions, please contact Mary Recnts or me at (805) 543-7093.

Sincerely,

MORRO GROUP, INC.

N
Crystah Handel {_jt}
Resource Specialist

2 Page(s) Submitted for Your Use
Faxed, no hard copy to follow
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MEMORANDIUM

To: Doug Jones, NCSD MORRO
From:  Crystahl Handel, Resource Specialist GROUP ]NC
b

Morro Group, Inc.
Environmental Services
Date: January 26, 2001

Subject: Supreme Court Ruling Regarding the United States Army Corps of Engineers
Jurisdiction Over Isolated Waters

On Monday January 9, 2001 The United States Supreme Court ruled that the Clean Water Act
(CWA) cannot prevent a group of Chicago suburbs from building a landfill over seasonal ponds
used by migrating birds (Solid Waste Agency of Northern Cook County v. Army Corps of
Engineers, No. 99-1178). The Army Corps of Engincers (ACOE) was contacted regarding this
project to determine if a landfll permit was required under section 404(a) of the CWA because
the operation called for filling in some of the ponds. The ACOE claimed jurisdiction over the
seasonal ponds due to the “Migratory Bird Rule” and refused to issue 1 section 404(a) permil.

- The petitioner challenged the ACOE jurisdiction and the case was heard by the United States
Court of Appcals for the Seventh Circuit.

The Supreme Court concluded that the actual holding was narrowly limited to waters that are
“non-navigable, isolated, and intrastate.” With respect to any watcrs that [all outside of that
category, ACOE field staff should continue to excrcise CWA jurisdiction to the full extent of
their authority under the stature and regulations and consistent with court opinions. In addition,
the Court concluded that the “Migratory Bird Rule” is not fairly supported bv the CWA and
ACOE field staff should no longer rely on the use of waters or wetlands as habitat by migratory
birds as the sole basis for the assertion of regulatory junisdiction under the CWA.

The following subscctions of the regulatory definition of “waters of thc United States” are
unaffected by the recent Supreme Court ruling™

“(1) All watcrs which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible
to use in interstate or forcign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb

and flow of the tide™;

“(2) All interstate waters including interstate wetlands™ (see, e.g., CWA section 303

@1);

“(4) All @mpoundmcnts of waters otherwise defined as waters of the United States under
the defimition [except subsection (a)(3) waters]”;

“(5) Tributaries to waters identified in paragraphs (2)(1)[,(2), and](4) of this scction™:

P T I -
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“(6) The territorial seas™ (sce CWA section S02(7));

“(7) Wetlands adjacent to waters (other than waters which are themsclves wetlands)
identified in paragraphs (2)(1){.(2), (4), (5), and] (6} of this section™.

The following subsections of the regulatory definition of “waters of the United States” are
affectcd by the recent Supreme Court ruling™ '

“(3) All other waters such as intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent
streams), mudflats, sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa
lakes, or natural ponds, the use, degradation, or destruction of which could atfect
interstate or foreign commerce...”

Waters covered solely by subsection (2)(3) that could affect interstate commerce solely by virtuc
of their use as habitat by migratory birds are no longer considered “waters of the United States.”

This ruling by the Supreme Court has sparked a lot of intcrest, concern, and counfusion
throughout the environmental community, Therefore, it is rccommended as specific cases arisc,
contact Morro Group, Inc. or ACOE legal counsel. ‘

The following Internct sites contain more detailed information about the court case and the
-~ Supreme Court ruling:

» htip:/fwww.spl.usace.army.mil/co/coS htmi

e hitp:/Avww.nvr.usace.army.mil/PublicAffairsQffice/InternetNews/Environment/CleanWater
Act.him
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New Conflict of Interest Rules for Public¢
Officials Try to Be More “User-friendly”

= By Ins PYang

-f

ublic officials and the attarneys who advise

them have been concerned, if not outright
confused, for several years about the'intricate rules
that help determine when a public offidfal has a
conflict of interest and therefore should reframn
from making decisions on particular matters. In
response to thase concemns, the state Fair Politi-
cal Practices Cormmission ({the “FPPC™) recently
compieted a two-year project to try to r’ggke the
conflict of interest regulations more ”user'f'ﬁendly.”
These regulations are scheduled 10 take effect Feb-
ruary 1, 2001. This article is intended only to
highlight the more significant revisions to these regu-
lations. Because the conflicr of interest ar%}alysis 13
so fact-dependent, officials should seek advice if they
have any questions about whether they should dis-
qualify themsedves from a particular decision,

The Political Reform Act

General Test Remalns the Same

In 1974, the state’s voters approved Proposition 9,
which enacted the Political Reform Act (Govern-
ment Code § 81000 et seq.) (the "Act') and
created the FPPC to adopt implementing regula-
tions and enforce the Act. The Act, which imposes
requirements upon lobbyists and regulates cam-
paign finance, also sets forth conflict of ifterest
rules for public officials.!  The FPPC Regulations
are found at Title 2, California Code of Reguia-
tions, Section 18110 el seq.

There 1s a general four-part test for determining if
a conflict exists under the Act. An official imay not

participale in the making of a governmental deci-
sion if it is {1} reasonably foreseeable that the
decision will have a (2) material financial effect on
the (3} official or a member of his or her immedi-
ate family or on an economic interest of the official
and (4) the effect is distinguishable from the ef-
fect on the public generally. All four parts of the
test must be satisfied '
before disqualification
is required. The Act
specifies five types of
possible economic in-
terests: (1) a business
entity in which the of-
ficial has an investment
worth $2,000 or more;
(2) an interest in real
property in which the
official’s interest is
worth $2,000 or more;
(3) a source of income
of $500 or more in the
12 months prior 1o the decision; (4) a business
entity in which the official is an officer; director,
employee, trustee or manager; and (5) a donor of
gifts worth more than $320 in the prior 12 morths 2

in 1974, the state’s
vaters approved
Prapasition 9, which
cnacten the Pohliticol
Reform Act
(Government Code §
81040 et seq..} {the
“Act’) and created the
FPPC ro adopt

irnplementing

regulations and

cnforce the Act.

Material Financial Effect on Official or
Member of Immediate Family

The revised Regulations specify that an official has
an economic mnterest in his or her personual fi-
nances or those of the official's immediate family.

] >
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If it is reasonably foreseeable that a decision will
affect that interest by $250 or more in a 12-month
period, the effect is considered material. However.
this materiality standard does not include a financial
effect on an official’s real property interest or in-
vestment in a business entity. For those two types
of interests, the specific materiality standafds set
forth in the FFPC Regulations for real property or
business entities would apply, as described below.
(2 Cal. Code Regs., §§ 187035, 18704.5; |1 8705.5)

Material Financial Effect

on a Business Entity

If a business entity initiates the proceeding or is the
subject of the proceeding before the agency, it is
directly involved in the decision. For ex-

on NASDAQ or AMEX, a decision is materal if
will affect the entity's (1) gross revenues in a fiscal
year by $300,000 or more; (2) expenses in a fiscal
year by $100,000 or more; or (3) assets or liabilities
by $300.000 or more. For all other entrties, the
effect is considered material if it will affect an entity’s
(1) gross revenues in a fiscal year by 320,000 or
more; {2) expenses in a fiscal year by $5000 or
more; or (3) assets or liabilities by $20,000 or more.
(2 Cal. Code Regs,, § 18705.1)

Material Financial Effect on Real Property

The new regulations for determining matenal finar-
cial effect on real property interests are perhaps
the most significant of all the changes in the TPPC
Regulations. The prior regulation established three

“zones’ for determining if a decision would have a.
material financial cffect on an official’s real property
interest. If the official's property was within 300
feet, the effect was presumed to be matenal. [ the
property was located between 300 and 2,500 feet ,
of the property that was the subject of the deci-
sion, officials often feit they needed to get the opinion
of an appraiser or real estate agent to determine if
the fair market value or annual rental value would
be affected by $10.000 or $1.000, respectively. If

ample, if a councilmember is a limited
partner in 3 real estate developrment en-
tity that is applying for a reconing, that entity
s directly involved in the decision.

The new regutations
far determining
maoterial finoncial
effret on real
If a business entity is directly involved in
the decision, the eflect is presumed to be
material unless the official’'s only interest is
an investment interest worth $25,000 or
less and the entity is a Fortune 508 com

property intcecsts ore
perhaps the most

significant of all the

changes in the FPPC

Regulations.

pany or is listed or meets the criteria for
listing on the New York Stock Exchange.
In that case, the effect is only considered material if
the standards described in the last paragraph of this
section to those types of entities apply.

if the business entity is indirectly involved in the
decision, the new materiality standards are based
on the size of that entity. An example of a business
antity that could be indirectly involved in a decision
would be AT&T which owns an office building within
an area proposed to be included within a redevel-
opment project area.

For a Fortune 500 company, a decision is material if
it will affcct the entity's (1) gross revenues in a fiscal
year by $10 million dollars or more; (2) expenses
in a fiscal year by $2.5 million or more; or (3) assets
or liabilities by $10 million or more. Tor a New
York Stock Exchange company, a decision wifl have
a material financial effect if it will affect the entity's
(1) gross revenues in a fiscal year by $500,000 or
more; (2) expenses in a fiscal year by $200,000 or
more; or (3) assets or liabilities by $500,000 or more.
if an entity is listed arameetssthearitera for listing

the official's property was beyond 2,500 feet away,
there was a rebuttable presumnption that the dec-
sion would have no material financial effect on that
property. Now there are two zones and no speci-
fied dollar amounts.

If the real property in which an official has an interest
is located within 500 feet of the boundaries of the
property affected by the decision, that interest is
deemed to be directdy involved in the dedision. It is
a rebuttable presumption, and the new regulation
sets forth specific arileria on how that presumption
may be rebutted if it is a leasehold interest.

if the real property in which an official has an inter-
est s located 500 feet or more from the boundaries
of the property affected by the decision, it is con-
sidered indirecdy involved in the decision, and there
is a rebuttable presurnption that the effect will not
be material. The regulation specifies examples of
the manner in which the presumption may be re-
butted, such as by affecting the use of the property
in which the official has an inlerest. (2 Cal. Code
Regs., §§ 18704.2; 18705.2)
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Materiol Financial Effect on
a Sauyrce of Income
U the Act. the definition of 'income’ excludes

salary and reimbursement of expenses and per diem
received from a governmental agency. The FPPC
has amended the applicable regulation to provide
that a governmental agency can be considered a
source of income if the official receives a non-salary
payment, such as under a contract, and that gov-
ernmental source is indirectly involved in the
decision. The standard for determining if the finan-
dial effect on the governmental source of income is
material the same as that applicd to non-profit en
tilies that are indirectly involved in a decision and
are sources of income to an official. As with for-
profit entities, the materiality standards with regard
to a non-profit or governmental entity vary with
the size of the entity. (2 Cal. Code Regs., § 18705.3)

What Constitutes the “Public Generally™?
General Rule — The general rule is that if a deci-
sion will affect an official's interest in substantially
the same manner as a significant segment of the

‘pt " generally, there is no conflict of interest, The
FPF_'s new regulation is organized in a manner to
make it easier to determine what constitutes a“'sig-
nificant segment,” based on what type of economic
interest the official has.

For example, if the official has a real property inter-
“est, a significant segment means either (1) ten
percent or more of all property owners or all
homeowners in the junsdiction of the official’s agency
or his or her district; or (2) 5,000 property owners
or homeowners in the agency's jurisdiction. If the
official has an interest in a business entity, a signifi-
cant segment is considered to be erther 2,000 or
twenty-five percent of all business entities (includ-
ing. for purposes of this section, non-profit entities)
in the junisdiction or the official’s district, so long as
the effect is on persons composed of more than a
single industry, trade or profession. With respect to
the official or an individual who is 2 source of income
or gifts, a significant segment means either (1) ten
percent of the population in the jurisdiction or the
o s district, or (2) 5000 individual residents in
the jurisdiction. (2 Cal. Code Regs. §§ 18707, 18707.1)

Small Jurisdictions - The FPPC amended the spe-
cific regulation defining "public generally” in

jurisdictions with a population of 25000 or less.
Consistent with the changes regarding real prop-
erty, the “public generally” exception applies if an
official’s principal residence is more than 500 feet
from the boundaries of the property that is the
subject of the decision; there are at least 100 prop-
erties under separate ownership within a 2,500 feet
radius of the boundaries of the subject property;the
official’s residence is on a parcel of no more than
one acre; and the decision will similarly affect the
majority of the residential properties that are be-
tween 500 and 2,500 of the boundaries of the subject
property. (2 Cal.Code Regs. § 18707.3)

Residential Rental Property Interests — The FPPC
created 3 new exception when an official owns or
has business interests in residential rental property
and the proposed decision essentially affects land-
lord-tenant issues, such as a rent-control ordinance.
If the official owns three or fewer residential prop-
erty units {not including his or her principal
residence) and either 5,000 or ten percent or more
of all property owners or all homeowners within
the jurisdiction or the official's district are similarly
affected by the decision, the offical may
participate in the decision,

If, however. the official owns more than
three residential property units, the official
may participate if all of the following con-
ditions are met: (1) the decision affects
the respective rights or liabilities of ten-
ants and owners of residential properties;
(2) the official has no other economic in-
terest arising out of the ownership or rental
of the residential property being analyzed
under this regulation; (3) the official's prop-
erty is indirectly involved in the decision;
(4) the decision affects at least ten percent of the
residential property units in the jurisdiction or official's
district; and (5) other residential property owners
shall be affected in substantially the same manner as
the official. (2 Cal. Code Regs, § 18707.9)

Disclosure When an Official’s Participation is
Legally Required

Under certain limited circumstances, an official with
a disqualifying conflict of interest may still partici-
pate in a decision if his or her participation is“legally
required’’ because there is no afternative decision-

will effect an

of the public
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maker, and the conflict is disclosed. This can hap-
pen, for example, if three out of five council members
have disqualifying conflicts of interest, and three
members are needed to constitute a quorum. Public
agencies have invoked the so-called “'rule of neces-
sity”" to bring back one of the disqualified rembers
so thiat the governing body can conduct business,
However in Kunec v. Brea Redevelopment Agency
(1997) 55 Cal. App.4th 511, the appellate court in-
validated an agency's decision because of inadequate
disclosures regarding conflicts of interest when its
members invoked the rule of necessity.
Consequently, the FPPC adopted a new
regulation describing how, what and when
such disclosures should be made when an

The regulation makes clear lhat only the minimum
number of officials with disqualifying confiicts shall
be broughl back in order for the decision to be
made, including, if necessary, the number ncedec
when a supermajority vote is required. [t spedfies
that 4 random method may (but nced not) be used
to select the officials, and that such selected official
shall participate in all related decisions sc long as
the exception applies.

More Revisions Stiil Being
Considered

The FPPC will continue to wrestle in the coming
months with ather related conflict of interest is-
sues. One is whether the regulations should define

penalty for vialations

“foreseeability”” by, for instance, creating a time pe-
ried after which a material financial effect is not
considered “foreseeable” Another is whether the

of the Act, including official’s participation is required.
canflict of interest

The new regulation specifies that the offi-

violations. was cial must disclose the existence of the

increosed from §2.000

to $5,000 per vrolatian.

conflict, the Type of econormic interest that
would be affected, and a description of that
specific interest. [ither the official or an-
other agency member also must describe
the circumstances under which the conflict might
arise and the legal basis for concluding there is no
afternative decision-making body. The information
in the disclosures must be included in the minutes
of the meeting or in « writing filed with the body.
The disclosures must be made in open session either
prior to a decision being made in open session, or
immediately belore or after a closed session. If the
decision is not made in a public meeting, a written
disclosure must be filed with the agency within 30
days afler the official has participated in the deci-
sion. (2 Cal. Code Regs, § 18708)

FPPC should formulate a standard of care to pro-
vide immunity for officials secking to comply with
the conflict regulations.

When in Doubt, Seck Adyvice!
CAective January 1, 2001, the maximum penalty for
violations of the Act, including conflict of interest
violations, was increased from $2,000 to $5,000 per
violation. (Gov. Code, § 91005.5) Because an offi-
cial is considered to be personally liable for these
types of violations, public officials should seek the
advice of their attorneys or the FPPC if they have
any questions about whether they might have a
conflict of interest on an upcoming decision. Be-
cause the analysis of these situations is dependent
upon specific facts and may take some time, any
such advice should be sought as early as possible,

£ A "puble offical” includes not only electad public offiils, but those persons listed 05 “desigrared empioyecy” i ait vigensy’s confict of interest code,
SUUT Oy g Cty annnager. BIniing CommIASIoners, Ly eiuihey, etc. Depending on the reiture of the work they porform, “designated empipyees” con

e awhade Certom consulluns or rmemibers of wdviary commattee.

7 The FPRC odusts the pift ot every two yours The $320 fomit reanginty i) effest ned December 31, 2002 Bt oate that Government Code secinm
8%503 prohibis ivuuf offiids from cecepting gifts aggregatiog more than $324 frorm a single source in o calerdar anld

For more information, please contact iris Yang at our Sacraments affice.

McDonoupn Hothien & Aften bulletins peovele generdt aformlion apout srents of Current Dol wnbaricince, sy ke 00t meaid for shioutd the, J be cumhued 76 be g
e - e e T s y 3 a1 H <y

RIS SR

i o

Freserte T fn s AR e Bt K A wen s e P fletres facks e



January 12, 2001

Nipomo Community Services District
Board

P.O. Box 326

Nipomo, California 93444

Dear Board of Nipomo Community Services District,

I attended a board meeting on November 1, 2000 in which Lucia Mar
Unified School District was attempting to get an agreement with NCSD
for the new high school that is being constructed off of Thompson
Road. The NCSD board unanimously voted at that time to enter into an
agreement with Lucia Mar Unified School District.

On November 14" the board of Directors of Lucia Mar Unified School
District agreed to the terms of the agreement and signed it. At that
time it went back to NCSD where to my understanding it still sits.

It is imperative that the agreement be signed so the proposed high
school can go forward. There are many of us who have spent countless
hours working on the bond and with the School Board to insure that
this high school is built. The time to act is now — we can not afford
to waste any more time on our children’s future.

Please sign the agreement today so we can move forward!!!

<i§;:::::>sincerely,
TG e ﬁ%ﬁf

Lynne G. Reed
627 Story Street
Nipomo, California 93444

Copy of document found at www.NoNewWipTax.com





