
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

Monday, July 2, 2007 

2:00 P. M. 

SPECIAL MEETING AGENDA AND NOTICE 
BOARD of DIRECTORS 
MICHAEL WINN, PRESIDENT 

PRINCIPAL STAFF 
BRUCE BUEL, GENERAL MANAGER 

LARRY VIERHEILlG, VICE PRESIDENT 
ED EBY, DIRECTOR 

LISA BOGNUDA, ASSIST, GENERAL MANAGER 
DONNA JOHNSON, BOARD SECRETARY 

CLIFFORD TRODER, DIRECTOR 
JAMES HARRISON, DIRECTOR 

JON SEITZ, GENERAL COUNSEL 
DAN MIGLIAZZO, UTILITY SUPERVISOR 

MEETING LOCATION 
District Board Room 
148 S. Wilson Street 
Nipomo, California 

Public Comment will be received on each agenda item 

A. CALL TO ORDER, ROLL CALL, AND FLAG SALUTE 

B. ACCEPTANCE OF MARIA VISTA ESTATES (TRACT 1802/1856) WATER AND SEWER 
IMPROVEMENTS IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 25 WATER METERS 

1. RATIFY HISTORIC DISTRICT ACCOMMODATIONS TO PROJECT 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt motion ratifying accommodations 

2. ADOPT RESOLUTIONS ACCEPTING ON-SITE & OFF-SITE EASEMENTS 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt resolutions accepting easements 

3. ADOPT RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt resolution accepting improvements 

4. ADOPT CONDITIONS FOR SETTING FIRST WATER METER 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt motion imposing conditions 

C. ADJOURNMENT 

*** End Special Meeting Notice *** 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BRUCEBUEL ~ 

JUNE 29, 2007 

AGENDA ITEM 
B 

JULY 2,2007 

PARTIAL ACCEPTANCE OF MVE WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS 

ITEM 

ACCEPTANCE OF MARIA VISTA ESTATES (TRACT 1802/1856) WATER AND SEWER 
IMPROVEMENTS IN SUPPORT OF FIRST 25 WATER METERS 

1. RATIFY HISTORIC DISTRICT ACCOMMODATIONS TO PROJECT 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt motion ratifying accommodations 

2. ADOPT RESOLUTIONS ACCEPTING ON-SITE & OFF-SITE EASEMENTS 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt resolutions accepting easements 

3. ADOPT RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt resolution accepting improvements 

4. ADOPT CONDITIONS FOR SETTING FIRST WATER METER 

ACTION REQUESTED: Adopt motion imposing conditions 

BACKGROUND 

Attached is a Checklist prepared by NCSD Staff detailing the status of MVE's compliance with 
the executed Tract 1802/1856 PCIAs; NCSD's Standard Specifications; and NCSD's 
Ordinances, Resolutions and Policies relevant to acceptance of water and sewer 
improvements. Also attached is a copy of Staff's June 21, 2007 letter to MVE; Ogden and 
Fricks' June 26, 2007 letter to Jon Seitz; Jon Seitz's June 28, 2007 letter to John Fricks; and 
Jon Frick's June 28, 2007 e-mail to Jon Seitz. Together, these attachments describe the 
status of MVE's compliance and the remaining issues to be resolved between NCSD and MVE. 

1. RATIFY HISTORIC DISTRICT ACCOMMODATIONS TO PROJECT 

Your Honorable Board has previously made the following accommodations: 
A. To delay the accounting as required by section 7(f) of the PCIA to the setting 

of the 28th water meter; 
B. To delay acceptance of the Dana Well improvements as a condition of 

immediately setting water meters until the 26th meter (---); 
C. To allow MVE to bifurcate a part of its sewer improvements that will not 

provide sewer service to the subdivision until the setting of the 26th meter 
provided that the caps isolating the sewer system be clearly designated on 
the final plans and that the issue of future connections be appropriately 
addressed. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Item B Page 2 
JULY 2,2007 

2. ADOPT RESOLUTIONS ACCEPTING ON-SITE & OFF-SITE EASEMENTS 

Attached are two resolutions accepting easements from MVE and Linda Vista Farms. 

3. ADOPT RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS 

Attached is a draft resolution accepting the Tract 1802 & 1856 Water and Sewer 
Improvements excepting the bifurcated sewer system and the Dana Wells 
improvements. 

4. ADOPT CONDITIONS FOR SETTING FIRST WATER METER 

Staff is proposing that the Board direct staff not to set any water meter until: 

A. MVE revises the record drawings to correct the easement descriptions to the 
satisfaction of the District Engineer and Legal Counsel; 

B. MVE pays to NCSD the outstanding construction water fees to the 
satisfaction of the District's Assistant General Manager; 

C. MVE provides proof to NCSD that the existing bonds are in place and valid 
to the satisfaction of the District Engineer and Legal Counsel. 

RECOMMENDATION 

1. RATIFY HISTORIC DISTRICT ACCOMMODATIONS TO PROJECT 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt motion ratifying accommodations set forth 
above 

2 ADOPT RESOLUTIONS ACCEPTING ON-SITE & OFF-SITE EASEMENTS 

ACTION RECOMMENDATION: Adopt attached resolutions accepting 
easements 

3. ADOPT RESOLUTION ACCEPTING WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS 

ACTION RECOMMENDATION: Adopt attached resolution accepting 
improvements 

4. ADOPT CONDITIONS FOR SETTING FIRST WATER METER 

ACTION RECOMMENDATION: Adopt motion imposing conditions set forth 
above 

C:IDOCUME-1IJOANNAILOCALS-1ITEMPIMETASAVEIACCEPT CLEAN 06-29-07.DOC 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Acceptance of Improvements Supporting First 25 Water Meters 
Maria Vista Check List 

July 2,2007 

(a) The Project is finally inspected, tested and approved by the 
District; 

• On site water - done 

• Off site water - done 

• Gravity sewer - done 

• Lift station/force main - done 

• Dana Wells - to be completed 

(b) An engineer's certification that the Project is constructed in 
substantial conformance with the plans and specifications submitted 
to the District; 

• On site water - done 

• Off site water - done 

• Gravity sewer - done 

• Lift station/force main - done 

• Dana Wells - to be completed 

(c) All real property, easements required to provide service through 
the Project, rights-of-way, permits, licenses, and other approvals to be 
obtained and delivered to the District have been so obtained and 
delivered to the District; 

• On site water - done 

• Off site water - done 

• Gravity sewer - Exhibit C-7 and legal description need revision to 
delete bi-furcated sewer line (need MVE to designate what manhole 
is actually plugged). 

• Lift station/force main - done 

• Dana Wells - nfa Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



(d) The record drawings (reproducible as-builts), specifications, 
accounting, operation manuals and instructions, CAD disk and 
warranties have been provided to the District; 

• On site water - done 

• Off site water - done 

• Gravity sewer - done 

• Lift station/force main - Easement description to be corrected 

• Dana Wells - to be completed 

ALL: 

Easements need to reflect the District's right of ingress and egress over 
adjoining properties for maintenance and operation. 

(e) Applicant has paid the District all applicable fees and charges of 
the District, all in accordance with the rules and regulations for 
the District; 

All Improvements 

MVE owes the following fees: 

• Construction Water •• $1,450.56 
• Replenish Deposit •• $4,932.00 
• Cost of Special Meeting •• TBD 

Note: 

1. Fees to be paid pursuant to Bankruptcy Court ruling prior to 
District acceptance of MVE Improvements. 

2. PCIA requires a deposit of $10,000; however, MVE has an existing 
balance of $5,068. $10,000 to be used for payment of unpaid 
engineer costs and future inspection costs related to bi·furcated 
sewer line. Note: Costs in excess of deposit must be paid as a 
condition of acceptance of bifurcated sewer line. On the other hand, 
unused deposits will be refunded at time of acceptance. 

2 Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



(f) A detailed accounting of amounts expended for improvements 
(water and sewer improvements accounted for separately); 

All Improvements 

• District has agreed to delay final accounting until setting of 2ih 
water meter 

• Accounting has three (3) potential purposes 

• Setting maintenance guarantee 
• Establish equitable apportionment of costs if reimbursement 

applicable 
• GASBE requirement 

(g) A list of assessor parcel numbers and service addresses to be 
served by the Project; and 

All systems done. 

(h) Applicant provides the District with a "Maintenance Guarantee" as 
provided in Section 12(b). 

• On site & Off site improvements - The maintenance guarantee us 10% 
of the project construction cost. All improvements were bonded 
based on MVE's Engineer Cost Estimate at 90% completion at the 
time of bonding. Therefore, the existing bonds should stay in place 
and not be reduced during the guarantee period, equating to 10% of 
construction cost. 

• Dana Wells - separately bonded with District at $377,000. 

3 Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



NIPOMO COMMUNITY 
BOARD MEMBERS 
MICHAEL WINN, PRESIDENT 
LARRY VIERHEILlG, VICE PRESIDENT 
CLIFFORD TRODER, DIRECTOR 
ED EBY, DIRECTOR 
JAMES HARRISON, DIRECTOR 

SERVICES DISTRICT 
STAFF 
BRUCE BUEL, GENERAL MANAGER 
LISA BOGNUDA, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
JONSEIT~ GENERAL COUNSEL 

148 SOUTH WILSON STREET POST OFFICE BOX 326 NIPOMO, CA 93444·0326 
(805) 929·1133 FAX (805) 929~1932 Website address: NCSD.CA.GOV 

June 21,2007 

Via Facsimile (805) 925·0422 & U.S. Mail 

Roberta Chavez 
124 West Main, Suite C 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 

Re: Maria Vista Estates/Acceptance of Improvements 

Dear Ms. Chavez: 

Please accept this letter as the District's partial response to your leUers of June 13 and June 
14,2007. 

1) On Site Water and Sewer Improvements 

The District is in receipt of an on site sewer and water costs as of August 11, 2006. As a 
previously noted accommodation, this summary of costs will be used for the sole purpose of 
calculating the maintenance guarantee'. The District has the following comments and requests: 

a. The summary does not include lift station costs. MVE must either provide a 
summary update or a separate summary for lift station improvements. 

b. The summary includes the channel crossing which by accommodation is not 
being offered for dedication at this time. Therefore, the summary must be 
revised to delete the channel crossing. 

c. An engineer's estimate of construction costs for the channel crossing (bifurcated 
sewer) needs to be forwarded to Jim Garing for approval in order to calculate 
ongoing performance bond requirements. 

2) Off Site Water Line Improvements 

The District is in receipt of off site waterline costs as of August 11, 2006, that concludes the 
total costs for this improvement as of August 11,2006, to be $1,277,220.72. Ten percent 
(10%) (the maintenance security requirement) equals $127,722.07. The existing performance 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Name: Roberta Chavez 
Subject: MVE 

Nipomo Community Services District 
Page 2 of 3 

Date: 6/21/07 

bond is in the amount of $61,997.00 and will not cover the maintenance guarantee. The 
District requests MVE's proposal to meet its contract obligation to provide the maintenance 
security. 

3) Sewer Force Main 

As to the sewer force main maintenance guarantee, the District has the following comments: 

a. The District's records do not reflect receipt of an accounting or an informal 
summary of costs for construction of the force main for the purposes of 
calculating the maintenance guarantee. 

b. Caliland's public improvement bond estimates used to establish the 
MVE/County Performance Bond do not include estimates for the force main. 
Therefore, the District concludes that the force main is not included in the 
County MVE Performance Bond. Please provide the District with MVE's 
proposal to provide security pursuant to paragraph 12 of the plan check 
inspection agreement. 

4) Easements 

The District's records do not reflect a new easement description eliminating the bifurcated 
portion of the gravity sewer line that by accommodation is not being offered to the District for 
acceptance (commonly referred to as the channel crossing). Please provide it to the District or 
provide the District with a new easement description as previously requested. 

5) Costs 

MVE has yet to bring its construction water costs current. Additionally, the District anticipates 
receiving ongoing plan check billing statements from Garing & Taylor Associates. As an 
accommodation the District will require payment of these fees as a condition of setting the first 
water meter as opposed to a condition of setting this matter for hearing. 

This letter is not intended to be inclusive and the District retains its rights to further comment 
and request additional information for the purposes of processing Maria Vista's application for 
acceptance for improvements. 

Further, this letter should not be interpreted as modifying the District's prior accommodations 
that the District will not set the 26th water meter until such time as the bifurcated portion of the 
sewer system has been offered, dedicated and accepted by the District; the Dana Wells have 
been offered, dedicated and accepted by the District; and the final accounting for all 
improvements has been accepted by the District. (All in accordance with the plan check and 
inspection agreements .) 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Name: Roberta Chavez 
Subject: MVE 
Date: 6/21/07 

Nipomo Community Services District 
Page 3 of 3 

Lastly, provided that the District's comments and request for information have been satisfied by 
5:00 p.m., Tuesday, June 26, 2007, the District will set a special meeting for July 2,2007, at 
2:00 p.m. for consideration of acceptan~e of MVE's improvements. 

Please call me directly for any questions or comments. 

,G neral Manager 
Nipomo Community Services District 

BBlvab 

cc: NCSD Board of Directors 
Lisa Bognuda, Butch Simmons and Faith Watkins 
Jon Seitz, Esq. (Via Fax) 
Jim Garing (Via Fax) 
John Fricks, Esq. (Via Fax) 
Jeffry Wagner (Via Fax) 
Tract 1856/1802 File 
Chronological File 

T:\DOCUMENTS\ST AFF FOLDERS\BRUCE\LETTERS\2007\070621 MVE.DOC 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



OGDEN & FRICKS LLP 
6S6 Santa Rosa Street, Second Floor 
San Luis Obispo, California 93401 

Phone: 80S-S44-S600.Fax: 80S-S44-7700 

By Hand Delivery 

Jon S. Seitz, Esq. 
Shipsey & Seitz, Inc. 
1066 Palm Street 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

June 26, i007 

Re: Maria Vista Estates/NCSD Water Meters 

Dear Mr. Seitz: 

File No. 5009-15 

RECEIVED 

JUN 262007 

J4~~~r;wE~oM~¥~lt~ 

I have been tasked to respond to Mr. Buel's June 21 letter concerning the MVE project. 
Many ofMr. Buel's concerns about bonding are surprising to MVE. Certainly, MVE is very 
interested in getting this matter resolved and have the hearing on July 2 to accept the MVE water 
and sewer improvements necessary for setting the first 27 water meters. 

Assignment of Contractor's Warranty 

As I read the District's plan check and inspection agreements, to satisfY the District's 
maintenance guarantee requirement, MVE can either post security (which it has, see below) or 
simply assign to the District, MVE's rights to the contractor's warranty on the improvements, 
utilizing a form approved by the District. I MVE is perfectly willing to assign its rights in its 
contractors' warranties for the water and sewer improvements to be dedicated.2 MVE presumes 
that the District has a standardized form to accomplish this but, if not, I can draft one for the 
District's review and comment. Regardless, it is difficult to see why District staff would delay 
the proffered July 2 special hearing while such a document can be finalized and signed by MVE. 

Adequate Bonding 

MVE presently has posted the following bonds relating to its project: (i) $1,966,238 
performance bond for Tract 1802, (ii) $1,558,436 performance bond for Tract 1856, (iii) 
$3,190,374 payment bond for Tract 1802, (iv) $1,837,487 payment bond for Tract 1856, (v) 
$61,997 maintenance bond for the offsite water line, (vi) $377,503 performance bond for the 
Dana Wells, and (vii) $188,752 payment bond for the Dana Wells. 

The relevant language reads: "Applicant shall provide the District with a letter of credit or other financial 
security satisfactory to the Disrict ("Maintenance Guarantee") in a sum equal to ten percent (10%) of the cost of the 
Project, or such agreement satisfactory to the District whereby the Contractor's one-year warranty for all material 
and workmanship in the Project is assigned to the District and fully binding between the Contractor and the 
District. ... " 
2 When the District requested the identities ofMVE's contractors in December 2006 and January 2007, MVE 
understood the purpose of the inquiry was to ensure that the District would receive an appropriate assignment from 
MVE for all such contractor warranties in satisfaction of the Maintenance Guarantee requirement. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Jon S. Seitz, Esq. -2- June 26, 2007 

None of these bonds have been released. That MVE has these bonds is well known by 
the District. While the District made clear to MVE that the County, not the District, was to be 
bondholder on the first four identified bonds/ the District reviewed and approved each and every 
one of the bonds to be issued for the MVE project, including the $3.5 million in performance 
bonds and $5.0 million in payment bonds issued for the project, before notifying the County that 
its will serve letter was "final." In fact, when it determined that the offsite water line and Dana 
Wells improvements had not been included in the main subdivision improvement bonds, the 
District required, and MVE provided, the additional bonds (v-vii, above) in January 2005 for 
those improvements. Satisfied, the District notified the County that the conditions to issuance of 
a "final" will serve had been satisfied and, based upon the District's representations to the 
County, the final maps were recorded on the project and MVE continued construction of the 
water and sewer improvements and its homes. The District is well aware that maintenance bonds 
are automatically set at a rate of 10% ofthe performance bonds issued and, based upon its 
acceptance of the performance bonds, the District accepted the lO% maintenance bonds as 
adequate. 

The District should understand that since the County has not yet accepted the MVE 
public improvements, the performance bonds (totaling $3.5 million) and payment bonds (totaling 
$5.0 million) remain in place for the subdivision improvements (including the bulk of the 
District's water and sewer improvements, with the remainder covered by separate bonds). As 
such, not only has MVE offered to assign its contractor's warranties to satisfy its Maintenance 
Guarantee, the Guarantee is well secured and no further security is necessary for any of these 
improvements. 

Cost of Project 

Mr. Buel misstates the purpose of the accounting provided by MVE. The maintenance 
bond is set upon the approval of construction cost estimates that determine the amount of the 
performance bond(s) and issuance of those bonds (it is simply 10% of the performance bond). 
The accounting submitted by MVE was provided to identify those costs incurred by the 
developer that should be reimbursed by subsequent users of the improvement pursuant to 
formula. Illustrating this point, MVE's accounting includes significant reimbursable costs for 
administrative/professional and engineering costs (i.e. "soft costs"). For the off site water line, 
the soft costs are more than $800,000 of the $1.2 million listed. In order to repair any defects in 
the line that crop up in the next year (assuming MVE does not repair them), the District does not 
need 10% of the soft costs to be included in a maintenance bond. The $61,997 bond held by the 
District is more than 10% of the hard costs of construction for the offsite waterline project. 

Lift Station Costs 

Mr. Buel's letter indicates that the District believes that it does not have the lift station 
accounting summary. MVE submitted the lift station costs on August 22, 2006 and, again, by 
fax on September 1,2006. (See attached fax dated September 1,2006.) The lift station costs 
were reported along with the sewer force main costs; however, the costs are segregated. 

3 See Mr. LeBrun's letter dated November 24, 2004 (attached hereto). 
Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Jon S. Seitz, Esq. -3- June 26, 2007 

Channel crossing easement and costs 

MVE does not understand why the District will not accept the easements as provided. 
The District is well aware that the channel crossing and related easement are required for the 
setting of the last 50 water meters at the MVE project.4 By requiring the "removal" of the 
easement for the channel crossing because the channel crossing is not offered for dedication now 
-- but will be offered for dedication to the District in a few months -- makes no sense as: (i) the 
channel crossing easement need not be used by the District until the channel crossing section is 
offered,s (ii) providing the District the channel crossing easement earlier than required does 
not impose any liability or maintenance requirements on the District for the channel 
crossing easement, and (iii) there will be significant delay and cost to MVE in having to re-draw 
the easement description and then, later, resubmit another new drawing for the easement 
description for the channel crossing portion only. Frankly, having all of the MVE-related 
easements described in a single document should provide administrative ease to the District as it 
operates and maintains MVE's water and sewer improvements in the future. 

Similarly, the District does not need MVE to back out the costs associated with the 
channel crossinglinactive portion of the sewer from the remaining sewer costs. The onsite sewer 
is included in the bonds held and to be held by the County. As indicated above, the maintenance 
guarantee will be met through assignment of the contractor's warranty and through significant, 
existing bonds made in favor of the County. Moreover, since the bonds do not distinguish 
between the active and inactive portion of the sewer, why should the District? To the extent that 
the District continues to require differentiation between these costs, MVE will preliminarily 
estimate that the inactive portion of the sewer (a total of approximately 200 linear feet) is 3.1 % 
of the 6,500 linear feet of onsite sewer installed. As a rough estimate, the inactive portion, 
therefore, is 3.1 % of the total onsite sewer cost. 

Sewer Force Main 

Mr. Buel's comments indicate that the District does not believe that it has received an 
accounting or summary of costs for the sewer force main or that the $3.5 million in performance 
bonds supplied by MVE to the County includes the sewer force main. Mr. Buel is incorrect. 
First, MVE provided the sewer force main costs in a submitted dated August 22,2006 and re
sent it to the NCSD by fax on September 1, 2006. See attached facsimile. Second, the Caliland 
Engineering estimate used in determining the bonds paid to the County does include the sewer 
force main as a bonded item. See attached (highlighted). In fact, the 13,567 linear feet of 4" 
sewer force main pipe was identified on both the bond calculation for Tract 1802 as well as the 
bond calculation for Tract 1856. It is, in effect, listed as a bonded item on both bonds and, as 
such, is double bonded. 

Mr. Buel's letter appeared to indicate that the Dana Wells and other improvements were necessary before 
the District set the 26th water meter. I presume this is a typographical error. As indicated in his Declaration filed in 
the bankruptcy court, the District has promised to set the first 27 water meters and conditioned the 28th water meter 
on the completion of the Dana Wells, etc., not the 26th meter. 
5 And since the inactive portion of the onsite sewer does not serve any properties annexed into the District 
(or in process of annexation), the NCSD's use of the inactive portion of the sewer may be years (or decades) away. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



Jon S. Seitz, Esq. -4- June 26, 2007 

Costs 

While MVE appreciates any positive consideration that it may receive from the District, 
MVE is unable to pay fees, like the Garing & Taylor invoices that are "anticipated," for which 
MVE has not received invoices. As for the construction water charges, MVE paid $2,072.88 in 
accrued water charges yesterday, June 25 (as Ms. Chavez had previously promised to District 
staff). Ms. Chavez reports that additional bills from the NCSD were just received and will be 
reviewed and processed for payment next week. 

Timing of Hearing 

MVE currently has 7 homes with buyers who are awaiting water meters to close escrows 
in July. Further, MVE is in the middle of the peak marketing and sales season. Further delaying 
the setting of water meters because MVE is providing more easement area than the District 
currently needs (but will require in a few months) and the Maintenance Guarantee as identified 
by the Plan Check and Inspection Agreement, when MVE is losing $10,000 or more a day in 
interest and is facing the potential loss of the peak selling season, is simply not reasonable. 

It is similarly disturbing to MVE that the District did not identify earlier the additional 
bonding that it apparently believes that it needs when it has been in possession of all MVE bonds 
since January 2005 and has been aware of all of the cost summaries since August 2006. If the 
District thought that more bonds would be necessary (as Mr. Buel's June 211etter sets forth), the 
District had a duty to inform MVE of that fact 9 months ago, not with construction complete, 
escrows waiting to be closed, and the project on the cusp of getting water meters.6 

MVE strongly encourages District staff to reconsider its position in light of the foregoing 
and to put the matter before the Board on July 2. 

JWF/bg 
Enclosure 
cc: NCSD Directors (by hand delivery) 

Bruce Buel, NCSD Manager (by hand delivery) 
Client (by email) 
David P. Lanferman, Esq. (by email) 

That the District never sought additional bonds on Tract 2212 (and other projects) implies that the MVE 
proj ect is receiving detrimentally different treatment at the hands of the District. 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



BOARD IY!E!MERS 
MICHAEL WINN. P~ESID9.!T 
JUDITH WIRStNG, VIC~MlE$IDENT 
ROBERT BlAIR, DJRiECiQR ' ' 
LARRY VJERHIELlG. (!)IRgCTO~ 
CUFFORD TROTTER, DmEe'i'Q~ 

NIPOMO CSD 

S-(AFF 

I"~ c. 

141 0011001 

MICHAEllSlRUN. GENmAJ. I1tIAAMDEllt 
JON SEITZ, IlleL\9ElMl COUN$!a 
DAN MIGlJAZZQ, Ml4lNTEOOJUdCE $U~UiVISOR 

149 SamM'W/LooM $TREa POST OIFIRlCE BOX 328 
d305) 929-1 U3 FA!( (005) 92!D-1I\1l3& ~II ml!'ldl'ro$ gn '0', ~ II k. . p;? fflJI!.' r (aoS} 

r~~ M\,~\ lta~~tf'l) J 'Ij~'1- ,,~s. 
November 24. 2004 

Armand Boutte' 
San Luis Obispo Coundy 
Public Works 
Government Center, Room 207 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 
Fax: 805.781.1229 

SUBJECT: TRACTS 1 B02J1856. WiU-~rve LeQtar 

Dear Mr. leorutee': 

I ~ft 0... "C\('~ (1'f\/Ld I) n 
~\') s"b~ee..t. 

1::. W\\\ COL\' A.q~J $,...~ 
C£lUI!\ ~ 1-10 b~ql£+ (ilif\ 

f'l)";.6·taVott. ~r(l. h""tr ~t(..'},+ 
g,Jltd~ • 

P if4ILt:..e l~~'V ~ ~ha"b . 

This letter is in response to your November 23, 2004. i®tter requesDing clarification of the Disbic~'s 
August 27,2004, lafter titled Verification of Water and Sewer Service foD" the subject lrads. 

Thete are a nwmbar of outs1an~ing issues ~ regard to Tracts 1802 and 1856 .tfllat !prevent the 
Dfsulcl from issuing a Final', unconditIoned. will Starve leater at this time. Sufficient bOndIng for yet ,to 
be· constructed. certified, and accepted Improvemenfts wiI1 satisfy ihe majOrity of thesa issues. The 
District appreciates the County's efforts and coomJn~tlon to Insure Bondling quanHties for too Tracts 
&)fa accepfable. . 

The issue of easements. lOr lack fll'lere of, can not be siiliis9ied by Bonding and ~Iluersfore iY1IWi be 
resolved prior to map recoroaJRion. Specifically. OJM-sin~ water G3lnd sewelJ" lines yO'{ gtlis project aJ~e 
currently run across ali'll isldjaoont Tract where a dJooialltool easemeni for ~hese improvamefDfI$ dloes 
NOTe~st 

The IDOstrict respectfully requests &he COUi1Iiy's oo!J'l~noodllCl!]lorolin~tion om these iSSPt.\6S. i~ you halve eJny 
qUiGsiions in ~his maWer, p!eaISS coniacl me. 

Very ~ruly yours. 

NIPOMO COMMUNiTY SERViCES mSTRICT 

Mict'lae~ LeBrun 
Genle(j'alU MlalfilSlger 

c; 
A\Pl]\ll ?ej'\ Ry: ___ ~..----,.- .- .. 
1\1)~~~~___ _ __ -

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



MARIA VIS1-1A 
A 

TO: 

Bruce Buel / Garing 

COMPANY: 
NCSD 

FAX NUMBER: 
(805) 929-1932 

PHONE NUMBER: 
(805) 929-1133 

RE: 
Sewer 

INSPECTION REQUEST 

FROM: 
Roberta Chavez 

DATE: 

09/01/06 

TOTAL NO. OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER: 
4 

SENDER'S REFERENCE NUMBER: 
Memo 

CC: 
J. Fricks, Esq. 544-7700 Fax 

X URGENT FOR REVIEW PLEASE COMMENT PLEASE REPLY PLEASE RECYCLE 

INFORMATION 

Bruce / Garing: 

Attached are the following documents, per your request: 

1) Easement for Garing's review and approval 
2) Sewer Force Main Cost Breakdown 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 805-925-1710 ext 100. 

Thanks, 
Roberta Chavez 

124 WEST MA1N. SUITE C 

SAN T A 11{ ,\ R [ A. CALI FOR N I A 9 H 5 8 

(805) 925·1710 FAX (805) 925·0422 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



MARIA VISTA ESTATES 
Sewer Force Main / lift Station Costs 

August 22, 2006 

FORCE MAIN SEWER COST 
Clean-up 

Labor 
Material 
Trucking 

Total Clean-up 

Clean Outs 
Encroachment Permit 
Equipment Rental 
Installation 
Material 
Paving 
Fencing on Orchard 

Total FORCE MAIN SEWER 

ENGINEERING 
Offslte S.F.M. & Lift Station 
Soils 
Staking 

Total Engineering 

SOFT COST 
Administration/Professional 
County Fees 

Total Soft Cost 

Total Sewer Force Main Costs 

Wet Well/Lift Station 
Clean Out 
Drilling 
Fencing 
Installation 
Material 
Permits 
Pump Rental 
Pump water 
Pumps 
Utilitios 
Wet Well Vault 

Total Wet Well/Lift Station 

Wet Well/Lift Station Costs 

3,965.91 
21,357.92 

3,414.49 

28,738.32 

57,477.71 
226.00 

3,091.61 
410,365.82 

56,727.47 
39,578.00 

1,168.75 
568,635.36 

180,148.31 
3,135.74 
7,737.50 

191,021.55 

1,206,384.73 
25,178.40 

1,206,384.73 

1,966,041.64 

19,992.48 
2,128.50 
6,240.06 

101,565.38 
3,310.77 

98.00 
122.27 
776.00 

48,853.45 
9,730.90 

27,874.70 

220,692.51 

2,186,734.15 

The costs information provided is not a final accounting of costs. As the District is aware, MVE 
has 25 constructed homes waiting for water meters to be set by the District, with many of the 

homes in escrow and homeowners waiting to move in. It will take 2 or 3 months for MVE to receive 
all bills from suppliers and contractors. We request that the as-builts be approved and water meters 

set with MVE providing additional cost information when it is available. 

This submittal is not Intended to be, nor should it be construed as a waiver of any claims that MVE 
may have against the District. All prior protests are hereby reaffirmed. 

060822.0ffsiteCosts.SFM.SS.LF.final .rac 
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.J09NM: 

At.\902.2004 

2-2618~OO 

Tract 1802 ---~~ K~S~ __________________ __ 

bHKSr. -

CaJiLand EngineerIng, Inc. 
1216 S. Garfield Avenue, Sulte 200 

Alhambra, CA 91801 
phone: (626) 281-2289 I~ (626) 281-2099 

·:;'F,:::;i::!1:t.RAGlr.:1.8UZNfMiA '((;lsTA·~.sr~rg~~OB4IC:IMPRQVEI'y1ENT ~Q"NP~EStJMAT~ . '" . ' t':' " .. J:-. i 
",,: .. ·i' , : ", 

;' , ' 

.~ ': ,0' -:1-:)';' 

~AT. ITEM 
eil~~X~9~!1i::':;·: ~~:~~.;!.J: :,;1),":: .~!~~ ~;-.i1r.~;·: -,

CLEARING & GRUBBING 
TREE REMOVAL 
GRINDAC 
A.C. REMOVAL 
DEMO FENCE 
DISPOSAL 

QUANT UNIT I COST/uNIT COST % COMPLETeolACTUAL cosTloeSCRIPTION 
.C· ,' . '·"·'1' ·"·"··· · r-T~ "",.!.I' .... ,. u 

. .. 'cr' '~ "" 'I '" ;-." .. . :, ';" .,,-.',....-=::-;0 .• ; I;"'· ' ·· ~ ·· .. ·. 1 'l '-"; '- " -'-" " I' :-~' ~r ' : "7,:i,t.: .. l' A~' : .: ,!-I,::!r • • ~~li6 ,Y .=:1; "~::5Qb ! u:-', :g~~ ·rt .... . :: ... ..:..; J :'~t: ;}. " , __ ..... ':' L·· =_:., !" ,. ' '. I • It. ' ~.I . . r·. =_'.l ~ '.: .. 

7 EA 2.50.001 $1,7501 90.% $175 
20.068 I SF 1,3,51 $27,0921 . $27.092 
14.513 I SF 1.351 $19,5931 30% $13,715: 
1,017 I LF 1,501 $1,5251 90% $153 
540 CY 40.001 $21,6001 90% $2,160 

Preparation Subtotal: $75.080 $43.844 

~~,.' ·'12rt-t-·" "~"" "'I' " ": ' '''''''' ''';',-1.1"'\'1\,_.,' ~ .... ... .... ,.- I'l''''1A ..... ' 'P" 1 ·r.~~·r •. ···,·:~~·~ · JJ~"'!~ ., .. "f:"{II'''Uf .. .. . I .... ·'!ir .. ~iC.·. 'I'~' '1Ir,"J!, ... · '·u .. · ,·' ... "..,1 .... ' ... • ··j .. ,(IUO . OJ •• ' .'" , • ·· ~· ·~·'T: .... ·I!I·,·· l 
:;-~~!~~~~~ ,!!,l. ii d .'1~~t.;; .. ~,.J::;.~:~,::J~~::; .. : ;~ !I !;!::.:· :'·!t·l\~:f&:(': I~' .: ~r-lli".~·::: 'l· ·:~~i·,;:~;:'i~Zi;~=r:!<:~~~~~ ~.:,: i::.:::; : :"~~:r1{~~i~~; :(;J~f~~ ::.i.::':'.;; :i~~i.l.:: ·! i ;' :(~ .,' ,:~:!: 

FILL 132,710 CY 4.50 $597,195 90% $59,720 
EXPORT 59.454 CY 4.50 $267.s~ 90°" $26,754 
BASIN GRADII'lG 72.600 Cy 4.50 J32S.700 90'" $32;670 

Eal1/lwork Sublo1al: $2,056.'78 $205,618 

e-~' I :: ;:~~-!: fl.~ [:;:~~;!.~: ?r.i:r~r~" ;j··~"J.U~:::··;~ti~·.I~ ·~;:~"En"! .;:~HW:f(F~·'~:?::.~ ~i;·~ · . ~Jr~'t::f~i'F·:~~!.n.~;:.··.~~~;}:~~·;· :;~ ~~i:::~~~·'J!~~;~;;iii~:T·}~~·: .. ;·; ·;· r.;;·!'-=: .r.~~~·:!'Jf!~~~·: ,:;· :~:::tf:i::! 1 ,:" ::~J.l·"l··~ .. :1'," : .... ::JI .. ·i:. ;. : :.~\:. 1 ~ <;~; .:;' It 
!;lli1:~n'j(~~ PAVE~OO ~H~~~'5~i6- ' , .... ... . t ' ,·· .... 1"';\6'.300")" ~·'·sF' .. t '-,..- ~, ... I.· ";'.&3( "" -$209;3401"" ." u .. , • --,,,' ")\"" '" ·''' ~1M:3tc .. ·, .• . ! .. "', ,;,.- . .. '-."... . .. !!I I ... 1., .,." ":' .. ' ·,.f •• " .. ,.· 

A.C. PAVEMENT -Rio 3'W 123,617 SF 1.08 S133.507 $133.507 
A.C. PAVEMENT· other 2.5"/6" 22,422 SF 0.90 $20,180 $20,180 
4.5" TYPE "8" A.C • 25,837 SF 1.62 $41,856 $41,858 . 
6" TYPE "8" AC. 4,263 SF 2.16 $9,208 $9208 SIOEWAlK 
CROSS GUTTER & SPANDREL 1,200 SF 750 $9.000 $9,000 ""',.,n"""J~"'" 
CUR8ANDGUTTER -so 6,157 LF 14.00 $86.204 90% $8,620 

,~v ....... 

CONCRETE-CURB 953 LF 10.00 $9,531 90'16 $953 ~~ ~.A ... _I II B-:.JI~~ CONCRETE DRIVEWAY APPROACH 5,96S SF 5:50 $32,815 532,815 
HANDICAP RAMP 14 EA 650.00 $9,100 $9,100 I L.I~r • vr t'UOLIl,; VVUHKS II DATE 
SIDEWALK- Z9,521 SF 3.SO $103.324 $103,324 
A.C. DRIVEWAY APPROACH 115 SF 2.50 $288 S28a ~~~~F; ..bi Icu:.ro2'~~ 
A.C. BERM OR DIKE· ff 3.911 LF 4.00 $15.644 $15,644 7 

CLASS II AOO. BASE-4" 30;540 SF 0.40 $12·,216 GO."A. $4 BaS EGlUE5T11tAN TRAIL 
ClASS II AGG. BASE -4" 119.636" SF 0.40 .$47855 60% $19,142 INCLUJES SIDEWALK 
0L.ASS II AGG. BASE.ff' 156,388 Sf 0.60 $93,833 60'" $37,533 INa..LOES SHOUlDER 
CHIP SEAL , 66,128 SF 1.00 $86,128. S6S'128 
STOP AND STREET SIGN e EA 250.00 S1,5OO $1500 
STOP AND STOP eAR 6 EA 150.00 $900 $900 
STREET SIGN 32 EA 225.00 $7.200 $7,200 
TRAFFIC MARKING Z21 SF 1.00 $227 S227 
TRAFRC STRIPING (PAlNl) 8,062 LF 0.40 $3,22.5 $3,225 

PRINT: 812612004 AT 11 :54 AM 040811 Copy orrRACT_1602'bondi~g·estREVISED.2 .RAC 
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l:~pr~i~(jg.(~~I~~i~1IiA;le~r~~E~ll$mC~I~'R.~'Q.\f"EMJ;Nl;,'BQif,I.E)~iE~WI'MA:Ptt .~, ' I' 'c '~. ': , 
" t,;.. - ... - H 

;:; . " - .- I 

CAT. ITEM QUANT UNIT COST/UNIT COST % COMPLETED ACTUAL COST DESCRIPTION 

METAL BEAM GUARD RAIL 1,156 LF 30,00 $34,687 534,667 ------- . . ... - -- .. --
BARRICADE, WOOD 64 LF 20.00 $1,280 $1 ,280 1------.- ----- .-----

45 EA 225.00 $10,125 $10,125 
- -_.- ._- --------

MONUMENT WELLS -- _ .. - ._.- . -
SAW CUT -A.C. 5.305 LF 1.25 $6,631 $6,631 -----,---,._------_. -

Road Subtotal: 5967,134 $788,630 

sTonrjl-II}RAII:! . "." ,t1: ··,.r t1~:!~ - .... ... , - " " - -:. . ., , 

BASIN DITCHES ALONG PL & SLY BASIN 1 ... a .. __ 

INLET -MINOR LC~) 19 EA 800.00 $15.200 90% $1 ,520 .. _~ _ ... _a - -I NLET C-3 11 EA 2300.00 $25.300 900/0 $2,530 
- -- STORM DRAIN-=-12" OR LESS 69 LF 25.00 $1;72s 90% 

---_ .. 
,$173 

.---~.--

SAND BACKFILL .-......... . - ... --- . 
CULVERT PIPE -1 8" RCP 2,410 LF 30.0.0 $72,300 90% $7.230 SAND BACKFILL - .. .. -
CULVERT PIPE ~24· Rep 686 LF 35.00 $24.010 90% $2,401 SAND BACKFILL ._ . .. ---- -
CULVERT PIPE ~3,0" Rep 10 LF 40.00 $400 90% $40 SAND BACKFILL . -
CULVERT PIPE-36"RCP 894 LF 45:00 $40.,230 90% $4,023 SAND BACKFILL 

.. . ' 0 - -- -
CULVERT PIPE -48" RCP LF 60,00 $32,460 90% $3.246 SAND .!'AC:KFILL 541 -_. - - -
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION 140 GY 100.00 $14,042 90% 51,404 

----·CONe. V DITCH 4" THIGK2.5' WIDE LF 15.00 ~~ - 90% 
- -- -. _._-- . . . -1,185 $1,778 

ASPHALT DRAINAGE SWALE 97 LF 25.00 $2.425 
----- - ,._-- -'-- - "'-

$2,425 
--~C()NCRETE DITCI-l 3' 317 LF 16 .. 00 $5,072 

-
$5,072 

- ,._ .. , "- ' 

'- .. - .- .' ....... . _-
CONC. V DITCH 6' THICK 6' W IDE 1,672 LF 2S.00 $41,800 90% $4.180 
SIDEWALK UNDERDRAIN 3 EA 1200.00 $3,600 $3,600 

-.-. _.-, ... -_. 
35S SF 60.00 

. .. 
$21 ,480 . 80% ' $4,296 

...... .. ---
HEADWALL .. ..... ... 
MANHOLE 4 EA 2300.00 $9,200 90% $920 ---_. __ ._-
14' GATE 3 EA 200.00 $600 $600 --6' CHAIN LINK FENCE 3,381 EA 12.00 5;40,5:72 540.572 
HANSON OUTLETS 17 EA 500.00 $,11,500 $8,50e 

Storm Cirain Subtotal: $376,696 $94,510 
,---, 

WATER ''1', • " T' ''I'<. ,; -- L 

" .;.: . ... .. 
WATER METER, LATERAL, BOX 52 EA 750.00 $39,000 90% $3.900 .- . . _-- ,--- -
WATER MAIN -8" 3~666 LF 21>.00. $95,324 90% $9,532 _. __ . -- - . .. . _ .. _ ... _-

12-INCH WIL,C900 G.L15.0 1;335 LF 33.00 $44,055 .90% $4,406 
-----~ .- .- .. . _--

12" DIP W/L CL350 159 LF 41 .75. $6.638 90% $664 
GATE VALVE 8" 18 EA 1200.00 $21 ,000 90% 

-.-- .. 
$2,,00 ._-_. 

GATE VALVE 12" 8 EA 1550.00 $1 2.400 90% S1,240 
-··-·----·i=IRE 'HYDRANT 12 $32,400 -90% $3,240 

... --EA 2700.00 
AlR RELIEF VALVE- 5 EA 1200.00 $6,000 90% S600 

- ---_. 
- -

BLOW OFF 
.~------ ... 

3 EA 1700,00 $5,100 90% 
,-, . - ... ... _--

$510 .---- ..... - • L- .... _. _ 

Water Subtotal: $261,917 $26,1 92 

SEWER . ':10 : I . , 'l1..t~ . ,",:..' ~.". 

'I ',)' '~ ~ I" 
.4 ',,;-., . . . . "r" ',;"-:. ,, :""", I ~~,"'."'· j . v ···· !' . ", ; . • ..... '1 .~ .. ' '. , 

SEWER LATERAL TIE IN 52 7:50.001 $39,OOOt 90% 

I $3,
9001 - -'--SEWER CLEAN OUT - I 3 I EA 1 600.001 $1 ,800 90% 

- -!---
SEWER CLEANOUT· 0 .1 .. FLANGED 1 43 1 EA 1 1200.001 $51 ,60Q ' .. . 90% 

$180 - ._._-
$5,160 

- , -
PRINT: 12123/2004 AT 9:16 AM 2 040811 Copy ofTRACT _1802-bonding-estREVISED.2.RAC 
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lUMP SUM 

SQUARE FOOT 

I NCHESISQUARE FOOT 

HOUR 

PRINT: Bl2li12OO4 AT 8:39 AM 

SUBTOTAL: $4,551,677 
CONTfNGENCIES & INFLATION (20% ofsublo[al) ~ ~911.535 

ENGINEER[NG ADMINISTRATION (20% of suhiolal}: $911,535 

GRAND TOTAL: $5,380,748 
BOND AMOUNT: $6,380,748 

:to 

$1,404,456 
$2110,SSl 
.$2BO.891 

$1,966,238 
$1,966,238 
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)OJ\TE: Aug 02, 2004 

]JOB No: 2-2518~OO 

JOB NM: "Tract 1859 

~Ce~~ ~-

CaRland Engineering, Inc. 
1216 S Garfie.ld Avenue, 5uit'e 200 

Alhambra, CA 91801 
pnone: (62~) 2.81-2288 lair. (625) 281-20as 

':.::;;: :~:iT.~cr:~18·5~MARI~YI~:rA.-E$:rATES 1?:U.aW(lWP'~O\$.)Vlt:N.J' BOND. t:;$TIMi}rrEi' .. ,: .: ::; L··~}(; - .• :!' ~!';_~'ll"~: . ~. ~:~-: - .. :: !' ", .: .• ~~ ··;~ .~· ·L;;· 

CAT. ITEM I QUANT I UNIT I COSTJUNlT I COST I%COMPLETEPIACTUAl.COSTIOESCRIPTION 
:: ;:~:~·:f'~ ·.::~ . ~:~i~I:':} '- :~:; :~;~: ::i!<. : · '-~.,~i ·j ~j.r :~~: ! .:1;' -;. : .. :J: r li:£t!;·~.;.::}~:1· : 

SH3 

TREE· REMOVAl 7· EA 2.50.001 $1,'7501 90% S1751 G~INO'AC 2.0,068 SF _lo3(i $27,092 -~::.!!...--I-----::$""27:::'.09':";· ,;2J------------------4 

.A.C. R.EMOVAl I 14,513 1 SF 135) $:19,5931 30"-' $13,715 
OEMO FENCf 1 1,017 1 LF 1.501 $1.5251 SO"..4' $153 
OlSPOSAI. 540 Cy _~ 4!l:1lQL $21,e001 90% $2,160 

Preparatlon Subtc.lal: -$7~~5 $43,407 

';:r-:;r; t~)il'" ••• ... _'.."tr·· .. I "*" " ~" • ;) "'1'> ..... . ""'1:»'''''' Or .. ..... , " 'U " '!!,: ""'~~'" '-,,' ...... ~ .,~ ~ •• ~ ... ' .• ~ ... • ,-, • -·-r··· ·-· 't" . "YI" •••. ' , ," t'H"d" • ~J .... ·n , . .. ) . ...... H·{., ... ·•• n'" u\':1..11 {'n ," .. 

~!!..!:l~tW ;:j,illl~~;f·! .:)~·iJf~~: .:. ~ · .. ~\,l::hi~~:, · '. ;~ it !! l~~~3~. "'!.i 'i.~~~1;J1!i~ ~: .. !i;/.'~:f:~f:1:: t~.r~'~:~~i.'~Wr:- ' ··~i~t~;' .I;i~llS::! :=.:: .~~:~gr ;:,. ,!.:~:~ll::.':.: . ·,~,.:~,;::lj.Ui;~;.if!:.~l;:.:::m;~;: .. ~. :t:!:ij":!:X'l~';:;: 

FILL • 5174,024 
EXPOR.T $124 '223 
BASIN GRADING $45,000 

$397.64R 

;.0~j~;~:::U·~ .... ~~:;¥.G 
A.C. PAVEME.NT - RiQ·3v{5" 65.582 ~r l.ua ,...u,.Cf.£~1 
AC. PAVEMENT-- other 2.5"1B" 22,422 SF 0.90 $20.1801 $20,180 
4.S"·1YPE'B" A.C. 25.397 ' .S!" 1.62 ~1,127 $41,127 
6" TYP E "6" A.C. 4,263 SF 2.16 SS,20S $9,20BlsICE:WAU< 
CROSS GlITTER & SPANDREL eoo SF 7.50 ~,OOO $6,000 ;&-.. .......... t R'Iot'o •• • 

CUR~.ANO GlITTER - ~ 5,131 LF 14.00 $11,829 
. CONCRETE CURB 953 LF 10.00 $9~1 

~~~~~~------------t_~~~t_~~--t_----~"~.~vu~Ir_----~~~r~'~,u~~UI 50% ~7.1~1 = ~---~. 90% $953 · 
CONCRETE. DRIVEWAY-APPROACH 4,65Q ~F 

HANOICAP RAMP 9 EA 
SIDEWAll( 2.4,323 SF 
~C.DR~AYAPPROACH 115 SF 
A.C. B.ERNI OR DIKE· 8" 338:1 LF 
ClASS II 'AGG. BASE'-4" 4,040 SF 
ClAss II AGG.BAsE -4" 116,215 SF 
CLASS J( AGG. BASE-6" 92,9Il5 SF 
CHIP·SEAL 66,128 SF 

STOP AND $TREEf SIGN 3 EA 
STOP AND STOP BAR 3 EA 
SiRE.ET SIGN 29 EA 
TRAFFIC MARI<:lNG .227 SF 
TRAFFIC STRIPING (PAlNl) 9,062 Lf 

PRINT: ar.2GnOO4 AT 11:39 AM 

5.50 
650.00 

3130 
2.50 
4.00 
0..40 
0.40 
0~60 

1.00 
2$0.00 
150.00 
225.00 

1_00 
0.40 

$25,572 
~~~~--~~;I---~~~~~Hr~~.H--------~1 

~_ .... _ $25,572 

$S,BSO 
$85,131 

$288 
$13,524 
$.1616 '60'" 

$46,486 SO''(' 
$55,743 .60% 
$66,128 

$750 
$450i 

$6,525 
$227 

~,22SI 

~,850 
$85,131 

$1f:l i~~ 74:1G;,P,A~ 
$64s1EOWESi'RIANmA1l • 

$18,5941INCLUOESSIOi:WAlK 
$22.~7JtNClUOESSHOlJ\.OER 
$515,'28 

$750 
$450 

$6;-525 
$227 

$3,2~ 

040611 Copy ofTRACT_1856·bondlng·.sIREVISED 2 RAG 
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, -.,. T.IAAC'f 1'8'5~ M~~I~tVrs;tJltteSitf~Estl@J~~ tJi,fP$ON~MI;N'I;, BP.NP,ESiFIMAtE._ :.1 ." :~, ~", 
.'. ~. " .j , '" • :'. ,- _ 01 . . 

CAT. ITEM QUANT UNIT COST/UNIT COST % COMPLETED ACTUAL COST DESCRIPTION 

I---- METAL BEAM GUARD RAIL 1,156 LF 30.00 $-34.667 $34,667 
21 EA - --225.00 $4,725 

... .. '_. 
$4,725 

- - .. ~ ---

MONUMENT WELLS 
SAW CUT -A.C. 5,305 LF 1.25 $6,631 - -- $6,631 

-- . .. .. -
f--- -

Road Subtotal: $774,607 $639,077 -- . -

SfJ'~RM ij;jR~I.N ~ r:i· .::~ -. ~~ ~~~;. I. ) :fJ.i: _'" #~~J. '~{ .~ .J,_, 
....• ,. • • .. j~l '. . .J~" "4,:>.I-t-t r;' 'r;, ":"" . , , 

':: '.' .~ ,-

INLET -MINOR (C-4) 15 EA 800.00 $12,000 90% 51.200 _. -
INLETCo3 13 EA 2300.0.0 $29,900 90% $2.990 .,--_ ... _--
STORM DRAIN - 12" OR LESS 69 LF 25.00 $1,725 90% $173 

1--' 
SAND BACKFILL 

CULVERT PiPE -18" Rep 2,410 LF 30.00 $72,300 . - - 90% - ·$7,2.30 
.. .-- - -

SAND BACKFILL 
CULVERT PIPE -24" RCP 686 LF 35.00 $24,010 -- 90% $2,401 SAND BAGl<FILL -- ----

- .. - ._--- - -- -
CULVERT PIPE -30' RCP 10 LF 40.0.0 $40P 90% $40 SAND BACKFIll - -CULVERT PIPE -36" Rep 894 LF 45.00 $40.230 90% $4.023 SAND BACKFfLL 

-~---. 

CULVERT PIPE-48" RCP 541 LF 60.00 $32~460 90% $3.246 SAND BACKFILL 
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION 140 CV 100.00 :514,042 90% 

. 
$1.404 

... ~---.- .. 
.--_. .. -- - 0- . _ 

LF I----_~ONC. V DITCH 4" THICK 2.5' WIDE 1,185 15.00 •. _ ~17,780 90% $1,778 - -_ . ... -----
, ASPHALT DRAINAGE SWAlE 97 LF 25.00 $2,425 $2,425 

CONCRETE DITCH 3' 317 LF 16.00 - $5,072 
" 

$5,072 
. - ----.. 

CONC. V DITCH 6" THICK 6' WIDE 1,672 LF 25.00 $41,800 .90% $4;180 
._-- - . .. .. · ____ .. . a.~_ . . _ 

HEADWALL 358 SF 60,00 521,480 $21 ,480 - . '" ..... -... .-..... . 
.. . 

MANHOLE 5 EA 2300.00 $11,500 80% ~2,300 . . --

I 
"4' GATE 1 EA 200.00 5200 90% $20 
6' CHAIN LINK FENCE 3,799 EA 12.00 $45,588 

_. 
$45,588 

HANSON OU.T1.ET 5 EA 500.00 $2,500 $2,500 "- - . -_. .. 
Stonn Drain Subtotal: $375,412 $108,050 

WAl'ER, .. 
" ··,:t .. . . .. 

. 1', 
~ '. 

- . ... ";1: 
, . :,. I . .. ; . , ' 

' ,!/W r' -, " .. I." 
,.. 

WATER METER, LATERAL, BOX 25 EA 750.00 518,750 90o~ $1;875 
WATER MAIN -8" 2,817 LF 26JilO $73,24:'7 90% 

. -
$7,325 --=' ... 

._--
_ .- .. - - - 1-- - --12~INCH WIl egOO CL 15.0 865 LF 33.00 5-28,545 90% $2;855 _ . 

12M DIP WIL CL350 159 LF 41 .75 $6.636 -90% 
.. _._-

$664 - - -GATE VALVE 8" 9 EA 1200.0_0 $10,800 90% $1 ,080 
GATE VALVE 12" 3 EA 1550.00 $4,650 90% $465 - ._. 

I 
FIRE HYDRANT 7 EA 2700.00 -- - - - -$18,900 90% $1,890 - -.-- - -
BLOW OFF 5 EA 1700.0.0 $8.500 90% $850 0.- _. -

Water Subtotal: $170,031 $17,003 

Se;v'JER.: . :~ . . .-.-. f :-;~t ~~{~ m, ::-: • It'" 
. 

" 'r . .. ~ ) , 
SEWER LATERAL TIE IN 25 EA 750.00 $18,750 90% $1.875 
SEWER CLEANOUT 3 EA 600.00 S1,800 -- 90% $180 

......... . ... - ..... 
1--'- - . --... ---------. ------.. 

43. EA -
$5.160 

.. ~-- .. 
SEWER CLEANOUT . 0.1., FLANGED 1200.00 $51,600 90% 

• . . ~EWER MAIN (sdr 35 eve, 6' deep inevrnl - - - . .. ,-._-

- 4"/NATIVE BACKFILL 13,567 LF 15.00 $203,505 90%. $20,351 
-- , 

e< • • _ • _ __ 

_ _ t _ _ " , 

4.019 LF 
r ' __ -_ .. _ -

sn/NATIVE BACKFILL 17~00 $68,324 90.% $6.832 
16" STEEL CASING/NATIVE BACKFILL 164 LF 40.00 

- .' ...... -
$6,568 90% $657 

MAN!:,OLE, TYPICAl 18 EA 2300.00 . $41,400 90% -- 54.140 -... _. . .. ... _-_._--
I , - -'-'-'- - ---- ... - •• _ -0 - .- -- ...• _.-

PRINT: 1212312004 AT 9:17 AM 2 040811 Copy otTRACT _1856-oonding·estREVISED.2.RAC 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



'" c::l 

w 
(!) 
<I 
CL 

(!) 
Z 
H 
~ 

[;j 
Z 
H 
(,D 

rs 
Cl 

~ 
..J 
H 
..J 
<I 
() 

CD 
CD 
IS) 
N 
.-< 
CD 
N 
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IS) 
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N 
...... 
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11 ~;;;~~~t:~~":,,~;~j ~M 1-- J:Ll -;~,~~~~ I .;. .. _""~~I ___ ~~~I----------------

! 
AC ACRE 

cy CUaiCYARO SUBTOTAL: $2,624,982 $1,113,169 
EA EACH CONTINGENCIES & INFlATION (20%- of subtotal): $524,996 $222,634 
IF ur~EARFOOT ENGINEERING AOMIN1STRATION (21l% of sutrtola~: S524,9!36 $222,634 
LS LlH~PSUM GRAND TOTAL: $3,674,975 $1,558,435 
SF SQUARE FOOT BOND AMOUNT: $3,674,975 $1,558,436 

IN/Sf INCHES/SQUARE FOOT 

HR HOUR 

TIllS ESTIMATE WAS PREP .... RED USING STANDARD COST AND.OOR QUANTITY ESTIMATE PRACTICES. IT IS Uf'(OERSTOOD AND AGREED THAT THIS IS ... II ESTJMATE; 

ONLY. AND THAT THE ENG1NEER SHIII..L NOT BE UABlE TO THE O~ER OR TO A THJRD PARTY fOR ANY FAILURE TO ACCURATELY ESTIMATE TJiE COST AlWlDR 
QUM'1lTIES FOR THE PROJECT, OR ANY PART THEREO F. 
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No.: 2-2618..(1O(! 

. NM; Tr.HIt 1802 
CBY: I('S--

- KB'f: 

CaJlLand EngineerIng, Inc. 
1216 S. Ga.rfleld Avenue, Suite 200 

Alhambra, CA 91801 
phcn&: ,~) '18.1-2286 faX'. (6;!6) 281-2088 §.

AIE:.. . AIJll 02, 2004 

11 .::;~:: l~ji:mAGir.1~n.2'~~STA·F$rJ.yrl;$itoB~IC: I.Mj;),RQVEMENT flQN£;>'E$trMATE '.; . .-. Ii' ,: >::: : .. ;; ,.; L , ';:- (j .,'.: .:, -;; r:.i-:' .. ;' ;;. 

CAT, IT~ QUANT UNTT COSTJUNIT COST % COMPLETSOIACTUAL COSTIOESORIPTION 
Pijcp~llnGN.~~·: -.' I-&, • ., i' • ~" .: ;l:~' t" "t.OI:- : ;J! -"--~:'~' '- -:-;W:fl' ,: ~': '.' ~ rj!:~, !!' .: .. ' ,;1 J , ,,~,- -V' 'I '~ -iff" ~!'.~ .:-.:-, :~::r,:-: .... ,.-', . ~.·r:~, . .... < ... I:;f ' ! , t·· .. ,- -;- .~ ... 'It',; • :;. • ·~al'EAAii~(f&G~UBBiNG .. ·e" H":' :l.--: •• 1" y ' ", . . "Ae: .: ' . . ~ '500:00 · .. ·· ·SO% ··· · .. · .. J_d .. $i-,(j .••. L .. • .... : •• : .. ,.: ..... '., , .. -,1· " .. 'J .\ ' 

TREE REMOVAL 7 EA I __ 2~.oOI -S1,700f 90',," $175 
GRlNDAC I 20.0681 SF 1.351 $27,0021 . ~27.092 

II A.c. REMOVAL 30% $13,715/ 
DEMO FENCE 90% $j~ 
DISPOSAL 640 CY 40.001 $21.8001 90% 32. teo 

Preparalion Subtotal: -$7~.080 $43,$44 

. Ci)AI ~: . . t ·":;t. r.: .. : ... 'f: , ,:Tr .... . : 1:tI' ... . ,,·,!:.·!!·.· · " i': ~ : ,,:,,:!' ...• ,II~i~~'--:' ! "l~"lf tl :. n,;;'.o)o.ll. ." ~" '~.; ' " :.: ,, : ' , I ;" 'U···!-'o,UI".:;",.:"c"H, " ':". ir"·; " • • ; ' .;':' ·.lIt.!; • •• • • :I·.·"f .,. ... . ~fMw." . . "~J"'- .~ ' "l/' .• 'I • ~ •• 011"1'''''1' • • · ')1 .1..! · "" ,· '· .. ·,n .... , ,- "':·"r;lt •. _.,; '01 ' 1" I r· ... '·f .... · ... t't.....-;; =n '~ • l!:r; ... :r;·.~I : · • ·~"""' I J"' ; ·li· ", 11., .. 1' .. "::!',C-II"' :I\' ,· " ":~r'-~' ~'II" :'. " 11.-.,H· , .. : • .,. 'r'1·.···:t...:: •. ""I" II.,i14"'·· . " .• . r '··:-" -!·tr ' ·Iv .... : I' 
. " '''' "ctit "' .. Itf: .,;..'-" .•• '-"' ..... l'."' •. " ... ...... -.-.. , 'l'19i1'ilt r "ey .. ·r' .. · .. ' . ·4:50r'· ··~6~$8r' .. ~' .. ·eO·;tr, .. :· -r":" " $a6;4~4100AAOW!~iTE ;·(iNcuiiti( ·· ..... : ,b> ,.. .. ., .... , . .. . _. 

o . .I __ ... #10"'~ Jo roflll .......... _...... .. ... _ .... 
.CY <1,50 90% $89,120 $597,195 Flu. 132,1111 

EXPORT SS,45-4 CY "~&l $267,t>43 9Q% $26,754 

SASIN,GRADING 72.600 CY ·4.150 ~26,700 9014 $32.670 
Earthwork Subtotal: $2,O!!8,'7B $20rl,618 

~' I:: ~~&:JI..[~;:;~:!,~: .";·:1jTf' :l; .y:i'~:'i:::, '1 ; ! f,~(.~ .-::!~~!"! . ::::~r:io·l ;;~·~:;ft$= ~:; ' ~4 . ~lrl i f~~ !~if;·: ;.1~:i!.P..~:::·.~~~~~:~· :·;i,!!;~':::~· ·J~~: ·:t::~·::· .~:i~!\!:! ·: . ;· ; "t' f. ~: :!'7:' I!~ !r:r.lf!f.;;:'::;: ;:"!,f,:F":' .Ji!;~ '. (: .~':':' ::" ·i! ~:: .. " \ .... ;~ :1~1 , •. :''': 
~l~~ \'j(t·PA~~ENf::'~~'~.iir! , ... <'--- .1 • ~''''' r1 f'li',300"r-<"S~ ' .. -··r ···,..· ... ·1'101)/ll -m[i4·or: .,.,n... .. :······l ·'·· '.:. ~t~:J:4t," '1 .~. . .. ! .,:" ~. ,_~., .... " .. :.", .. ·1 :.,1. '!' •• :~' : .. ' ~( t..: . ... : .... 

A.C, PAVEMENT ·Rio 3".v' 1 123.817 I _ SF _ 11...081 $133,5071 ~133.so7 
A.C. PAVEMENT-Oflilr2..5·J6" _ J '22>422 L SF .--.L _ 0.901 ._~,1!101 $20.180 
4.!i' 1'r'PE "8" A.C. 1 25,837 J SF 1.621 ~1.6581 $41.856 
6"'rYf'E ''B"AC. 1 4,263 I SF 2.16f ~9,2oal-- I $9.'208ISiOEWAlK 
CRoSs GUTTER a SPANDREL I 1,200 1 SF 7..501 $9,cwl _ ~,tm .AOOOA\I ........ 
CURBANDGlITJ'fR - 6" I 6,157 J LF 14.001 $85,<!041 9014 $8,620 '"VL..,;1.i/ 

L.L .... CONCRETE. CURj3 ~ 
CONCRETE DRNEWAY APPROACH $32,815 

-' . 1 I LA 4. rl!,.~.,rrl 

\-{)\)/OICAPRAMP 14 EA 6SO.OO $9,100 $9,100 1 -aEP I~ t"UtsLlt; WUHKS DATE 
SIDEWALK 29,521 SF a.5O $103.32.4 $103,32.4, 
AJ:;. DRIVEWAY AP~ROAC}i - '1~ SF 2.50 '$288 -52881 
A.C. BERM OR DI~E·6" . 3.911 LF 4.00 $15;544 $15,6441 
CLASS·IIAGG. BAS~-4· - 30.!I4O SF o.~O $12;215 60~ $4, BSB IEQUESTRIAN mAIL 

~PJ / -$lq{., 

CLASS " AGO. BASE4" 
CLASS 1/ AGG. BAS.E ~ ' 1 
CHIPSEAL ' 
srop AND S'lREET SIGN e fA 1 . 250.001 51,5001 $1.500 
srop AND STOP eAR 6 EA 150.001 $9001 $000 
STREET"SlGN 32 EA 225;001 $7.2001 $7,:WO 
TRAFFIC MARKING m I SF 1.001 $2271 $227 
'ffiAFF1CSTR1PIN~ (pAINT) _ -.L 8,062 LF _JlAOI $3.2251 $3,225 

PRl l>lT: 8J26I2iJD~ AT 11:54 AM O~OB11 Copy 01 TRAGU BU2·boodir'ij·estREV ISED.2.RAC 
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"<:t 
IS) 
IS) 
N ---. 
l.O 
(', ..... 
CO 
IS) 

AG 
CY 
Ell. 

LF 

LS 

SF 

IN/sF 

HR 

ACRE 

CUlliC"ARD 
EACH 

UNEARFOOT 
Wr.lPSUM 

SQUARE FOOT 

I NCtiES'SalJARE FOOT 

HOl.lR 

PRIIH 8/2&'2004 AT e:~B AM 

SUBTOTAL: $4,557,677 
CONTfNGENCIES & INFlATION (20% of sublotal): ~911.S35 

ENGINEER[NG ADMINISTRATION (20% of SUblafIlQ: $911.535 

GRA.ND TOTAL: $6,380,7411 
BOND AMOUNT: $6,380,748 

3 

$1,404,456 
$280.8~1 

$28M9, 
$1,966,238 
$1,966,238 

O~D~ll Copy DfTRACT_l B02-OOnMg_tREV1SED 2. RAe 
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CAT. ITEM 

HR HOUR 

THS ESTIMATE WAS PREPARED USING STANDARD COST ANDIOR QUANTITY ESTIMATE PRACTICES. IT IS UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED THAT THIS IS AN ESTIMATE 

ONLY, AND THATn-JE ENGINEER SHALl NOT BE LIABLE TO THE OWNER OR TO A THIRD PARTY FOR ANY FAILURE TO ACCURATELY ESTIMATE THE COST ANDIOR 

QUANTITIES FOR n-JE PROJECT, OR ANY PART THEREOF. 

THIS ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE IS PREPARED AS A GUIDELINE AND DOES NOT CONSTITUTE THE BASIS FOR BID. n-JE CONTRACTOR IS TO PERFORM HIS/HER 

OWN QUANTITY TAKE-OFF AND TO BID ACCORDINGLY. IN THE EVENT THAT ERRORS OR OMISSIONS ARE ENCOUNTERED THROUGH THE BIDDING PROCESS, 

PLEASE CONTACTn-JE ENGINEER FOR CLARIFICATION. 
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-""'" rCi'\ ,~ . V t'-" ,/."'\<"d "';\ 1

9
,,): 

\1? ",,~ , , ';;.c .-<: (\ '~' "" ' • • -

':., 'J'C.l ~ , ' ,~" -q - ' ~ '.f.. " '" J '~-~ '_ ~ .,.:~.{:;' . .,)..~ _J ,.. 
"," ,:"" ' . " .\ 

DATE: 'ial31l/..l!:t~13- rfilv 1YiDJ20.00 1, p51~ ~ . ...J-t " . .... --
~'. . ~~ - ~-

\JO~No.: 18021 ft,i@ MV~ ",(&"\£}~'.~, ",,-, ~~i" 
~08' I\IM: DAWlAWJ!LII.. P~.EGT • ~~1' , ~Vit . 

I ~~~ 18J'f~ RWCli'Q..a~ 
~ 'te' ~'li>*..e. 
'\\~'a- . , , 

C~ISY: MIrn 

[iJAINJA ~1lJLs: ~mA"!J'te ,@as' ~ROlSA~LE CONsmUem'J)1NI ~D$1f 

eA.? ITEM tlWMT i . ,~ @OM'1l1NJT ~ OO~T Jll:iSiiimP11OW1 
" 

. 
mTJ!l P.ROJECI ~om-! 

bOUMP .AND OOU~MN 2 eA iJGlilOO.OD $;0,000 !Nct: DOIreHHoJ..5 CHEC~VA\'W: 
4JiNtH fLOW METIER 2: eA :2500.110 $;JIIIO 
3l·II!{CH PUM~OONTlRiQL VA.lVE :2 , 

~ AjgIl~.fJll $S.QYOO 
,S·INCH PRES5UliE REUEf VAVLES .2 lEA HfJO.OO $.1800 
'iVaL SITE PiPiNG 2 EA ~500.{J!J ~1B_1i 1l\IDl:~wtm. VA~la i:l~J( VALWtt. SllWcmvs, ~lC, I 
CHlORlNATiONJEUmP.MENT 1{W:lll~T 2 rEA ·WDil.1J1J #~2..eDO INCL: PlPmIt!. 

, 
I 

IaECllRlCAL PAU6LSAND CAf81NET 2 EA. 330IUI-.OO WIUOO 
PAlm-INa wai PIPiNG ANi) APP, " lEA. i!llOO.tJaI :~200 
WEU- SITE PIENmNG 2BiI I.F 2i.GQ $10.100 ' (NCU,:: vrGAlEl!! 
STRUCTURE EXCAVATiON.AND BACKFi2,.l.. i - l5 5D1JO.OD ~ooo IJIIICLoRIPRAP 3UJ1JIEIPRrnrer:rIO~ 
REINFORCED CONn. PUMP SlAB - 60 'SF 20.00 '$1 •• 
REINFORCIEO CON,C.EQ.'UIPNlffNlf·SLAS M SF 'lO.(J!J S"ic1DOi)) 
")~PVC Cl·aOD (DR 114] LF 31~C!1I 

, 

11J1-1IN'Cli G,A.TE VAVlE. J:A i .eotUIIJ 
a·rl\lCH PVC Cl. 2GB (00 14) LF 8,00 ' 
B-INCH GAlEVAVLE lEA. 12DlUIO 

. 8~!NCH PVC Cl 200 ~OR 14] j,q140 LF ~.OO 5,iU9ZD 
a·INCHeAll: VA\fLIE s EA IIlO.OO '$15.1 ClD 
AIR VACRElleFVAVlES . a lEA 2200.CIl $6.,8QO illter.: ABOVE GROUND O'D~ER 
m.OWOFF ,eA 11300.GO -UNCERGRPUNO UTUJ1!1IES tF 1UIO $f2·;a5.D IN.CL: .o(I.I),iCH Al'ilJ):2INCH ~mra em , -FINlSH FmADWAV 3mB -SF Uii $n6 ,INCL:$AWCl.nr. ~AND lAC .. 
START·UP f I!.$ 2DOO.(lQ $2r.Q(]O 1 

CL.EARING ANO GRUBmWG 1 'LS im>o.OO $:1,800 INC!.: COMe. REMOVAL..!UI3l TI&lNS I 
ARE HYDRANT EA 215'0.00 
lHRUST alOOKS 2: - EA 125.0D $'2S0 

Demo- A !Em~woi'k Bub(af31r f}26t~1ii 

AC ACR~ 

&1/' WIillUCYf\RD \$U~TOiAl: ~~f!~.{51@@ 
lilA lEPl{l.H CON Tn NlEllENCliES &li iNR..AT&OIM (2i:P% ill! $!l.!b'iUm~~; $lii3,92111' 

~1'I~m; 'IIi'! W'lG1l-.'ji I; lr ~:tii9 AM 11 IIJANlAW1t.:lL$ ,~'~GifC:Sr!MA.ItE-.llrSi 

Copy of document found at  www.NoNewWipTax.com



I") 

''''is! 0, 
on 
,CSJ 
~ . 
00.. 
o 
[§I 

FJ 
['
\1[Jl 

W 

u 
@ 
i[J'] 
IT 

a: 
o 
..J 

6: 
I-

~ , ... 
fr'. 
[5 

~~ 
f~~ 
<').,-j 

<N 

;';lfl 
-ri~ 
wN 
oH' 
e;1S} 
(Nirl 

:;;:t 
-ria: ,-' 
-ri 
<:::> 

lOJANA Wel~:: !E~16MA'fE Of PROBABLE COOSTRUCTION COS1/' 

i!:Ali. ij1F~M ~ ~y I WWir ~ e~SrIlJNIV I COST iD~noN 
:=..;:.=::;:~;;:-..;= . ..:;:: .-. 

!:F' Li~IFOOu ICNGJI\'.!EfmNG {malrs.. t1sldn~. 111 D2ai:fl'Dn~O% of 8ublof911: ~a,929 
LSi WM[j>$UJM! ~RAWJD 'fOTAl:: $3771511:! 
SIF OOWillFSli:; F!OOir 

U!\1iSf nli<HrnE:5ifS~\jiARe; f'OOl! 
~IR ~Otllri 

~A$!~ Olr ~~~~~ ~lG!\~~ AI\j[[j} COkW ~~nl!l~'li'1il: ~1Pi~PA~~iQI ~'V @1A IEWlI!UNl~~HNG lLJ~ngl!) ~tDG1l!l31 OF 4J~!ilJm!. 

'1l'h'IHB el~IIIllA'!l'~ WAS ~IRiIEPAf(~1i) IlJ!Sl'WS SlANlDAlFUHXRST ANOOIRIIQJUANTIT1f ~15llIMAiE PRAIOTfiGIES, ms UNCERSTgOI".:i ANOA'llfJEEll JFlATTtilRS is AN IESifMAf~ 
ONLY. AND YHAT rIHIE.IEN~UNIf.eIiU\lilJliU. wm ~ mlIDll...£ 10 mE (llWI\lElHliRl1'0 Pi iHBRO PmI"V FOR ANY FAI6URETO ACCUrum:a. y EST4~TE iC1~ COSY ANlOlO~ 
I!dJWNf1Ii~~S FIEl~ 'ii'1H1E Ifl~OJ!ele'tr, O:Fll N<'I'f 1PARV""II'WEfi<lOOf:. 
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Jun,28, 2007 9:06AM 

JONS, SEITZ 
MlCHAEL W. SEITZ 

SHIPSEY & SEITZ, INC, 

SHIPSEY & SEITZ, lNC. 
A LAW CORPORATION 

1066 PALM STREET 
~OST OFfICE bOX %3 

SAN LUIS OBISPO, CALIFORNIA 93406 
(305) 543-7272 FAX (805) 543-7281 

JONS.S£.Tl'Z 
Dlstri~t uga) COWlScl 

Nipomo Cot\\fn\l!lilY Services Dlsll'ic1 

June 28, 2007 

FACSIMILE COVER SHEET 

RE: MARIA VISTA ESTATESrrRACTS 1802 AND 1856 

TO: JOHN W. FRICKS, ESQ. 
OGDEN & FRICKS, LLP 

FAX NO: 544-7700 

FROM: JON S. SEITZ, DISTRICT LEGAL COUNS 

No, 8372 p, 2/7 

JOHN L. SEITZ 
(l9~4·19g6) 

GERALD W. SHIPSEY 
QUi1'IRED) 

~ TOTAL NUMBER PAGES TRANSMITTED: 6 (Including cover s eet) 
(If all pages of transmittal are not received, please call Joanna at (805) 543-7272.) 

Dear Mr. Fricks: 

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of June 27, 2007, please find appended the 
following documents: 

1. A letter in response to your letter of June 26, 2007; and 
2. A copy of an 11-2-06 email from Ed Jones. 

The original of these documents is being mailed this date. 

Jon S. Seitz, District Legal Counsel 
Nipomo Community Services District 

The Information contained In ttlis facsimile mt:lssage is intl;lndl;ld only for the personal and confidential use of the designated 
recipient. This message may be an attorney·client communication and as such is privileged and confldentlal. If the readeroflhls 
message is not the Intended recIpient, you are hereby notIfied that you tlave received this document in error, and that any review, 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited, If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify uS immediately by telephone and return the original message to us by mail. 
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JONS.SEm: 
MlCHAEL W. SEITZ 

SHIPSEY & SEITZ, INC. 
A LAW CORPORATION 

1066 PALM STREET 
POST OFFIca BOX 953 

SAN LUIS OBISPO. CAllFORNIA 93406 
(80S) S43-7172 ~AX (&05) S4l-7231 

JONS.SEl1Z 
District Legal Couosel 

Nipomo Col\\mlltlilY 8eMOC$ !listrlc:t 

June 28, 2007 

Via Facsimile & 1st Class Mail 
(805) 544-7700 

John W. Fricks 
Ogden & Fricks LLP 
656 Santa Rosa Street, 2nd Floo~ 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

Re: Maria Vista Estates/NCSD 
Acceptance of Improvements. 
Letter of June 26, 2007 . 

Dear Mr. Fricks: 

No. 8372 P. 3/7 

JOHN 1.. SElTZ 
(1924-1986) 

GERAlD W. SHIPSEY 
(RB1'Im» 

I have consulted with the District Staff regarding the above referenced letter and 
the following is the District's response: 

The District takes exception to many of the statements and interpretations of 
contract commitments contained in your letter. However, I do not believe it would be 
helpful to detail them here. 

1. Maintenance Security 

The District ha~ previously advised MVE that it will not accept the informal cost 
summaries as complying with Section 7 (f) of the PCI Agreements (I believe MVE has 
recognized the lack of compliance) and as referenced in Section 5 (A) of Mr. Buel1s 
Bankruptcy Declaration, the District has accommodated MVE by delaying the 
accounting as required by Section 7 (f) to the setting of the 28th water meter. 

Section 12 (b) of the PCI Agreements requires MVE to provide District with a 
letter of credit or other financial security satisfactory to the District in a Sum equal to ten 
percent (10%) of the cost of the project. 

As you are aware, MVE engineer's calculations for setting performance bonds 
for the "onsite improvements" under the County's bond (that includes NCSD1s onsite 
water and sewer improvements) were set on the basis of ninety percent (90%) 
completion. Therefore, the actual performance bonds were established at ten percent 
(10%) of the engineer's estimated costs. If you have a different interpretation, please 
advise. 
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Mr. Fricks 
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SHIPSEY & SEITZ, INC. No. 8372 P. 4/7 

Assuming MVE will maintain the existing performance bonds with the County (or 
other security in the principal sum to cover the maintenance guarantee, such as letters 
of credit) the District will accept the existing performance bonds as providing the 
Maintenance Guarantee for those portions of the MVE Improvements that are subject to 
acceptance on July 2, 2007 and as the continuing guarantee for the bifurcated sewer 
line. 

Thank you for clarifying that the four inch force main is included in the 
County/District subdivision improvement bond. 

2. Reimbursement Calculations' 

If it is later determined, pursuant to District Reimbursement Ordinances, that 
MVE is 'entitled to reimbursement, the District will not accept the informal accountings 
as establishing reimbursement amounts. A more formal and detailed accounting will be 
required. .. 

3. Easements 

There seems to be three (3) remain'ing issues related to the easements. 
Apparently, the as-built plans for the lift station area (that will be relied on for operation 
and maintenance of the improvements to be dedicated) do not accurately reflect the 
easements described in the various legal descriptions and exhibits attached to the 
Easement Grant Deed. As an accommodation, the District proposes that MVE revise 
the as-built plans to reflect the actual easement descriptions prior to setting the first 
water meter and not as a condition to the Oistrict accepting improvements. 

As to the bifurcated sewer system, MVE has previously agreed to withdraw 
Exhibits "8-7 and C-T' and replace them with a new legal description and depiction 
eliminating the bifurcated part of the sewer line at the Uplugged manhole". I am 
attaching an email from Ed Jones dated November 2, 2006, confirming MVE's 
agreement to replace these exhibits. New exhibits 8-7 and C-7 are reqUired as a 
condition of District's acceptance of improvements. 

The easements must be revised to include the following or similar language prior 
to acceptance of improvements: . 

liThe District, its agents, employees and contractors are granted the right of 
ingress and egress over adjoining property for maintenance and operation." 

Please provide' a new revised original easement for the purposes of recording 
prior to the District's acceptance of improvements. The revised easements should be 
forwarded to Jim Garing, Bruce Suel and me as soon as possible. 
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4. Remaining Fees 

The District's records reflect that the District is owed three thousand five hundred 
twenty three dollars and forty four cents ($3,523.44) for construction water. Your letter 
reflects payment of two thousand seven~y two dollars and eighty eight cents ($2,072.88) 
leaving a current balance owing of one thousand four hundred fifty dollars and fifty six 
cents ($1,450.56). As an accommodation, the District proposes that MVE bring this 
account current prior to the District settin!~ the first water meter and not as a condition to 
the District accepting improvements. . . 

The District is also currently accumulating District Staff time and engineering 
fees for plan checking which will be ongoing until the bifurcated sewer line is offered 
and accepted by the District. Further, the District will incur additional costs for the 
special meeting (see below). Pursuant to the PCI Agreements, MVE is required to 
maintain a. deposit with the District in the amount of ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for 
the payment of such costs. The District's records currently reflect that MVE has an 
existing Plan Check balance of five thousand and sixty eight dollars ($5,068) for the 
improvements installed in Orchard. Therefore, the District proposes that the five 
thousand sixty eight dollars ($5,068) be transferred to the Onsite PCIA account and 
MVE provide the District with payment in the amount of four thousand nine hundred 
thirty two dollars ($4,932) to bring the deposit current prior to the District's acceptance 
of improvements. Please note, that District costs in excess of the deposit must be paid 
as a condition of acceptance of the bifurcated sewer line, on the other hand, the 
unused deposit will be refunded at the time of acceptance. 

Lastly, Bruce Buel's Bankruptcy Declaration (paragraph 5) summarizes the prior 
accommodations offered to MVE to expedite processing subdivision improvements 
which provides in relevant part: 

"5. - - -the NCSD has accommodated many of MVE's requests 
for delays in compliance with certain NCSD requirements, 

, for example: 

A. The NCSD has agreed to delay the accounting as 
required by Section 7(f) of the PCI to the setting of 
the 28th water meter; . 

B. Agreed t6 delay acceptance of the Dana Well 
improvements as a condition to immediately setting 
water meters to setting the 26th meter (- - -); 
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C. Agreed to allow MVE to bifurcate a part of its sewer 
improvements that will not provide sewer service to 
the subdivision until the setting of the 26th meter 
provided that the caps isolating the sewer system be 
clearly designated on the final 'plans and that the 
issue of future connections be appropriately 
addressed; 

D. 

As an accommodation, the District has set a special meeting for Monday. July 2, 
2007, at 2 p.m. to consider acceptance of MVE improvements. The Agenda will be 
forwarded to you as soon as it is available for publication. It would expedite processing 
if all documents, information and payments requested herein were provided to the' 
District no later than 12 noon, Friday, June 29, 2007. 

Please email or otherwise respond in writing at your earliest convenience. If you 
should have questions, please do not hesitate to call. 

JSS:jb 
cc: Via Facsimile 

Bruce Buel, General Manager 
Jim Garing, District Consulting Engineer 
Rusty Garing, District Inspector 

Very truly yours, 
hipsey & Seitz, Inc. 

" 
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Joanna Brooks 

From: Ed Jones [ejones@trinconconstructlon.com] 

sent: Thursday, November 02, 2006 5:05 PM 

To: 'Jon' 

Cc: jfricks@ogdenfricks.com 

Subject: Easements 

Mr. Seitz: 

I received a copy of your correspondence to Mr. John Fricks dated November 1,2006, and would like to respond to it 

Item #1 - In accordance with your request Maria Vista Estates withdraws Exhibits 83 and C3 for this easement.. 

Item #2 - Your reference to Exhibit C-5'is incorrect in regards to the subject of thIs item, which is the bifurcation of the gravity 
sewer system Into two (2) sections one being the current or active section and the other being the future or inactive section as 
shown on Exhibit C7. This exhibit along with Exhibits C4 and ca cover this entire future section, which is incorrectly referenced 
as Exhibit C6 in the second page of your letter under Item 8, the area of easement in Exhibit C4, which inCludes the future sewer 
section is from the east side of rract 1856 to the east end of Vista Del Rio at Hutton Road. You will find upon closer examination 
Of E)d)ibits C4, C7 and C8 there are no services from the sanitary sewer line in these easements as it is for future expansion, once 
the neighboring properties apply for and receive ann~xation into the NCSD it would then becoryle active. In response to your 
question about any water improvements having been constructed within the sewer easement, the answer is no to the easement 
as shown on Exhibit C7 and yes to the easements shown on Exhibits C4 and CS. The water improvements within the easements 
shown on Exhibits C4 and C8 are the 12-inch water main along with the 8-inch sanitary sewer line both are in the roadway, no 
water or sewer services. 

Pursuant to your statement in Item A where you wrote .... ;"Exhibit C5 (thiS should be C7) will require deletion from the Grant of 
Easement and will not be considered for acceptance until such time as the affected portion of the sewer line is re-offered .... " At 
this time we withdraw Exhibits 87 and C7 for the easements in question. 

I have spoken with EDA our engineer for this project concerning how to best separate the two sections and their recommendation, 
which we agree with, is to permanently seal the northem pipe invert with brick and mortar in the manhole located at station 
#15+50. At the time when the future section is to be activated this "plug" can be removed to allow that system to flow in to the 
current or active system. Please advise. 

One last item, I am somewhat confused by your statement in the last paragraph of your letter that Mr. Jim GarIng of Garing Taylor 
Associates will be on vacation during this week and unable to provIde a response to our engineers proposal because I wrote Mr. 
Jim Garing an email yesterday to which he responded the same day, see below. 

Should you have any additional comments or questions please do not hesitate to call or email me. 

Regards, 

Ed Jones, 
Project Manager, 
MVE 

Ed lones 

6/27/2007 

BuiidloOl Our Clients Future TOday 

TCG, INC 
- 124 West MaIn Street 

Suite "0" 
S(lnta Maria, CA 93458 

tel: 805-925-0253 Ext 102 
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Follow-up to your letter 

Bruce Buel 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

John W Fricks Ofricks@ogdenfricks.com] 

Thursday, June 28, 2007 12:52 PM 

'Jon'; Bruce Buel 

Cc: 'Erik Benham'; 'roberta'; ejones@trinconconstruction.com 

Subject: Follow-up to your letter 

Jon, 

We received your letter sent earlier this morning. A couple of things: 

Page 1 of 1 

1. Ed Jones contacted Rusty Garing late this morning. Rusty told him that, as far as he was concerned, 
the easement descriptions were done as for the Exhibit B-7 and C-7, including the modifications requested 
concerning the bifurcated portion of the sewer, pursuant to MVE's November 30, 2006 submittal to the NCSD. Ed 
and Rusty are continuing to work through the changes to be made on the as-builts concerning the lift station 
(which is not being required by Monday). Can you or Bruce Buel contact Rusty? It appears that Rusty has 
reviewed the 11/30/06 submittal and, perhaps, you or Bruce have not. If you confirm that the changes have been 
made, MVE's intention is to submit an original, wet signature, of the document that it submitted on November 30, 
2006. 

2. Also, MVE ran the quoted language that you requested to be added to the easement grant deed by 
EDA and First American. Both state that they have never seen similar language in any subdivision before. First 
American has informed us that it will cause major disclosure issues (perhaps involving the ORE and MVE's white 
paper) to all home buyers (including those buyers that are currently in escrow) to grant ingress/egress on "all 
adjoining properties." As you know, there are easements granted for the open space, the easement that MVE is 
providing directly to the District, and the roads have been offered for dedication through recordation of the map. 
With all of this access, does the District need this additional language? If you would like, you or another NCSD 
staff person can contact Kevin lrot or Lisa Irot at First American to discuss (543-8900) . Please advise whether 
this condition remains. 

John W. Fricks 
Ogden & Fricks LLP 
656 Santa Rosa Street, 2nd Floor 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
Tel: (805) 544-5600 
Fax: (805) 544-7700 

6/28/2007 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND WHEN 
RECORDED RETURN TO: 

Nipomo Community Services District 
P.O. Box 326 
Nipomo, CA 93444 
Attn: General Manager 

APN #:090-303-001,003, & 006 
090-306-003,027, & 028 

090-307-002, 003, 004, 005, 006, & 007 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2007---

A RESOLUTION OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
ACCEPTING EASEMENT GRANT DEED 

FROM MARIA VISTA ESTATES GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
AND BENING CO., LLC A GENERAL PARTNER 

WHEREAS, pursuant to various Plan Check and Inspection Agreements, Maria Vista 
Estates, a General Partnership and BenIng Company, LLC General Partner has offered to the 
Nipomo Community Services District ("District") certain easements for water, sewer, sewer 
pump station and incidental purposes ("Easements"); and 

WHEREAS, said Easements are more particularly described III Exhibits to the 
attached Easement Grant Deed. 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved, determined and ordered by the Nipomo 
Community Services District Board of Directors as follows: 

IIII 

1. The interest in real property conveyed by Easement Grant Deed dated 
October 10, 2006, from Maria Vista Estates, a General Partnership and BenIng Co., 
LLC General Partner to the Nipomo Community Services District ("Grantee") an 
independent Special District is hereby approved and accepted by the Nipomo 
Community Services District Board of Directors. 

2. The General Manager is hereby authorized to cause a certified copy of this 
Resolution to be recorded in the Office of County ClerklRecorder in the County of 
San Luis Obispo, State of California. 

Upon motion of Director seconded by Director 
______ -', and on the following roll call vote, to wit: 
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AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAINING: 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-

A RESOLUTION OF THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
ACCEPTING EASEMENT GRANT DEED 

FROM MARIA VISTA ESTATES GENERAL PARTNERSHIP 
AND BENING CO., LLC A GENERAL PARTNER 

the foregoing Resolution is hereby adopted this __ day of ____ , 2007. 

ATTEST: 

Donna K. Johnson, 
Secretary to the Board 

State of 

Michael Winn, President 
Nipomo Community Services District 

---------------------------------------
Countyof _______________ ~ ____ 

On before me, ------------------ ------------------------------------------
DATE NAME, TITLE OF OFFICER - E.G" "JANE DOE, NOTARY PUBLIC" 

personally appeared __________________________________ _ 
NAME(S) OF SIGNER(S) 

D personally known to me - OR - D proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence , 

to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me 
that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their 
signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, 
executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

_____ ~====~==~--------------Sl 
SIGNATURE OF NOTARY 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND WHEN 
RECORDED RETURN TO: 

Nipomo Community Services District 
P.O. Box 326 
Nipomo, CA 93444 
Attn: General Manager 

NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-XXX 

APN #:090-029-041 

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

ACCEPTING AN IRREVOCABLE AND PERPETUAL OFFER AND DEDICATION OF SEWER 
PIPELINE AND WATER PIPELINE EASEMENT 

WHEREAS, Linda Vista Farms Association, Inc. a California Corporation has offered to 
the Nipomo Community Services District ("District") a sewer pipeline and water pipeline 
easement ("Easement"); and 

WHEREAS, the Easement area is described in a recorded Irrevocable and Perpetual 
Offer and Dedication of Sewer Pipeline and Water Pipeline Easement ("Offer and Dedication"), 
as described in Exhibit "A", attached hereto and made a part hereof, recorded March 20, 2007 
as Document No. 2007018543. 

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

/III 

1. The Offer and Dedication of sewer pipeline and water pipeline easement 
described in Exhibit "A", is hereby accepted by the Nipomo Community Services 
District. 

2. The General Manager is hereby authorized and directed to record a copy of this 
Resolution in the Office of the San Luis Obispo County Clerk/Recorder. 

Upon motion of Director _----::------:-:----,-_----:-___ ' seconded by Director 
______ , and on the following roll call vote, to wit: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAINING: 
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NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-XXX 

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

ACCEPTING AN IRREVOCABLE AND PERPETUAL OFFER AND DEDICATION OF 
SEWER PIPELINE AND WATER PIPELINE EASEMENT 

the foregoing Resolution is hereby adopted this __ day of ____ , 2007. 

ATTEST: 

Donna K. Johnson, 
Secretary to the Board 

Michael Winn, President 
Nipomo Community Services District 

State of __________ _______ _ 

Countyof _________________ _ 

On __________ -----before me, _______ -=---:---~----------
DATE NAME. TITLE OF OFFICER - E.G ... JANE DOE. NOTARY PUBLIC' 

Personally appeared 
NAME(S) OF SIGNER(S) 

D personally known to me - OR - D proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence 

to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged 
to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by 
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the 
person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

SIGNATURE OF NOTARY 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY: 

WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO: 
NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES District 
P.O. Box 326 
Nipomo, CA 93444 

COP'{ of DOOJrne.n\ He..,"Orded 
Doc#: 2007018543 

on. 3/20/2007 10:47 AM 

Has nm Cimn cornpan'KI 'Mll1 onglnal. 
JULIE L ~),ODEVJALD.COUNiY CLERK-RECORDER 

APN:090-029-041 

IRREVOCABLE & PERPETUAL OFFER AND DEDICATION OF 
SEWER PIPELINE AND WATER PIPELINE E:ASEMENT TO 

THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 

"(HIS OFFER TO DEDICATE A SEWER PIPELINE AND WATER _ 
PIPELINE EASEMENT TO THE NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES District 
(herein "Offer of Dedication"), is made and offered by Linda Vista Farms 
Association, Inc., a California Corporation (herein "Grantor" or "Owner") with 
reference to the following. Recitals: 

RECITALS 

A. The Nipomo Community Services District ("District") is an 
independent special district, formed and operating pursuant to §61 000, et seq. of 
the Government Code. 

B. Grantor is the owner of approximately 152 acres of land (herein 
"Real Property") located in Nipomo, California and more particularly described as 
follows: 

"Lots 1, 2,3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 of Tract 2034 in the County of San Luis 
Obispo, Stale of California as per map thereof recorded on July 
9, 1999 in Map Book 18 at Page 78, in the office of the Recorder of 
said County and State. Said land is a pari of the subdivision of a 
poriion of Lot 29 of Rancho Nipomo, as shown in Map Book '~" at 
Page 13, in the office of the Recorder of said County and State." 

C. The Owner's Statement for Tract 2034, as referenced in Recital B, 
above, includes the following: 

1 
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"We hereby dedicate to the public for public use a strip for roads; 
the Southerly boundary of said strip being 42 feet wide, more or less, 
delineated on this map as Santa Maria Vista; and we also dedicate to the 
public the easements for equestrian trails and drainage basin purposes so 
delineated on this map and all uses incidental thereto." 

Santa Maria Vista is further depicted on Exhibit "A", attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by this reference. 

D. The property described in Recital C, is herein referred to as the 
"Easement" . 

E. The developers of the Maria Vista subdivision, Tracts 1802 and 
1856, have constructed water and sewer pipelines within the Easement. 

F. Grantor desires to make an offer and dedicate, irrevocably, to the 
District, an easement over part of the property described in Recital S, above, for 
the present and future reconstruction, operation, repair and maintenance of an 
existing sewer pipeline and water pipeline system installed by the developer of 
the Maria Vista subdivision. 

OFFER AND DEDICATION OF EASEMENT 

1. Consistent with Owner's Statement referenced in Recital C, above, 
Grantor does hereby irrevocably and in perpetuity offer and dedicate to District 
an easement, more particularly described in Recital C, above, over, under, and 
above, the real property herein more particularly described in Recital S, above, 
for the present and future reconstruction, operation, repair and maintenance 
(collectively "Maintenance") of the sewer pipeline and water pipeline system 
including appurtenant facilities, in such manner and size and with such 
accessory parts and structures, as District or its successors in interest, from time 
to time, deem necessary to install over, upon and under the Easement. 

2. Grantor agrees that said offer of dedication shall be irrevocable and 
that the District may, at any time in the future, accept said Offer of Dedication of 
the Easement described in paragraph 1, above. 

3. Grantor does hereby further grant to District, its successors and 
assigns, the necessary rights of entry to and from the hereinabove described 
Easement for future reconstruction, operation, repair, or maintenance of District 
facilities described in paragraph 1, above. 

2 
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4. Upon completion of District Maintenance, the District shall restore 
the Easement to a condition that existed prior to such Maintenance, to the extent 
reasonably practical, unless otherwise agreed to in writing between Grantor and 
District. 

5. This Dedication and other provisions of this Easement shall 
constitute a covenant running with the land for the benefit of the District, its 
successors and assigns, and shall bind the heirs, executors, administrators, 
assigns and successors in interest of the Grantor. 

6. Grantor shall not construct or allow others to construct, 
improvements on, under or over the Easement, such as retaining walls, fences, 
trees and/or shrubs which could obstruct District access to the Easement or 
cause damage to the sewer pipeline or water pipeline described in Recital E, 
.above, without first obtaining written approval of the District. 

7. Subject to prior written consent of District, which shall not be 
unreasonably withheld or delayed, Grantor may grant easements within the 
Easement to third parties. 

8. Grantor authorizes District to record this document in the Official 
Records in the County Recorder's Office, San Luis Obispo County. 

9. Nothing in this Offer of Dedication shall limit or preclude access of 
the contractors and employees of Maria Vista to enter the Easement for the 
purposes of constructing and maintaining the sewer pipeline and water pipeline 
easement until such time as said water and sewer pipelines are accepted by the 
District for ownership and long term operation and maintenance. 

10. Recitals A through F, above, are true and correct and are 
incorporated herein by reference. 

11. The undersigned warrants and represents that he/she has/have the 
power and authority to make this Offer of Dedication as herein described in the 
names, titles, and capacities herein stated and on behalf of any entities, persons, 
or firms represented or purported to be represented by such entity(ies), 
person(s), or firm(s) and that all formal requirements necessary or required by 
any state and/or federal law in order to make this Offer of Dedication have been 
fully complied with. Further, in making this Offer of Dedication, the undersigned 
hereby represent that Linda Vista Farms Association, Inc. shall not have 
breached the terms or conditions of any other contract or agreement to which 
Linda Vista Farms Association, Inc., is obligated, which breach would have a 
material effect hereon. 

1/1/ 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Linda Vista Farms Association, Inc., executes 
this Offer of Dedication as of the date of Grantor's signature below. 

Grantor: 
LINDA VISTA FARMS ASSOCIATION, INC. Date: September 15, 2006 

~~ENT 
LINDA VISTA FARMS ASSOCIATION, INC. 
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· . f , .. 

CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

State of California 

County of cJtlI7 Jtt{;"; cf?6ls~ 
» 

On 9, /':)-'{)h before me, 

personally appeared 
/L ~~e;1.~~~. of Offi ~cer (e.g., 'Jane Doe, Notary Public") t1n 'lei I /:JC4../ /-/ I t-'t.../' 

Date 

../ Name(s) of Signer(s) 

J@SHANNONtu.RIE 810 ~ 
iii eom..,1568t1S UI 
\/, NOtARY MUC·~ 
~ SIll L* ow.,. c:..Ir ... 

lit' e-. &phi "",11, 2009 l' 

Place Notary Seal Above 

o personally known to me 

~proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence 
to be the personpti whose name~@at:e subscribed 
to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that 
@sRQIt~ executed the same in @e=~ 
authorized capaci~ and that by@h 
signature~ on the instrument the person~, or the 
entity upon behalf of which the person1(j acted, 
executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my hand and offfi~eal. • (,' LJ ~ 

P /?CZ/J/lcl1 ,//Ict1.?L;r!/ 0 , 
Signature of Notary Public 

------------------------OPTIONAL-----------------------
Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document 

and could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document. 

Description of Attached Document . . .. ~/ /}h ' ' . . J "j.Jh ~ . J .. A -.~ - -, ~4 " " , 
litle or Type of Document: lX!.;(!frtJ{We, ~';!(!/:JLi daJ h~ f (MU 14. P77VYJ ~ ,j.p (<:'~ , ._ . 

.?W'6Z'6? OF!? ~ ~U/..; ,tJlp:J/Ii1..rb V U-'t~ ,OIIU/pU ~r /tJ 7' ~ A<I:L> 
Document Date:U~1" - /.5; a 00 & Number of Pages: _ __ L/~ ___ _ 

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above: __________________________ _ 

Capacity(ies) Claimed ;:oby Sig.ner(s) ., 
Signer's Name: an.£/c 1 / L:>tL/if!/'?a:..., 

,/ o Individual . 
J:K Corporate Officer - Title(s) : I'.c:u/~' V1 r ' 
o Partner - 0 Limited 0 General 
o Attorney in Fact 
o Trustee 
o Guardian or Conservator 
o Other: _________ _ 

Signer Is Representing: ~~-:-::-__ 
i..,ind~ )/)::/g .,F.ve/7J.t' 

} 
r.l- "IJ~" J ' /...Lss, L-i."O@l.n C . 

RIGHT THUMBPRIII!T 
OF SIGNER 

Top of thumb hElf9 

Signer's Name: ___ ______ _ _ __ _ 

o Individual 
o Corporate Officer - Tille(s): _ ______ _ 

o Partner - 0 Limited 0 General 
o Attorney in Fact 
o Trustee 
o Guardian or Conservator 
o Other: _ _ ______ _ 

Signer Is Representing: ____ _ 

RIGHT THUMBPRINT 
OF SIGNER 

Top of thumb here 
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NIPOMO COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2007-MVE 

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

ACCEPTING THE WATER AND SEWER IMPROVEMENTS 
FOR TRACT 1802 & 1856 (MVE) 

WHEREAS, the District and Maria Vista Estates (applicant) have jointly executed Plan 
Check and Inspection Agreements for the on site and off site water and sewer improvements to be 
constructed by the applicant; and 

WHEREAS, the water and sewer improvements (except for bifurcated gravity sewer line 
and Dana Wells Improvements) have been constructed and said improvements are complete and 
have been certified by the applicant's engineer; and 

WHEREAS, the applicant has 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 

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

That, except for the bifurcated gravity sewer line and Dana Wells 
Improvements, the water and sewer improvements to serve Tract 
1802 & 1856 in Nipomo are accepted by this District. 

On the motion by Director __ , seconded by Director ____ , and on the following roll call 
vote, to wit: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 
ABSTAIN: 

the foregoing resolution is hereby adopted this _ day of ___ , 2007. 

ATTEST: 

Donna K. Johnson 
Secretary to the Board 

Michael Winn, President 
Nipomo Community Services District 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

Jon S. Seitz 
General Counsel 
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