
 
TRACY CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 

 
Tuesday, April 15, 2014, 7:00 p.m. 

 
City Council Chambers, 333 Civic Center Plaza Web Site:  www.ci.tracy.ca.us 

 
 
Americans With Disabilities Act - The City of Tracy complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act and 
makes all reasonable accommodations for the disabled to participate in Council meetings. Persons requiring 
assistance or auxiliary aids should call City Hall (209/831-6000) 24 hours prior to the meeting. 

 
Addressing the Council on Items on the Agenda - The Brown Act provides that every regular Council 
meeting shall provide an opportunity for the public to address the Council on any item within its jurisdiction before or 
during the Council's consideration of the item, provided no action shall be taken on any item not on the 
agenda.  Each citizen will be allowed a maximum of five minutes for input or testimony.  At the Mayor’s discretion, 
additional time may be granted. The City Clerk shall be the timekeeper. 

 
Consent Calendar - All items listed on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and/or consistent with 
previous Council direction. A motion and roll call vote may enact the entire Consent Calendar.  No separate 
discussion of Consent Calendar items will occur unless members of the City Council, City staff or the public request 
discussion on a specific item at the beginning of the meeting. 

 
Addressing the Council on Items not on the Agenda – The Brown Act prohibits discussion or action on 
items not on the posted agenda.  Members of the public addressing the Council should state their names and 
addresses for the record, and for contact information.  The City Council’s Procedures for the Conduct of Public 
Meetings provide that “Items from the Audience” following the Consent Calendar will be limited to 15 minutes.  “Items 
from the Audience” listed near the end of the agenda will not have a maximum time limit. Each member of the public 
will be allowed a maximum of five minutes for public input or testimony.  However, a maximum time limit of less than 
five minutes for public input or testimony may be set for “Items from the Audience” depending upon the number of 
members of the public wishing to provide public input or testimony.  The five minute maximum time limit for each 
member of the public applies to all "Items from the Audience."  Any item not on the agenda, brought up by a member 
of the public shall automatically be referred to staff.  In accordance with Council policy, if staff is not able to resolve 
the matter satisfactorily, the member of the public may request a Council Member to sponsor the item for discussion 
at a future meeting. When members of the public address the Council, they should be as specific as possible about 
their concerns. If several members of the public comment on the same issue an effort should be made to avoid 
repetition of views already expressed. 

 
Presentations to Council - Persons who wish to make presentations which may exceed the time limits are 
encouraged to submit comments in writing at the earliest possible time to ensure distribution to Council and other 
interested parties.  Requests for letters to be read into the record will be granted only upon approval of the majority of 
the Council.  Power Point (or similar) presentations need to be provided to the City Clerk’s office at least 24 hours 
prior to the meeting.  All presentations must comply with the applicable time limits. Prior to the presentation, a hard 
copy of the Power Point (or similar) presentation will be provided to the City Clerk’s office for inclusion in the record of 
the meeting and copies shall be provided to the Council. Failure to comply will result in the presentation being 
rejected. Any materials distributed to a majority of the Council regarding an item on the agenda shall be made 
available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s office (address above) during regular business hours. 

 
Notice - A 90 day limit is set by law for filing challenges in the Superior Court to certain City administrative decisions 
and orders when those decisions or orders require: (1) a hearing by law, (2) the receipt of evidence, and (3) the 
exercise of discretion. The 90 day limit begins on the date the decision is final (Code of Civil Procedure Section 
1094.6). Further, if you challenge a City Council action in court, you may be limited, by California law, including but 
not limited to Government Code Section 65009, to raising only those issues you or someone else raised during the 
public hearing, or raised in written correspondence delivered to the City Council prior to or at the public hearing. 

 
Full copies of the agenda are available at City Hall, 333 Civic Center Plaza, the Tracy Public 

Library, 20 East Eaton Avenue, and on the City’s website  www.ci.tracy.ca.us 

http://www.ci.tracy.ca.us/
http://www.ci.tracy.ca.us/
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CALL TO ORDER 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
INVOCATION 
ROLL CALL 
PRESENTATIONS –  Certificates of Appointment – Planning Commissioners 
 -   Certificates of Recognition – Outgoing Planning Commissioners 
  
1. CONSENT CALENDAR 
 

A. Approval of Minutes 
 
B. Acceptance of the Senior Center and Transit Station Miscellaneous Improvements 

CIPs 78136 A and 77544 A, Completed by Bockmon & Woody Electric, Incorporated 
of Stockton, California, and Authorization for the City Clerk to File a Notice of 
Completion 

 
C. Acceptance of the Transit Station Security Cameras CIP 77545, Completed by 

Bockmon & Woody Electric of Stockton, California, and Authorization for the City 
Clerk to File the Notice of Completion 

 
D. Acceptance of the Traffic Related Capital Improvement Projects - CIPs 72072, 72080, 

and 72083, Completed by Tennyson Electric of Livermore, California, and Authorize 
the City Clerk to File the Notice of Completion 

 
E. Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration as Required per California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the MacArthur Drive Widening Between 
Schulte Road and Valpico Road - CIP 73126, and Federal Project No. STPL-
5192(033) 

 
F. Authorize the Purchase of Three Large Turf Mowers from Turf Star, Inc. of Rancho 

Cordova, California 
 
G. Authorize Amendment of the City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and 

Position Control Roster by Approving the Establishment of a New Classification 
Specification and Salary Range for Accounting Coordinator 

 
H. Approval of a Master Professional Services Agreement (MPSA) with SNG & 

Associates, Inc., to Provide Staff Support and Plan/Map Review Services in the 
Engineering Division of the Development Services Department for Various Projects, 
and Authorization for the Mayor to Execute the Agreement 

 
I. Approve a Minor Amendment to the Tracy Honda Final Development Plan for the 

Addition of a Car Wash Building at 3450 Auto Plaza Way - Applicant is Bryson Burns 
Construction and Property Owner is KBH Investments, LP Application Number D14-
0002 

 
J. Adopt a Resolution Approving an Amendment to the Employment Agreement 

Between Gary Hampton and the City of Tracy Relating to Service as Interim Assistant 
City Manager 
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K. Authorization to Enter into an Interim Advanced Life Support Agreement with San 
Joaquin County and the South County Fire Authority and Authorization for the Interim 
City Manager to Sign the Agreement 

 
2. ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE 
 
3. CONDUCT A PUBLIC HEARING TO ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 

UPDATED MASTER FEE SCHEDULE 
 
4. ACCEPT STATUS OF ANIMAL SHELTER PROJECT CIP 71064, AND CONSIDER THE 

OPTIONS TO EITHER AWARD THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO THE LOWEST 
BIDDER OR REJECT ALL BIDS AND AUTHORIZE STAFF TO RESCOPE AND REBID THE 
PROJECT  

 
5. CITY COUNCIL DIRECTION RELATED TO REQUESTED CHANGES TO WATER SUPPLY 

FOR THE TRACY GATEWAY PROJECT LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF 
LAMMERS ROAD AND ELEVENTH STREET  

 
6. APPROVE A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH WEST YOST & 

ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE WATER DISTRIBUTION SERVICES ANALYSIS FOR 
THE TRACY GATEWAY BUSINESS PARK, AND AUTHORIZATION FOR THE MAYOR TO 
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT  
 

7. ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE   
 
8. STAFF ITEMS 

 
A. Receive and Accept the Interim City Manager Update 
 

9. COUNCIL ITEMS 
 

A. Discuss and, if Necessary, Provide Direction on Responding to Comments Made By 
Members of the Public 
 

B. Appoint Two Applicants to the Transportation Advisory Commission 
 
C. Appoint an Applicant to the Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee From the 

Committee’s Eligibility List 
 

10. ADJOURNMENT 
 



TRACY CITY COUNCIL        REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
 

January 21, 2014, 7:00 p.m. 
                      

City Council Chambers, 333 Civic Center Plaza  Web Site:  www.ci.tracy.ca.us 
 
 
Mayor Ives called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m., and led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
The invocation was provided by Pastor Kevin James, New Creation Bible Fellowship 
 
Roll call found Council Members Manne, Rickman, Young, Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and 
Mayor Ives present. 
 
Mayor Ives and Police Chief Hampton swore in Mark Duxbury - Police Captain, Chad Bankston 
and Ryan Miller – Police Officers. 
 
Mayor Ives presented Certificates of Appointment to new Tracy Arts Commissioners Nila 
Dhugga, and reappointed Commissioners Marlene Jones and Taranjit Sandhu. 
 
Council Member Young and Council Member Manne presented Council Member Rickman with 
a West High Basketball Jersey.   
 
Christina Frankel provided a presentation regarding CalRecycle.  
 
Rhodesia Ransom, on behalf of Sow A Seed Foundation, provided a presentation regarding 
mentoring.  
 
1. CONSENT CALENDAR - Following the removal of item 1-C by Council Member 

Young, it was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member 
Young to adopt the Consent Calendar.  Roll call vote found all in favor; passed and 
so ordered.   
 
A. Approval of Minutes – Regular meeting minutes and special meeting minutes of 

December 3, 2013, were approved. 
 

B. Adoption of a Resolution of the City of Tracy, California Consenting to Inclusion 
of Properties within the City’s Jurisdiction in the California Hero Program to 
Finance Renewable Energy Distributed Generation Sources, Energy and Water 
Efficiency Improvements and Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure, and 
Approving an Amendment to a Certain Related Joint Powers Agreement – 
Resolution 2014-012 consented to the inclusion of properties within the City’s 
jurisdiction in the California Hero program. 

 
D. Authorization to Purchase Four Trucks Plus Equipment from Tracy Ford in the 

Amount of $139,336.80 - Resolution 2014-013 authorized the purchase.  Council 
Member Manne abstained. 

 
 

http://www.ci.tracy.ca.us/
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C. Authorize the City Engineer to Negotiate with the San Joaquin County Public 
Works Department to Enter Into an Agreement to Construct and Maintain 
Portions of Corral Hollow Road between Parkside Drive and Linne Road – 
Kuldeep Sharma, City Engineer, provided the staff report.  San Joaquin 
County voters approved the Measure K sales tax initiative in 1989, and 
approved its renewal in 2010. Sales tax generated from this measure funds 
various transportation projects in the County. Widening Corral Hollow Road 
from Parkside Drive to Linne Road is a Measure K approved project eligible 
for such funding.  
 
San Joaquin Council of Government (COG) is planning to secure bond 
financing to fund certain Measure K approved projects for various 
jurisdictions within the county. In the COG technical advisory committee, City 
staff has proposed inclusion of the Corral Hollow Road widening project for 
this round of funding. After reviewing various requests from other agencies 
for projects competing for this limited funding, Corral Hollow Road widening 
has been recommended by the COG staff to its board for one of the projects 
approved for this funding.  
 
Since portions of Corral Hollow Road are located within the County 
jurisdiction, a construction and maintenance agreement needs to be entered 
into between the City and the County. The agreement will allow the City to 
purchase additional right of ways, design and construction of the street 
improvements. After completion of construction, the cost of maintenance will 
be shared between the City and the County.  
 
Approval of this agenda item will have no impact on the General Fund. Most 
of the construction cost for widening Corral Hollow Road will be paid from 
Measure K funds and a portion of funding will come from the development 
impact fees collected from various developments. The maintenance and 
operational costs of the street and signals will be paid from gas tax funds.  
 
Staff recommended that Council authorize the City Engineer to negotiate with 
the San Joaquin County Public Works Department to enter into an 
agreement to construct and maintain portions of Corral Hollow Road between 
Parkside Drive and Linne Road.  
 
Council Member Young asked about the time frame between negotiation and 
construction.  Mr. Sharma stated funding is expected in May or June 2014, 
with negotiations to follow within the next couple of months.   
 
Council Member Young stated she wanted to highlight the item because 
many residents have voiced concerns with this stretch of road. 
 
Mayor Ives invited members of the public to address Council on the item.  
There was no one wishing to address Council. 
 
It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member 
Manne to adopt Resolution 2014-014 authorizing the City Engineer to 
negotiate with the San Joaquin County Public Works Department to enter 
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into an Agreement to construct and maintain portions of Corral Hollow Road 
between Parkside Drive and Linne Road. Voice vote found all in favor; 
passed and so ordered.  
 

2. ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE – Abbie Hickman, founder of Pins for Pets, provided 
information on Pins for Pets, an event that raises funds for the Tracy Animal Shelter.  
Ms. Hickman indicated a fundraising event will be held on Saturday, February 15, 
2014, from noon to 6:00 p.m., at Tracy Bowl with the goal of raising $10,000.  Ms. 
Hickman stated Chili’s Restaurant is donating 15% of their proceeds for those who 
present a flyer and purchase food Monday, February 10, through Wednesday, 
February 12, 2014; these proceeds will also go to the Animal Shelter.  Ms. Hickman 
indicated she would like to hang a banner in City Hall announcing the events and 
asked for a sponsor to cover the cost of advertising in the Tracy Press.  Ms. 
Hickman asked Council to support her in her efforts. 

 
Lisa DiPasquale and neighbors of the Mt. Oso area addressed Council regarding the 
condition of their neighborhood.  Ms. DiPasquale provided pictures of the area 
depicting garbage, weeds, unkempt properties, and the lack of sidewalks, curbs and 
gutters.  Ms. DiPasquale stated children are forced to walk or peddle bicycles in the 
street on their way to school, requesting that Council create a Capital Improvement 
Project and apply for grants to alleviate the conditions that exist in this 
neighborhood. Ms. DiPasquale requested that these issues be placed on a future 
agenda to discuss the City’s progress in remedying the situation. 
 
Ray Morelos addressed Council regarding Mt. Diablo and Mt. Oso Roads and the 
lack of curbs, gutters, lights, storm drains or sewer line on these roads.  Mr. Morelos 
asked Council to not ignore the older neighborhoods in town and to not use Code 
Enforcement as a tool to remedy the situation.   
 
Paul Miles stated his concerns regarding privacy rights have stalled, asking when he 
could expect to receive information regarding the surreptitious recording of 
individuals.  Mr. Miles responded to remarks Mayor Pro Tem Maciel made regarding 
individuals having “agendas”.     
 
Mayor Ives stated Police Chief Hampton provided Council with a report regarding 
surreptitious recording.  Mr. Miles asked if that report could be made available.  
Mayor Ives stated the report could be made available. 
 
Dave Helm addressed Council regarding the City of Tracy’s credit card policy which 
he had been provided a copy.  Mr. Helm noted evidence of personal use of a credit 
card occurring in September 2013, indicating it appeared there was a change in 
policy but not a change in behavior.  Mr. Helm provided the Clerk with a copy of the 
Policy and Procedure for Use of City Issued Credit Cards dated January 1, 2013. 

 
3. CONDUCT A PUBLIC HEARING AND ADOPTION OF AN ORDINANCE 

ADOPTING, BY REFERENCE, THE 2013 CALIFORNIA BUILDING AND RELATED 
CODES, SPECIFYING WHICH APPENDICES APPLY TO THE CITY OF TRACY, 
RE-ADOPTING CERTAIN EXISTING SECTIONS OF TITLE 9 OF THE TRACY 
MUNICIPAL CODE, ADOPTING STANDARDS RELATED TO EXTERIOR PALLET 
STORAGE, RADIO AMPLIFICATION SYSTEMS, AUTOMATIC SPRINKLER 
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SYSTEMS AND OTHER EMERGENCY RESPONDER REQUIREMENTS – Kevin 
Jorgensen, Building Official, provided the staff report. New versions of the various 
California codes related to building design and construction are adopted by the State 
of California every three years.   
 
Ordinance 1192 was introduced at the Council meeting held on January 7, 2014, to 
consider the 2013 California Codes that will replace the 2010 versions as set forth in 
Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations.  Proposed Ordinance 1192 will adopt, 
by reference, the 2013 California Building (including appendices C,F H, and K), 
Electrical, Mechanical, Plumbing (including appendices A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, I and 
K), Residential (including appendix H), Fire (including appendices B, BB, C, CC, D, 
F, H and K), Existing Building, Historical Building (including appendix A), Energy 
(including appendix 1-A), and Green Building Standards, Code. 
 
The ordinance makes local amendments to the California Fire Code. The ordinance 
will require: an operational permit for Christmas tree lots, haunted houses and corn 
mazes; a re-inspection fee for failing to be ready for a fire inspection;  new 
requirements for outside pallet storage, fencing, water supply ; false alarm charges;  
emergency access through gates and into buildings; containment boxes where 
hazardous materials are stored and/or used; fire control rooms for all new buildings 
protected with an automatic fire extinguishing system; Automatic sprinkler systems for 
all new buildings greater than 6,000 square feet three or more stories in height, when a 
building is remodeled within a three-year period and the cost of improvements requiring 
permits exceeds an adjusted valuation threshold of $100,000 based on the ENR US20 
Cities Average Construction Cost Index and area cost factors, when a building changes 
to a higher occupancy hazard and the building is greater than 6,000 square feet and 
when an existing building’s size is increased by 50% or more within a three-year period 
and the total building area exceeds the minimum code limits for that occupancy group, 
with some minor exceptions; and radio coverage for certain applications in existing 
buildings where the occupancy has changed to a more hazardous use, where the 
addition of metal racking systems, equipment or interior walls utilizing metal, masonry 
or concrete materials interfere with emergency responder radio coverage within a 
building and when a building is increased in size by 50% or more within a three-year 
period and the total square footage of the building exceeds 6,000 square feet with 
some exceptions. 

 
The California Residential Code will require automatic sprinkler systems for all 
newly installed manufactured homes. 

 
Addressing buildings will be modified to include rear access points to multiple tenant 
buildings, to require the use of Arabic numbers or alphabetical letters and that the 
addressing be maintained, and, when required by the fire code official, address 
numbers will be required to be provided in additional approved locations to facilitate 
emergency response. 

 
Staff recommended that Council adopt Ordinance 1192 following its second reading. 
 
Council Member Rickman asked if any regulations or ordinances that go beyond State 
law were included in this amendment.  Mr. Jorgensen stated Chapter 903 in the Fire 
Code has been added that modifies requirements regarding existing buildings.  For 
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example, buildings that are 6,000 square feet or larger will be required to have automatic 
fire sprinklers installed.   Council Member Rickman asked if there were any buildings 
over 6,000 square feet that will be grandfathered in.  Mr. Jorgensen stated there were 
provisions that address existing buildings.   
 
Council Member Rickman stated he was concerned regarding existing buildings over 
6,000 square feet and the cost of automatic sprinklers for those buildings.  Council 
Member Rickman asked if the ordinance would hinder individuals who want to retrofit 
their building.  Mr. Jorgensen stated he did not think so; the valuation has changed to 
account for the increase in construction costs.   
 
Council Member Rickman asked what the State mandate was for commercial buildings 
for fire sprinkler systems.  Mr. Jorgensen provided an explanation including valuations 
and thresholds.     
 
Council Member Rickman asked if the State had a cost threshold.  Mr. Jorgenson stated 
no. 
 
Council Member Rickman stated he was concerned that non-profits would not be able to 
afford required improvements.  Mr. Jorgensen referred to the 1946 Uniform Building 
Code which affects the building Council Member Rickman referred to.   
 
Council Member Rickman stated there has been some discrepancy regarding the year 
the building was erected.  Council Member Rickman asked if the threshold, prior to 
today, was $100,000 and was now going to $250,000.  Mr. Jorgensen stated that was 
correct, and that the threshold will increase every year.   
 
Council Member Rickman asked if other cities have this requirement.  Mr. Jorgensen 
stated no.  Council Member Rickman asked if Mr. Jorgensen was concerned that this 
action would prevent individuals from upgrading their properties.  Mr. Jorgensen 
explained the process that staff went through including meeting with a number of local 
business owners, contractors, and residential developers, who reviewed the ordinance.  
Mr. Jorgensen added that no issues were raised by anyone from these meetings. 
 
Mayor Ives opened the public hearing. 
 
Robert Tanner asked what the threshold was for disability access.  Mr. Jorgenson stated 
$143,000.   
 
George Riddle stated the residential sprinkler for manufactured homes sounds like it is 
retroactive.  Mr. Riddle asked what Title 25 was and if anybody read it in association with 
retrofitting manufactured homes. 
 
Mayor Ives asked staff to clarify the language.  Mr. Jorgensen stated the change only 
applied to newly manufactured homes placed in the City of Tracy.  Mr. Jorgensen added 
Title 25 relates to manufactured homes which are homes that are pre-manufactured 
under a state process, state inspected, set on a foundation and utilities are connected 
thereto.   
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Mr. Riddle asked if there were going to be retrofit requirements on solar cells.  Mr. 
Jorgensen stated the codes are ever increasing, and that a lot of new code requirements 
that the State is mandating all jurisdictions adopt and enforce.  Mr. Jorgensen added that 
jurisdictions can modify State mandated codes and referred to a local ordinance that 
addresses non-ferrous piping because of the corrosive soil which is a local condition. 
 
Mayor Ives asked when the State codes change, is there retroactivity involved.  Mr. 
Jorgensen stated no.  However, lawmakers do enact legislation that involves 
retroactivity, citing smoke detectors and carbon monoxide detectors. 
 
Mayor Ives closed the public hearing. 

 
Council Member Rickman asked if the City was going beyond State requirements, 
referring to green codes or energy codes.  Mr. Jorgensen stated no.  Mr. Jorgensen 
added that there are other instances where local ordinances go beyond what was 
required locally that are in the ordinance before Council. 
 
Council Member Rickman stated he did not want the City to over regulate and hinder 
new businesses and non-profits.   
 
A discussion ensued between Council Member Rickman and Mr. Jorgensen regarding 
the Portuguese Hall, the year the building was erected, retrofits, steps to gain 
compliance, and protection for the community.   
 
Mayor Ives asked if staff discussed a phased in approach with members of the 
Portuguese Hall.  Mr. Jorgensen stated yes.   
 
Fire Chief Al Nero added that one of the reasons California has such an admirable fire 
death rate is because California has some of the most stringent safety codes.  Fire Chief 
Nero added that one of the main reasons for deaths because of fire is attributed to lax 
fire codes, lack of sprinklers, lack of appropriate exits and over-crowding. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel asked if there were questions about whether the Portuguese Hall 
was built under the 1940 or 1946 Building Code.  Mr. Jorgensen stated he did not 
believe there was a question; he was told the building opened in August 1949.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel asked how this item now became an issue.  Mr. Jorgensen 
stated an annual inspection is completed at the premises because of the assembly use.  
Mr. Jorgensen added that this is not a new issue, that staff has been working on this 
project for many years.   
 
Council Member Rickman asked Mr. Jorgensen to research the date that the building 
was built and advise Council via e-mail.  Council Member Rickman stated he needed to 
ensure that non-profits are given time to come into compliance and not shut down. 

 
Mayor Ives stated he would rather close the doors than be unsafe. Mayor Ives stated he 
did not believe that was the approach staff was taking. 

 
Council Member Manne asked if approving the ordinance affects or escalates anything 
referred to with the Portuguese Hall.  Mr. Jorgensen stated no. 
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Council Member Young asked if it will become voluntary for the Portuguese Hall to install 
sprinklers.  Mr. Jorgensen stated if the building was built under the 1940 Uniform 
Building Code, then technically it should be built under that code.  However, if the 
building was built under the 1946 Uniform Building Code which requires sprinklers for a 
building of its size, then the City would do everything it can to meet the intent of the 
code. 

 
Council Member Young asked for information regarding how long a person is given to 
come into compliance.  Mr. Jorgensen provided various scenarios.  Mr. Jorgensen 
added that staff always works with residents to come into compliance. 
 
The Clerk read the title of proposed Ordinance 1192. 
 
It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member Manne to 
waive reading of the text.  Voice vote found all in favor; passed and so ordered.  
 
It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member Manne to 
adopt Ordinance 1192.  Roll call vote found all in favor; passed and so ordered. 

 
4. ACCEPT INFORMATION REGARDING SURLAND COMMUNITIES, LLC 

APPLICATION WITHDRAWAL – Bill Dean, Assistant Development Services Director, 
provided the staff report.  As mentioned at the City Council meeting on October 15, 
2013, Surland Communities LLC (Surland) submitted an application to amend the Ellis 
Specific Plan and the City’s General Plan in July, 2013. Surland recently submitted a 
letter requesting revisions to their application and is no longer seeking land use changes 
to the Ellis Specific Plan that would require consideration of an overrule. A revised 
application would be processed in accordance with normal application processing 
requirements including SJCOG review similar to any land use application in the airport 
influence area.  

 
There is no impact to the General Fund. Work on the Ellis project is recovered 
through the Cost Recovery Agreement between the City and Surland. 
 
Staff recommended that Council accept the information related to the Surland 
application. 
 
Mayor Ives invited members of the public to address Council on the item. 
 
Dave Anderson, President of the Tracy Airport Association, asked for clarification 
regarding Council directing staff to pursue an overrule.   
 
Steve Nicolaou thanked Mr. Dean for his professionalism in dealing with him and asked 
for clarification regarding the agenda description regarding withdrawal of the application.  
Mr. Dean stated the request is an amendment to their application.  Mr. Dean added that 
Ellis submitted an application to amend their Specific Plan removing everything related 
to land use changes that would require an overrule. 
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Mr. Nicolaou asked if any work on the overrule was now moot.  Mr. Dean stated yes.  
Mr. Nicolaou asked if the process includes the item returning to the San Joaquin Council 
of Government.  Mr. Dean stated yes. 
 
Council accepted the information related to the Surland Communities, LLC., application.  

 
5. INTRODUCTION OF AN ORDINANCE ADDING A NEW CHAPTER 3.12, 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING, TO THE CITY OF TRACY MUNICIPAL CODE – Kuldeep 
Sharma, City Engineer, provided the staff report.  Residents from the neighborhoods 
surrounding Tracy High School have been raising concerns for the past several years 
regarding students parking on residential streets fronting their properties. Due to the 
close proximity of the school grounds and school campus, students from Tracy High 
School routinely park their vehicles in these streets during school hours and during 
school events such as football games. At times most of the street parking is occupied by 
students parking, thereby leaving very few or no parking spaces for residents. The 
majority of the houses on both sides of the street have garages except a few who have 
converted garages into residential uses. Such residents rely on street parking only. In 
addition to parking concerns, residents have indicated there are other issues such as 
noise, loitering and littering.  
 
Development Services and the Tracy Police Department have worked with Tracy High 
School to educate the students, and the School Resource Officer has patrolled the area 
to improve traffic conditions. In 2008, City Council approved establishment of a three 
foot red zone on both sides of all driveways on Berverdor Avenue and Twelfth Street. In 
spite of these measures, residents continue to feel inconvenienced as parking 
challenges still exist during schools hours.  
 
Staff conducted several neighborhood meetings with residents of these streets to 
develop alternatives or solutions to resolve their concerns. Since all other options have 
been exhausted, the residents have requested establishment of permit parking on these 
two streets that would restrict parking to residents only.  
 
The School District has been kept aware of the City’s efforts to resolve this issue with 
the residents. The school was consulted at the time of street improvements establishing 
red zones on both sides of the driveways. A letter from School Superintendent Dr. 
James Franco was received on October 29, 2013 objecting to the proposed permit 
parking on these streets indicating that the school believes the situation has not changed 
substantially since the school was constructed in 1917. He further stated that offsite 
parking has been available to school students since that time; long before the 
neighborhood was developed and, therefore, should continue to be available. The 
school has also resolved to work with the City toward a mutually acceptable solution to 
the issue.  
 
Staff believes that the condition can be improved if additional parking is provided on the 
school site. The school can acquire certain properties located east of the school and 
convert the properties to parking spaces. However, the school does not have any short 
term plans towards acquisition of such properties. After exhausting this and other 
options, staff believes that resident/property owner concerns can best be addressed by 
establishing permit parking.   
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Staff reviewed permit parking programs adopted by other cities and developed an 
ordinance aimed at establishing permit parking in the affected neighborhood area. Staff 
developed a process similar to other cities after coordinating with the residents.  
 
For a request to be considered for preferential/permit parking, property owners would 
need to submit a petition to the City Engineer, which is signed by 60% of the property 
owners in the proposed area. The application request should include language 
describing general requirements and constraints of the permit parking. Following the 
receipt of the completed application, engineering staff would follow the steps listed below 
for the request to be approved.  
 
1. Staff holds an informational meeting for the residents/property owners explaining the 

process, costs, requirements, limitations, etc.  
2.  Staff completes a mail-in ballot to ensure support from 70% of the property owners of 

the neighborhood within the designated area. 
3.  Neighborhood property owners are informed of the ballot results. If the measure is 

supported by 70% of the property owners they will be requested to collect and 
provide funds payable to the City for the acquisition and installation of the required 
signage.  

4.  Engineering staff will inform Police Department staff of the mail-in ballot results.  
5.  After the receipt of funds from the residents and property owners, City Engineering 

staff will designate the permit parking boundary area and request the acquisition and 
installation of the signs.  

6.  Thirty days after the designation of the permit parking area, the parking zone will be 
established.  

7.  The Police Department will issue parking permits.  
8.  Parking enforcement will be performed on “Call for Service” by the Police 

Department parking interns or community service officers. If neither is available a 
police officer will respond.  

 
Following the approval of permit parking, the Police Department will issue, manage and 
enforce the permit parking program. At this time, the Police Department staff has 
determined it will provide permits at no cost to the residents or property owners as a pilot 
program. Depending upon future requests, Council may determine that annual permit 
fees would be required in the future.  
 
Based on the interest from the neighborhood community it is anticipated that property 
owners from only two streets, Twelfth Street and Berverdor Avenue between Mae 
Avenue and East Street, will pursue this program. If approved by the property owners 
there is potential of issuing 120 total permits. Therefore the fiscal impact is minimal. No 
major operation impact is anticipated at this time.  
 
The existing City code does not allow permit or preferential parking. In order to allow 
permit parking within the City, Council must approve the addition of a new chapter in the 
ordinance that provides a tool to resolve citizen’s concerns and provides a mechanism to 
install preferential/permit parking.  
 
There will be minimal impact to the General Fund. No major operational impact is 
anticipated by the Police Department at this time. However, if preferential parking is 
extended to other areas of the City, further impact studies will need to be performed. The 
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establishment of a preferential parking/permit parking zone will be implemented by 
engineering staff. The cost for acquisition and installation of signs will be collected from 
the property owners requesting the preferential/permit parking. Issuance of parking 
permits will be performed by Police Department staff.  
 
Staff recommended that Council introduce an ordinance adding Chapter 3.12, 
Preferential Parking to the Tracy Municipal Code. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel asked if the process described was a best practice versus a 
statutory requirement.  Mr. Sharma stated it was a hybrid of the City’s existing traffic 
calming policy and the proposed permit parking program.   
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel asked how staff would assess the cost of the signs.  Mr. Sharma 
stated they estimated eight signs would be needed, including installation costs divided 
between the 34 property owners. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel asked if the cost information would be made available to the 
property owners.  Mr. Sharma stated yes. 
 
Council Member Young asked if introducing the ordinance can transition to other 
neighborhoods throughout the City.  Mr. Sharma stated that was correct; it allows the 
establishment of permit parking in the City.  Mr. Sharma added that staff would work with 
residents to resolve issues before considering permit parking.     
 
Council Member Young stated she was concerned that all property owners will pursue 
this option.  Council Member Young asked if there were opportunities for the residents 
and the school to discuss the situation.   
 
Council Member Manne asked if any consideration was given regarding a shared use 
with the West Side Irrigation District (WSID).  Mr. Sharma stated the WSID lines go east 
to west behind some of the houses that back up to the park.  Mr. Sharma added that in 
order to create public parking, a driveway would be needed along with other 
improvements.  Mr. Sharma stated parking on the school site has been explored. 
 
Council Member Rickman asked for clarification regarding 60 stalls not being used at 
Tracy High. Mr. Sharma stated construction had occurred on site which blocked some of 
the parking stalls.  Mr. Sharma added that since construction has ended, staff has not 
seen a decrease of parking on Berverdor Avenue and Twelfth Street.   
 
Council Member Rickman asked if the ordinance can be site specific.  Dan Sodergren, 
City Attorney, stated it was possible to limit the ordinance to a location or locations. 
 
Council Member Rickman stated his understanding was that the ordinance was a trial 
and included a sunset.  Mr. Sharma stated that could be done. 
 
Mayor Ives asked if the neighbors on Highland Avenue have complained.  Mr. Sharma 
stated only residents on Berverdor Avenue and Twelfth Street have complained.  
 
Mayor Ives invited members of the public to address Council on the item. 
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Melissa Furtado, a resident of Twelfth Street, discussed daily struggles she encounters 
including entering and exiting her home, foul language, garbage, and students smoking 
and hanging out in the neighborhood.  Ms. Furtado provided Council with a copy of 
pictures of her neighborhood since the last Council meeting. 
 
Mayor Ives asked Ms. Furtado if she liked the ordinance.  Ms. Furtado stated she was in 
favor of the ordinance. 
 
Robert Tanner asked if the ordinance was citywide and could be done anywhere by 70% 
of the voters.  Mr. Sharma stated the ordinance could be used anywhere in the City and 
that the sunset clause only dealt with the fees. 
 
Robert Tanner asked what would be done when the students begin to park in the City 
parking lot.  Captain Watney indicated there are municipal code violations regarding 
parking at City Hall during business hours.   
 
Curtis Brown, a resident of Twelfth Street, stated he would happily give his free space to 
the Superintendent.  Mr. Brown stated he has replaced four car mirrors that have been 
hit during school hours.   
 
A resident explained that the Police Department conducted a survey regarding violations 
occurring on Twelfth Street. The resident explained that she has to leave 30 minutes 
early to be able to exit her driveway to avoid being late.     
 
Dave Anderson stated if the City implements permit parking on these two streets, it will 
only move the problem, suggesting the City needed to look at a larger area.   
 
Ms. Furtado asked Council to visit the neighborhood. 
 
Dr. Christina McDougall, a resident of Berverdor Avenue, shared the problems she 
encounters including trash, parents using profanity, and blocked access to her home. Dr. 
McDougall asked what time frame was covered by the permits.  Mr. Sharma stated 
weekdays. 
 
Mayor Ives closed the public hearing. 
 
Council Member Young asked about the 60 parking spaces on the school site.  Captain 
Watney stated he conducted a survey and on average found 17 student parking spaces 
and 22 teacher parking spaces available at various times during the day. 
 
Council Member Young stated she was concerned that the parking issue will not 
change.  Council Member Young stated some of the other concerns noted such as litter, 
dropping off students, smoking, and hanging out will not be eliminated with permit 
parking; that it was a character issue.  Council Member Young stated she did not believe 
permit parking will address all the issues. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel stated this has been a longstanding issue.  Mayor Pro Tem 
Maciel stated he disagrees with Dr. Franco on this issue stating the community has 
grown, lifestyles have changed, and there is a higher percentage of teenagers driving.  



Regular Meeting Minutes 12 January 21, 2014 

 

Mayor Pro Tem Maciel stated the school needs to be more proactive.  Mayor Pro Tem 
Maciel stated this action may be a step in the right direction.   
 
Council Member Manne stated he was a little disappointed that the School District has 
let the concerns get this far.  Regarding an ordinance, Council Member Manne stated he 
was hesitant to add more rules to the books.  Council Member Manne added that this 
was not the end of the conversation; students have their reasons for why they park 
where there do.  Council Member Manne stated this was an opportunity to fix the 
problem on Berverdor Avenue and Twelfth Street and is in favor of the ordinance. 
 
Council Member Rickman stated the ordinance has to be specific to these two areas 
(Twelfth Street and Berverdor Avenue); it should not be city-wide.  Council Member 
Rickman stated he would like to see a sunset provision added.   
 
Mayor Ives stated he was not in favor of an ordinance, but was in favor of a pilot project 
which calls for the city to set up signs and after a set time, determine if the program 
worked.  Mayor Ives stated he believed the number of parking spaces have decreased 
due to the various campus improvements.   
 
Council Member Young stated she agreed with the Mayor’s approach, but added she 
was concerned that many of the issues will remain.   
 
Mayor Ives stated this action will put the School District on notice and added that the 
school district has to come to the table. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel asked if what was being proposed would have to come back to 
Council.  Mr. Sodergren stated preferential parking would have to be adopted by 
resolution or ordinance.  Mr. Sodergren added that if Council wanted to pursue a pilot 
program, they would need to provide staff with specific direction. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel stated he supported a city-wide ordinance that creates a 
mechanism to approach the problem as has been laid out and would consider it on an 
interim basis.   
 
Mayor Ives proposed 18 months for the pilot program.  Mayor Ives recommended putting 
the School District on notice that they need to work on enforcement for on-site parking 
and notification to students and parents to not park in the residential neighborhoods.   
 
Mr. Sodergren clarified Council direction was to limit the pilot program to Berverdor 
Avenue and Twelfth Street, return after 18 months, and that the City would cover the 
costs of the signs. 
 
Council Member Young asked how soon the pilot program could begin.  Mr. Sharma 
stated the signs could be installed within three weeks. 
 
It was moved by Council Member Manne and seconded by Council Member Rickman to 
direct staff to bring back a resolution for Council consideration regarding a pilot program 
addressing parking concerns on Berverdor Avenue and Twelfth Street.  Voice vote found 
all in favor; passed and so ordered.  
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Mayor Ives called for a recess at 9:54 p.m., reconvening at 10:02 p.m. 
 

6. DISCUSS AND PROVIDE DIRECTION ON A COUNCIL COMMUNICATIONS POLICY 
– It was Council consensus to move discussion of the item to the February 18, 2014 
Council meeting. 

 
7. SECOND READING AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 1190 AN ORDINANCE OF 

THE CITY OF TRACY AMENDING THE EASTLAKE PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 
TO REMOVE A FIVE-ACRE SITE PREVIOUSLY DESIGNATED FOR A SCHOOL, 
AMENDING THE ELISSAGARAY RANCH PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT TO 
REMOVE A FIVE-ACRE SITE PREVIOUSLY DESIGNATED FOR A SCHOOL, AND 
CREATING A NEW PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT FOR THE TOTAL TEN-ACRE 
SITE KNOWN AS THE ELISSAGARAY INFILL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT.  THE 
PROJECT IS LOCATED ON DOMINIQUE DRIVE BETWEEN EASTLAKE CIRCLE AND 
BASQUE DRIVE, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBERS 252-50-24 AND 252-260-01. THE 
APPLICANT AND PROPERTY OWNER IS TVC TRACY HOLDCO, LLC. APPLICATION 
NUMBER PUD12-0003 - Mayor Ives excused himself from consideration of the item. 
 
The Clerk read the title of proposed Ordinance 1190. 
 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel invited members of the public to address Council on the item.  
There was no one wishing to address Council. 
 
It was moved by Council Member Rickman and seconded by Council Member Manne to 
waive the reading of the text.  Voice vote found Council Members Manne, Rickman, 
Young and Mayor Pro Tem Maciel in favor; Mayor Ives abstained. 
 
It was moved by Council Member Rickman and seconded by Council Member Manne to 
adopt Ordinance 1190.  Roll call vote Council Members Manne, Rickman, Young and 
Mayor Pro Tem Maciel in favor; Mayor Ives abstained. 
 

8. SECOND READING AND ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE 1191 AN ORDINANCE OF 
THE CITY OF TRACY, AMENDING SECTION 3.08.580, OF CHAPTER 3.08 (TRAFFIC 
REGULATIONS) OF TITLE 3 (PUBLIC SAFETY) OF THE TRACY MUNICIPAL CODE  
  
The Clerk read the title of proposed Ordinance 1191. 
 
Mayor Ives invited members of the public to address Council on the item.  There was no 
one wishing to address Council. 
 
It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member Manne to 
waive the reading of the text.  Voice vote found all in favor; passed and so ordered.   
 
It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member Manne to 
adopt Ordinance 1191.   Roll call vote found all in favor; passed and so ordered. 
 

9. ITEMS FROM THE AUDIENCE – None. 
 
10. STAFF ITEMS  
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A. Receive and Accept the City Manager Informational Update – Leon Churchill, Jr., 
City Manager, provided the staff report. 
 
Council accepted the City Manager Informational Update. 

 
11. COUNCIL ITEMS 

 
A. Appoint Applicants to the Parks and Community Services Commission - Council 

Member Manne reported that he and Mayor Pro Tem Maciel interviewed 17 
applicants.   
 
It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council Member 
Manne to reappoint Gene Birk and Alexander Holguin, and appoint Janice 
Johnson to the Parks and Community Services Commission with terms expiring 
January 1, 2018.  Leslie Douglas, Patrick O’Brien, and William Helpley were 
placed on the eligibility list. Voice vote found all in favor; passed and so ordered.  

 
B. Review Appointments to Council Committees – Maria A. Hurtado, Assistant City 

Manager, provided the staff report.  Appointments to Council subcommittees 
are reviewed on an annual basis. The appointments were last reviewed on 
January 15, 2013.  

 
Some committees may need to be deleted from the list if they are no longer 
active or if Council participation is no longer required. Likewise, active 
committees not on the list may need to be added. Council members may be 
reappointed to the same committees on which they are currently serving, or 
new assignments can be made upon request. 
 
There were no changes to the existing Council appointments. 
 

Council Member Rickman reminded everyone that the Parks Activity Guide still had 
opportunities for individuals to get involved.  Council Member Rickman invited those 
with any special skills that would be willing to teach to please contact the Parks 
Department. 
 
 

12. ADJOURNMENT - It was moved by Mayor Pro Tem Maciel and seconded by Council 
Member Manne to adjourn.  Voice vote found all in favor; passed and so ordered.  Time:  
10:17 p.m. 

 
 
The above agenda was posted at the Tracy City Hall on January 16, 2014.  The above are 
summary minutes.  A recording is available at the office of the City Clerk. 
 
 
      ____________________________ 
      Mayor 
 
___________________________ 
City Clerk 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.B 
 
REQUEST 
 

ACCEPTANCE OF THE SENIOR CENTER AND TRANSIT STATION MISCELLANEOUS 
IMPROVEMENTS CIPS 78136 A AND 77544 A, COMPLETED BY BOCKMON & WOODY 
ELECTRIC, INCORPORATED OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA, AND AUTHORIZATION 
FOR THE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The contractor, Bockmon & Woody Electric Company, Incorporated of Stockton, California, 
has completed construction of the Senior Center and Transit Station miscellaneous 
improvements CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A in accordance with project plans, specifications, 
and contract documents.  Project costs are within the available budget.  Staff recommends 
City Council accept the project, file notice of completion and enable the City to release the 
contractor’s bonds and retention. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

The scope of work for the Senior Center project included installation of a security camera, 
decorative water fountain which included electrical and plumbing, and a bike rack.  The 
Transit Station project scope of work included a vehicle charging station, electrical work, 
signage and striping.  Project plans and specifications were prepared in-house by 
engineering staff.  
 
Public Contract Code Section 22032 and 22036 allows a public agency to procure informal 
bids for projects with an anticipated cost less than $50,000. Since this project falls under 
this category, it was advertised for informal bids on the City of Tracy website and builder’s 
exchanges on November 8, 2013.  Three bids were received on November 26, 2013.  
 
On December 19, 2013, the City Manager, in accordance with TMC 2.20.260 executed the 
agreement with the lowest monetary bidder, Bockmon & Woody Electric Company, 
Incorporated of Stockton, California, in the amount of $33,915 for the Senior Center & 
Transit Station miscellaneous improvements CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A. 
 
One change order in the amount of $2,511.17 was issued for the project which included the 
installation of three bollards and wheel stops for the vehicle charging station. 
 
Status of budget and project cost is as follows: 
 

            A. Construction Contract Amount                      $  33,915.00 
       B.  Change order      $    2,511.17 
       C.  Design, Construction Inspections (Estimated) $    4,000.00 
       D.  Citywide Project Management (Estimated)  $    6,000.00 
 
  Total Project Costs     $  46,426.17    

 Budgeted Amount         $  50,000.00 
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The project has been completed within the available budget, on schedule, per plans, 
specifications, and City of Tracy standards.    

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and does not relate to the Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A are approved Capital Improvement Projects with sufficient 
funding to cover the total project costs.  There is no fiscal impact to the General Fund.  
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council accept, by resolution, the Senior Center and Transit Station 
miscellaneous improvements CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A, completed by Bockmon & 
Woody Electric Company, Incorporated, of Stockton, California, and authorize the City 
Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the San Joaquin County Recorder.  The City 
Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the construction contract, will release the bonds 
and retention payment. 

 
Prepared by:  Paul Verma, Senior Civil Engineer 
 
Reviewed by: Victoria Dion, City Engineer/Assistant Development Services Director 
  Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager   
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager  



RESOLUTION ___________ 
 

ACCEPTING THE SENIOR CENTER AND TRANSIT STATION MISCELLANEOUS 
IMPROVEMENTS CIPS 78136-A AND 77544-A, COMPLETED BY BOCKMON & WOODY 

ELECTRIC COMPANY, INCORPORATED OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA, AND 
AUTHORIZINGTHE CITY CLERK TO FILE A NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

 
WHEREAS, On December 19, 2013, the City Manager, in accordance with TMC 

2.20.260 executed the agreement with the lowest monetary bidder, Bockmon & Woody Electric 
Company, Incorporated of Stockton, California, in the amount of $33,915 for the Senior Center 
and Transit Station miscellaneous improvements CIPS 78136A & 77544A, and 

 
WHEREAS, The contractor has completed construction of the Senior Center and Transit 

Station miscellaneous improvements CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A in accordance with project 
plans, specifications, and contract documents, and 

 
WHEREAS, One change order was received in the amount of $2,511.17, and 

 
WHEREAS, Status of budget and project costs are estimated to be as follows: 
 

            A. Construction Contract Amount                      $ 33,915.00 
       B.  Change order      $   2,511.17 
       C.  Design, Construction Inspections (Estimated) $   4,000.00 
       D.  Citywide Project Management (Estimated)  $   6,000.00 
 
  Total Project Costs     $ 46,426.17  

 Budgeted Amount         $ 50,000.00 
 
   

WHEREAS, CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A are approved Capital Improvement Projects 
with sufficient funding to cover the total project costs.  There is no fiscal impact to the General 
Fund; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council accepts the Senior Center 
and Transit Station miscellaneous improvements CIPS 78136-A and 77544-A completed by 
Bockmon and Woody Electric Company, Incorporated, of Stockton, California, and authorizes 
the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the San Joaquin County Recorder.  The 
City Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the construction contract, will release the bonds 
and retention payment. 

 
 

* * * * * * * * * * 
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 The foregoing Resolution 2014 -____________ was adopted by the City Council on the 
15th day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

              
          MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
    
CITY CLERK 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM  
 
REQUEST 
 

ACCEPTANCE OF THE TRANSIT STATION SECURITY CAMERAS CIP 77545, 
COMPLETED BY BOCKMON & WOODY ELECTRIC OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA, 
AND AUTHORIZATION FOR THE CITY CLERK TO FILE THE NOTICE OF 
COMPLETION 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The contractor has completed construction of the Transit Station Security Cameras CIP 
77545, in accordance with plans, specifications, and contract documents.  Project costs 
are within the available budget.  Staff recommends City Council accept the project and 
authorize the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the San Joaquin County 
Recorder.  The City Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the construction contract, 
will release the bonds and retention payment. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

July 2, 2013, City Council awarded a construction contract to Bockmon & Woody Electric 
of Stockton, California, in the amount of $142,173 for the Transit Station Security 
Cameras CIP 77545. 
 
The project scope included installation of an interior and exterior security camera system 
for 5,000 square feet of Tracy Transit Building and 40,000 square feet of the adjacent 
parking lot. The security camera system consisted of four interior cameras and 16 
exterior cameras including site electrical work, server, trenching, paving, and directional 
boring.  

 
One change order totaling a net credit to the City in amount of $2,808.40 was issued for 
the project which included deletion of certification of the IT staff and additional work for 
removal of excessive paint markings at the project site. 
  
Status of budget and project cost is as follows:   
      
A. Construction Contract Amount                 $142,173.00 
B. Approved Change orders               ($   2,808.40) 
C. Design, construction management, inspection,  $ 28,856.40 
 Testing , Miscellaneous 
 Expenses including permit fees    
D. Project Overhead Charges     $  27,240.00 
      

      Total Project Costs      $195,461.00 
Budgeted Amount     $200,000.00 
  

The project has been completed within the available budget, within the time frame of the 
original contract plus the time extension given to the contactor.  
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STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and is not related to the City Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT 
 

CIP 77545 is an approved Capital Improvement Project with entire funding received 
through a State Grant.  There will be no fiscal impact to the General Fund. All remaining 
funds will be used to secure certification of the City IT staff for operational and 
maintenance of the security camera system. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council, by resolution, accept construction of the Transit Station Security 
Cameras CIP 77545, completed by Bockmon & Woody Electric of Stockton, California, 
and authorize the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the San Joaquin 
County Recorder.  The City Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the construction 
contract, will release the bonds and retention payment. 

 
Prepared by:  Paul Verma, Senior Civil Engineer 
   
Reviewed by: Victoria Dion, City Engineer/Assistant Development Services Director 
  Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager   
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager  
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RESOLUTION 2014- ______ 
 

ACCEPTING THE TRANSIT STATION SECURITY CAMERAS CIP 77545, COMPLETED BY 
BOCKMON & WOODY ELECTRIC OF STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA, AND AUTHORIZING THE 

CITY CLERK TO FILE THE NOTICE OF COMPLETION 
 

WHEREAS, On July 2, 2013, City Council awarded a construction contract to Bockmon 
& Woody Electric of Stockton, California, in the amount of $142,173 for Transit Station Security 
Cameras CIP 77545 , and 
 

WHEREAS, The contractor has completed construction of the Transit Station Security 
Cameras CIP 77545, in accordance with plans, specifications, and contract documents.  Project 
costs are within the available budget, and 
 

WHEREAS, One change order was received in the credit amount of $2,808.40, and 
 

WHEREAS, Status of budget and project costs are estimated to be as follows: 
 
A. Construction Contract Amount                 $142,173.00 
B. Approved Change orders               ($   2,808.40) 
C. Design, construction management, inspection,  $ 28,856.40 
 Testing, Miscellaneous 
 Expenses including permit fees    
D. Project Overhead Charges     $  27,240.00 
      

      Total Project Costs      $195,461.00 
Budgeted Amount     $200,000.00 

 
WHEREAS, CIP 77545 is an approved Capital Improvement Project with sufficient 

funding and there will be no fiscal impact to the General Fund. All remaining funds will be 
transferred back into the Transit Capital Fund F573; 
   

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council accepts the construction of 
the Transit Station Security Cameras CIP 77545, completed by Bockmon & Woody Electric of 
Stockton, California, and authorizes the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the 
San Joaquin County Recorder.  The City Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the 
construction contract, will release the bonds and retention payment. 

 
 
 
 

* * * * * * * * * *  
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 The foregoing Resolution 2014-_______ was adopted by City Council on the 15th day of 
April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

 

      
        ____________   
       MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
  ______  
CITY CLERK 

 
 

 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM  
 
REQUEST 
 

ACCEPTANCE OF THE TRAFFIC RELATED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS - 

CIPs 72072, 72080, AND 72083, COMPLETED BY TENNYSON ELECTRIC OF 

LIVERMORE, CALIFORNIA, AND AUTHORIZE THE CITY CLERK TO FILE THE 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
The contractor, Tennyson Electric of Livermore, California, has completed construction 
of the Traffic Signal Modification at Eleventh Street and East Street, Traffic Signal 
Controller replacement at Tracy Boulevard and Vallerand Drive, and STAA 
Improvements at MacArthur Drive and Pescadero Avenue - CIPs 72072, 72080, and 
72083, in accordance with project plans, specifications, and contract documents.  
Project costs are within the available budget.  Staff recommends Council accept the 
project to enable the City Engineer to release the contractor’s bonds and retention. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

On July 16, 2013, City Council awarded a construction contract to Tennyson Electric of 
Livermore, California, in the amount of $245,938 for the Traffic Signal modification at 
Eleventh Street and East Street (CIP  72072), Traffic Signal Controller Replacement at 
Tracy Boulevard and Vallerand Drive (CIP 72080), and STAA Improvements at 
MacArthur Drive and Pescadero Avenue (CIP 72083). 
 
The modification of Eleventh Street and East Street Project - CIP 72072, provided new 
traffic signal poles, mast arms, LED lighting, audible pedestrian signal heads, 
countdown pedestrian heads, traffic controllers, service, CCTV Camera, etc. The 
existing outdated 170 Controller was replaced with the new 2070 Controller to meet 
current State Department of Transportation standards.   
 
The Tracy Boulevard and Vallerand Drive Project - CIP 72080, provided replacement of 
the existing 170 Traffic Controller with a new 2070 Traffic Controller including 
associated improvements. 
 
The MacArthur Drive and Pescadero Avenue Intersection Project - CIP 72083, provided 
Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA) improvements at this intersection to 
make it accessible for larger trucks. 
 
The project has been completed within the available budget, on schedule, per plans, 
specifications and City of Tracy standards.    
 
No change orders were issued.  
 
Status of budget and project costs is as follows: 
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      A. Construction Contract Amount                      $245,938 
B. Design, construction management, inspection, 

  Testing, & miscellaneous expenses (Estimated) $  10,246    
      C. Project Management Charges (Estimated)  $  14,498 

 
  Total Project Costs     $ 270,682 

 Budgeted Amount         $ 327,000    
 

STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and is not related to the City Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

CIPs 72072, 72080, and 72083, are approved Capital Improvement Projects with 
sufficient funding and there will be no fiscal impact to the General Fund. All remaining 
unused funds will be transferred back into the Gas Tax Fund.       
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council, by resolution, accept the Traffic Signal Modification at Eleventh Street 
and East Street, Traffic Signal Controller Replacement at Tracy Boulevard and 
Vallerand Drive, and STAA improvements at MacArthur Drive and Pescadero Avenue - 
CIPs 72072, 72080, and 72083, completed by Tennyson Electric of Livermore, 
California, and authorize the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the San 
Joaquin County Recorder.  The City Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the 
construction contract, will release the bonds and retention payment. 

    
Prepared by:  Paul Verma, Senior Civil Engineer 
 
Reviewed by: Victoria Dion, City Engineer/Assistant Development Services Director 
  Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager   
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager  
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RESOLUTION 2014- ______ 
 
ACCEPTING THE TRAFFIC RELATED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS - CIPs 72072, 

72080, AND 72083, COMPLETED BY TENNYSON ELECTRIC OF LIVERMORE, 
CALIFORNIA, AND AUTHORIZING THE CITY CLERK TO FILE THE NOTICE OF 

COMPLETION 
 

WHEREAS, On July 16, 2013, City Council awarded a construction contract to 
Tennyson Electric of Livermore, California, in the amount of $245,938 for the Traffic Signal 
Modification at Eleventh Street and East Street, Traffic Signal Controller replacement at Tracy 
Boulevard and Vallerand Drive, and STAA Improvements at MacArthur Drive and Pescadero 
Avenue - CIPs 72072, 72080, and 72083, and 
 

WHEREAS, Traffic Signal Modification at Eleventh Street and East Street, Traffic Signal 
Controller replacement at Tracy Boulevard and Vallerand Drive, and STAA Improvements at 
MacArthur Drive and Pescadero Avenue - CIPs 72072, 72080, and 72083 were completed in 
accordance with project plans, specifications, and contract documents.  Project costs are within 
the available budget, and 
 

WHEREAS, No change orders were received, and 
 

WHEREAS, Status of budget and project costs are estimated to be as follows: 
 
      A. Construction Contract Amount                      $245,938 

B. Design, construction management, inspection, 
  Testing, & miscellaneous expenses (Estimated) $  10,246    

      C. Project Management Charges (Estimated)  $  14,498 
 

  Total Project Costs     $ 270,682 
 Budgeted Amount         $ 327,000    
  
   
WHEREAS, CIPs 72072, 72080, and 72083 are approved Capital Improvement Projects 

with sufficient funding and there will be no fiscal impact to the General Fund;      
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council accepts the Traffic Signal 

Modification at Eleventh Street and East Street, Traffic Signal Controller replacement at Tracy 
Boulevard and Vallerand Drive, and STAA Improvements at MacArthur Drive and Pescadero 
Avenue - CIPs 72072, 72080, and 72083, completed by Tennyson Electric of Livermore, 
California, and authorizes the City Clerk to record the Notice of Completion with the San 
Joaquin County Recorder’s Office.  The City Engineer, in accordance with the terms of the 
construction contract, will release the bonds and retention payment. 

 
 

* * * * * * 
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 The foregoing Resolution 2014-_______ was adopted by City Council on the 15th Day of 
April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS:   

                       
       MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
                
CITY CLERK 



 April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.E 
 
REQUEST 
 

ADOPTION OF THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AS REQUIRED PER 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) FOR THE MACARTHUR 
DRIVE WIDENING BETWEEN SCHULTE ROAD AND VALPICO ROAD - CIP 73126, 
AND FEDERAL PROJECT NO. STPL-5192(033) 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

Staff is recommending that City Council adopt the proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for the proposed MacArthur Drive Widening between Schulte Road and 
Valpico Road which is required for projects that are allocated Federal funds. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

The existing MacArthur Drive south of Schulte Road and north of Valpico Road varies 
between two lanes and four lanes and needs to be widened to accommodate four travel 
lanes. The proposed widening is needed to accommodate the traffic volumes generated 
by the existing, approved and planned development, thus maintaining the operational 
level of service at an acceptable level. 
 
Therefore, it is necessary to reconstruct and widen an approximately 5,000 foot segment 
of said road between Schulte Road and Valpico Road from two lanes to four lanes.  The 
proposed widening includes modification of three traffic signals, construction of curbs, 
gutters, wheel chair ramps, Class II bike lanes, sidewalks, street lights, landscaping, 
traffic marking and striping and storm drainage system improvements. 

 
Since a majority of the funding for planning, design and construction of this project is 
provided by the Federal Highway Program, it is prudent that the project complies with 
both the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). 

 
The City’s consultant has prepared the NEPA documents and Caltrans, as a lead 
agency for the NEPA process, has approved the subject documents.   
 
The City of Tracy is the lead agency for the CEQA process and the consultant has 
completed the required documents including notices to interested agencies and the 
public for their review and comments.  The Mitigated Negative Declaration has been 
prepared based on the comments received.  The 30 day public circulation of the Initial 
Study took place between October 25, 2013, and November 24, 2013.  The Mitigated 
Negative Declaration concludes that the project will not have a significant impact on the 
environment with the inclusion of appropriate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures included in the study.  Staff recommends that the City Council adopt the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration for this project. 
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STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and is not related to City Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

There is no impact to the City’s General Fund.  All costs related to the preparation of 
these documents are paid from the allocated fund of $542,900, Federal TEA Grant. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council, by resolution, adopt the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for 
the MacArthur Drive Widening between Schulte Road and Valpico Road - CIP 73126, 
and Federal Project No. STPL-5192(033). 

 
Prepared by:  Zabih Zaca, Senior Civil Engineer 
 
Reviewed by:  Victoria Dion, City Engineer/Assistant Development Services Director 

Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 

Approved by:   Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
ATTACHMENT  
Attachment A:  Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study  
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

PROJECT TITLE 
MacArthur Drive Widening between Schulte Road and Valpico Road  

LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS 
City of Tracy 
333 Civic Center Plaza 
Tracy, CA 95376 

CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER 
Zabih Zaca, Senior Civil Engineer 
Development and Engineering Services Department 
City of Tracy 
(209) 831-6452 

PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS 
City of Tracy 
333 Civic Center Plaza 
Tracy, CA 95376 

PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING 
MacArthur Drive is located in the eastern portion of the City of Tracy and extends from its northern 

terminus at Delta Avenue in unincorporated San Joaquin County south through the corporate limits 

of the City of Tracy to its southern terminus in unincorporated San Joaquin County near the 

California Aqueduct (Figure 1). Within the corporate limits of Tracy, this roadway varies between 

two lanes and four lanes. Much of the southern segment of MacArthur Drive currently has two 

lanes, including the segment within the project limits (Figure 2). The posted speed limit on 

MacArthur Drive varies from 40 to 45 miles per hour. This roadway is classified as a major arterial 

in the City of Tracy General Plan Circulation Element. 

The northern limits of the proposed project (Figure 3) begin at Schulte Road, which is an east-west 

roadway that extends from Chrisman Road in the east to its current terminus located 

approximately 2000 feet to the west of South Corral Hollow Road. This roadway varies between 

two lanes and four lanes with bicycle lanes and sidewalks on certain sections. The roadway is four 

lanes west of MacArthur Drive and two lanes east of MacArthur Drive. Schulte Road is classified as a 

major arterial in the City of Tracy General Plan Circulation Element. 

PURPOSE AND NEED 
The purpose of the proposed project is to upgrade an approximately 5,000-foot segment of 

MacArthur Drive between Schulte Road and Valpico Road to a four-lane major arterial. The 

proposed project is needed to accommodate the traffic volumes generated by existing, approved, 

and planned development, thus maintaining the operational level of service at acceptable levels. 

The proposed project is also needed to improve safety, connectivity, and mobility for bicycl ists, 
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pedestrians, transit users, and motorists of all ages and abilities by upgrading the facility to a 

continuous and complete roadway with improved drainage, lighting, landscaping, striping, traffic 

markings, and ADA access.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The City of Tracy proposes to reconstruct and widen an approximately 5,000-foot segment of 

MacArthur Drive between Schulte Road and Valpico Road from two lanes to four lanes. The 

proposed project includes modification of three (3) traffic signals at East Lake Drive, Yosemite 

Avenue, and Schulte Road, including construction of curb, gutter, wheel chair ramps, class II bike 

lanes, continuous sidewalks, streetlights, landscaping, traffic marking and striping.  

The project includes the following design improvements on MacArthur Drive:  

 Intersection widening/re-striping from Schulte Road to Valpico Road to provide two travel 

lanes in each direction  

 Center median from Schulte Road to De Bord Drive that allows for left-turn pockets at 

intersections  

 Traffic signal modifications at Schulte Road, Eastlake Drive, and Yosemite Avenue 

intersections  

 Class II bicycle lanes in both directions  

 Complete sidewalk network on both sides of the street  

 Construction of curb, gutter, wheel chair ramps, street lights and landscaping.  

The relocation of an overhead power line on the westside of MacArthur Drive from Valpico Road to 

just south of De Bord Drive may require the removal of three residential structures. Additionally, 

the proposed project may include the construction of noise attenuation features at four locations 

along MacArthur Drive.  

The proposed project is included in the City's approved Capital Improvement Program and is 

programmed as a Tier 1 project in the 2011 San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Plan with 

an "Open to Traffic Year" of 2012 (MPO ID: SJ07-3108/CTIPS IS: 212-0000-0427).  

The proposed project has an estimated cost of $5,638,900. The proposed project is partly funded 

from Infill and Industrial Area Specific Plan development impact fees and a Federal TEA Grant. A 

recent award of a Federal TEA grant for $542,900 has facilitated the design and acquisition of 

rights-of-ways for this project. The project has also received approval for additional funding from a 

Federal grant for $1,146,000 due in FY 2012-13. The remaining funding for completion of the 

proposed project will be from Infill development impact fees and gas tax. Additional funding will 

also be solicited from Federal grants. Depending on the availability of funds, the project may be 

completed in multiple phases.  
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Figure 1: Regional Map 
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Figure 2: Vicinity Map  
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Figure 3: Project Limits (North)  
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Figure 4: Project Limits (South)  
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The southern limits of the proposed project (Figure 4) begin at Valpico Road, which is an east-west 

roadway that extends from Chrisman Road in the east to Lammers Road in the west. The roadway is 

two lanes east of MacArthur Drive, and mostly four lanes west of MacArthur Drive. The posted 

speed limit varies from 35 to 45 miles per hour. Valpico Road is classified as a major arterial in the 

City of Tracy General Plan Circulation Element. 

The segment of MacArthur Drive within the project limits provides access to residential 

neighborhoods via the following local roadways: Peerless Way (± 450 ft. south of Schulte Rd.), 

Janice Way (± 900 ft. south of Schulte Rd.), Yosemite Drive (± 1350 ft. south of Schulte Rd.), 

Dardanelle Drive (± 2150 ft. south of Schulte Rd.), Eastlake Drive (± 2250 ft. north of Valpico Rd.), 

and De Bord Drive (±1300 ft. north of Valpico Rd.).  

ALTERNATIVES 
During the project planning phase, two alternatives were considered: the “No -Build” Alternative 

and the “Build” Alternative (Figures 5 and 6).  

Build Alternative 

The “Build” Alternative proposes to widen MacArthur Drive into a four-lane roadway, through the 

acquisition of right-of-way where curbs and gutters, sidewalks, and bikeways are currently absent. 

This alternative would involve the removal of K rails and street signs that currently mark the 

narrowing of the asphalt pavement; the construction of wider asphalt pavement sections with 

curbs and gutters; and the provision of sidewalks and bikeways. The existing roadway striping 

would also be revised or restriped to reflect the new four-lane configuration.  

Overhead power transmission lines currently run along the western edge of the roadway. As part of 

this alternative, utility poles and overhead lines would be moved away from the planned travel 

lanes and relocated at the edge of the new right-of-way (in the future parkway area). The relocation 

of the power line on the westside of MacArthur Drive from Valpico Road to just south of De Bord 

Drive may require the removal of three residential structures. This alternative may also include the 

construction of noise attenuation at four locations along MacArthur Drive to ensure acceptable 

noise levels at existing residences. 

This alternative would require the reconstruction/relocation of private property walls/fences, 

railings, fire hydrants, utility boxes, and mailboxes at locations where these minor structures 

currently exist within the proposed right-of-way. Adjustments to driveway grades would be 

necessary to match the new roadway grade.  

Modifications to the existing traffic signals, including renovation of the signal arms, would be made 

at three intersections: MacArthur Drive at Eastlake Drive, Yosemite Avenue, and Schulte Road. ADA 

ramps would be constructed at intersections where these have not been provided, and streetlights 

would be placed along the new sidewalks. Drainage inlets would also be constructed to connect to 

existing storm drain lines. 

No-Build Alternative 
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The “No Build” Alternative would leave existing conditions, with no change to the existing two -lane 

configuration of MacArthur Drive. Half-sections of the street would remain wider, with curbs and 

gutters, sidewalks, and parkways, while other half-sections would continue to exist in narrower 

conditions, with dirt shoulders and no sidewalks. Under the “No Build” Alternative, the roadway’s 

operational level of service is anticipated to degrade to unacceptable levels as future traffic volumes 

increase. There would also be a continued lack of connectivity and mobility within the community 

from gaps in the sidewalks, bikeways, and parkways along MacArthur Drive. This alternative would 

not meet the objectives of the project and has been dismissed from further consideration. 

OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED (E.G., PERMITS, ETC.) 
The City of Tracy will be the Lead Agency for construction of proposed project pursuant to the State 

Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Section 15050.  

The following additional agency approvals/permits will apply proposed project:  

 California Department of Transportation (Caltrans): NEPA Lead Agency 

 Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB): NPDES permit 
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Figure 5: Build Alternative 
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Figure 6: No Build Alternative 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 

least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the 

following pages. 

 Aesthetics   Agriculture Resources   Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources   Geology /Soils 

 Hazards & Hazardous 

Materials 

 Hydrology / Water Quality   Land Use / Planning 

 Mineral Resources   Noise   Population / Housing 

 Public Services   Recreation   Transportation/Traffic 

 Utilities / Service Systems   Mandatory Findings of Significance 

DETERMINATION: 
On the basis of this initial evaluation:  

 
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

X 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there 

will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or 

agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially 

significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been 

adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has 

been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 

sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects 

that remain to be addressed. 

 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or 

mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 

mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 

  

Signature 

 

  

Date 
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are 

adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses 

following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced 

information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 

involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should 

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., 

the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific 

screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-

site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well 

as operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the 

checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 

significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is 

appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one 

or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 

required. 

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where 

the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant 

Impact" to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation 

measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level 

(mitigation measures from Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 

process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration.  

Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were 

within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 

applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by 

mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation 

Measures Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were 

incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they 

address site-specific conditions for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 

sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a 
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previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to 

the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 

individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8) This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, 

lead agencies should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to 

a project's environmental effects in whatever format is selected. 

9) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than 

significant. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

This section of the Initial Study incorporates the most current Appendix "G" Environmental 

Checklist Form, contained in the CEQA Guidelines. Impact questions and responses are included in 

both tabular and narrative formats for each of the 17 environmental topic areas.  

I. AESTHETICS 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

   X 

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state 
scenic highway? 

  X  

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

  X  

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

  X  

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on Draft Visual Impact Assessment for the proposed MacArthur Drive 

Widening (Schulte Road to Valpico Road) in the City of Tracy, California (David Evans Associates June 

2012).  

Response a): There is not a scenic vista within the project area.  Implementation of the proposed 

project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response b): The California Scenic Highway Program has officially designated the segments of the 

I-5 and I-580 near Tracy as Scenic Highways. The Tracy General Plan has not identified scenic 

resources or scenic routes in the City or its planning area. However, the San Joaquin County General 

Plan lists several local scenic roadways. The County General Plan has also identified several scenic 

resources (i.e., rural agricultural landscapes, the Delta, marshes and wetlands, river corridors, 

rangelands, views of the Coast Ranges and Sierra Nevada Mountains, and oak groves) and scenic 

routes (i.e., I-5, I-205, I-580, State Route [SR] 4, SR-12, SR-26, SR-33, SR-88, SR-99, and SR-120). The 

County’s local scenic roadways or proposed scenic resources and scenic routes do not include 

MacArthur Drive or the area along MacArthur Drive, where the project is proposed.  In addition, the 

State Scenic Highways, County local scenic roadways, or proposed scenic resources and scenic 

routes are not visible from MacArthur Drive. Implementation of the proposed project will have a 

less than significant impact relative to this issue. 
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Response c): The proposed project would lead to changes in the visual quality of the project area. 

Visual impacts would depend on the sensitivity of the viewer; the degree of alteration to the 

physical environment; the design of introduced elements; and the visibility of the changes. 

Travelers are not expected to be highly sensitive to changes in the visual quality of the roadway, 

since they only have fleeting views of the roadway as they pass along MacArthur Drive. Residents 

would have permanent views of the roadway and could be more sensitive. However, most 

residences face away and are separated by block walls from MacArthur Drive. Therefore, the 

roadway improvements would not be highly visible from the exterior areas of these rear-facing 

homes, and the roadway would only be visible from second-story views of these residences. A few 

other homes face the roadway and would have views of the roadway improvements planned on or 

near their properties. The sections with residential frontages are also the same sections where 

most of the improvements are proposed. The visual impacts of the proposed project are discussed 

further below. 

Short-term Impacts  

During construction, travelers on MacArthur Drive and local residents would see the removal of 

vegetation, pavement, street signs, K-rails, utility poles, traffic poles, and other structures; 

excavation and grading activities; construction of the roadway; views of construction equipment 

and materials, construction signs and lights, construction workers; and the installation of signs and 

lights. The construction phase is expected to be completed within approximately 6 months. 

Changes in visual elements of line, form, color, and texture would be continuous during the 

construction phase and would present contrasts to the adjacent landscape. Entrained dust would be 

intermittent and would reduce the quality of distant views. Residents and users of properties where 

improvements are proposed would have the nearest (in terms of distance) and the longest (in 

terms of time) views of construction activities. However, construction impacts would be confined to 

an overall 6 month time frame. Thus, visual impacts would be temporary and considered low 

impact.  

Long-term Impacts 

The proposed roadway improvements on MacArthur Drive would introduce a wider asphalt 

pavement, curbs and gutters, sidewalks, bikeways, streetlights, and ADA ramps at several sections 

of the roadway. The project would involve reconstruction of driveways; removal of existing W -

beam guardrails, traffic poles, residential structures and trees at scattered locations along the right-

of-way; and relocation of traffic signals, street signs, fire hydrants, and utility poles. These 

improvements would create a more uniform streetscape on MacArthur Drive from Schulte Road to 

Valpico Road.  

These visual changes are further evaluated below. 

View Obstruction. The majority of the proposed improvements would be at the existing 

ground elevation (i.e., asphalt pavement, curbs and gutters, sidewalks, ADA ramps, 

parkways, driveway reconstruction) and would not lead to partial or total blockage of 

existing views. Relocation of utility poles, street signs, mailboxes, utility boxes, fences, fire 
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hydrants, and traffic signal arms would only move the structures that currently present 

partial view obstructions. Relocation would not lead to or cause any major change in views.  

Removal of trees and plant materials from properties on the west side of MacArthur Drive 

would expand views of the rural residential lots. Three residential structures would be 

removed and other existing buildings along the road would be located closer to the edge of 

the roadway, but no view obstruction would occur. The introduction of streetlights is not 

expected to block any views since the poles would be relatively thin and views would 

remain available just a few inches from the poles. Should sound walls  be necessary, they 

would be constructed to be compatible with existing block walls. The agricultural field and 

open canal would continue to be visible to travelers, pedestrians, bicyclists, and residents. 

This visual impact would be low.  

Changes to Natural Setting. The views from and of the roadway do not present a natural 

setting. The agricultural field and irrigation canal would remain in place and would 

continue to be visible to travelers. While sidewalks would replace the dirt shoulders along 

the field, no changes to the agricultural use of the field and canal are proposed as part of the 

project. No impact to the natural setting would occur. 

Open Sky Obstruction. Roadway improvements would be at grade, and proposed 

improvements would be located along the sides of the road. Removal of several trees along 

the road would also open up views. Thus, no changes to views of the open sky would occur 

with the project. No impacts would occur. 

New Structural Elements. As stated earlier, most of the proposed improvements would be 

at grade and other improvements would be relocations of existing structures. The only new 

structural element proposed are streetlights and noise walls, which would be the same as 

the streetlights and block walls currently found along other sections of the roadway. This 

impact would be low.  

Addition of Signs and Poles. Existing street signs would be replaced or relocated. Traffic 

signal poles and utility poles would be relocated. Light poles in the form of new streetlights 

would be provided along some sections of MacArthur Drive. However, there are existing 

street signs, traffic signals, utility poles, and streetlights along the roadway and the addition 

or relocation of these appurtenances would not create visual clutter. Impacts would be low.  

New Light Sources. The proposed project would include the provision of streetlights on 

sections of MacArthur Drive where no streetlights currently exist. Thus, new sources of light 

would be introduced. While changes in lighting levels would occur for travelers and 

residents, these lights would improve visibility and traffic safety by providing consistent 

lighting levels throughout the roadway. Also, streetlights would be directed downward and 

are not expected to adversely affect residents along the street nor prevent views o f the 

night sky. Impacts would be low. 

Alteration of Landforms. The existing roadway grade is relatively flat and would remain 

relatively flat with the proposed project. No major grading, excavation, or fill is proposed 
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that may alter existing landforms on or near MacArthur Drive. No impact on landforms 

would occur.  

The Vividness of the roadway would not change with the proposed project. Intactness would 

increase as man-made elements (including utility poles, streetlights, traffic signal poles, street signs, 

and ADA ramps) are introduced or relocated to create a more uniform streetscape. Unity would 

also increase as a consistent four-lane roadway (with curbs and gutters, sidewalks, and bikeways) 

is developed between Schulte Road and Valpico Road. Therefore, visual quality along MacArthur 

Drive would improve with the proposed project. 

The views of the rural residences along MacArthur Drive would change from the dirt shoulders and 

narrow pavement that currently occur in front of their properties to a developed roadway with 

curbs and gutters, a sidewalk, a bikeway, and streetlights. This change in views would provide a 

more urban character to the roadway. 

While travelers, residents, and other viewer groups would see the visual changes on MacArthur 

Drive, these changes would not be visible to viewers located farther from the roadway, especially 

where intervening trees and structures are present. Views of the roadway from other segments of 

MacArthur Drive would slightly change, as the road is and would continue to be visible only as a 

straight gray band disappearing in the distance.  

The proposed roadway improvements would also have little effect on the existing visual character 

of the area. The major elements of the landscape would be retained and would not be affected by 

the project. No changes to the agricultural field and irrigation canal would occur. Also, no changes 

to the residential tracts located along the roadway are proposed. Right-of-way acquisition would 

lead to narrower front yards for the rural residential uses and three residential buildings would be 

demolished. However, the location of existing buildings nearer the roadway edge (due to the wider 

pavement) would not present a major change in visual character.  

According to the Caltrans’ definitions of Visual Impact Levels, projects with no resulting visual 

impact do not require mitigation. Resulting visual impacts that are low may or may not require 

mitigation; visual impacts that are moderate, moderately high, or high must be mitigated.   

Since the visual impacts of the project would be low, no mitigation is required.  However, design 

recommendations that would allow for the development of a more aesthetically pleasing 

streetscape, while blending the proposed improvements with the existing surrounding 

environment include:   

 Designing sidewalks to match adjacent sections of the roadway or with appropriate 

transitions. 

 Using the same design for streetlights, utility poles, traffic signal arms, street signs, and 

other aboveground structures as found along McArthur Drive between Schulte Road and 

Valpico Road. 
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 If necessary, sound walls shall be set back from the street and shall include design features 

that enhance visual interest and incorporate landscaping (as stated in Policy P4 in the 

Community Character Element of the Tracy General Plan). 

 Future landscaping of parkway areas shall utilize the same or complementary plant 

materials and landscaping design as currently found on landscaped parkways along 

McArthur Drive between Schulte Road and Valpico Road. 

Overall, implementation of the proposed project will have a less than significant impact relative 

to this issue. 

Response d): Daytime glare can occur when the sunlight strikes reflective surfaces such as vehicle 

windshields and shiny reflective materials. The project site is already used as a roadway and 

vehicular glare is present. There is not a documented occurrence of citizens reporting excessive 

glare associated with vehicles on MacArthur Boulevard. 

The proposed project would include exterior lighting along the roadway. The street lighting would 

be consistent with street lighting throughout the City and would be consistent with the City’s 

standards and specifications for such lighting.  

Overall, implementation of the proposed project will have a less than significant impact relative 

to this issue. 
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

  X  

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, 
or a Williamson Act contract? 

  X  

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as 
defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or 
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as 
defined by Government Code section 51104(g))? 

   X 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of 
forest land to non-forest use? 

   X 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or nature, 
could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use? 

  X  

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on MacArthur Drive Widening (Shulte to Valpico): Submittal of 

Farmland Impact Memo and Form AD 1006 (De Novo Planning Group, Inc. June 2012).  

Response a): According to the City of Tracy General Plan (2006), there are a total of 39,781 acres 

of land identified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance and 

Farmland of Local Importance within the City’s Planning Area, SOI and City limits combined. Of this 

amount, 4,890 acres are located within the City limits, 10,268 acres are within the SOI outside City 

limits, and 24,263 acres are located in the Tracy Planning Area outside the SOI. Farmland on the 

project site and within the vicinity of the project site is mostly designated as Urban and Built-up 

Land, with two parcels designated as Prime Farmland. Figure 7 illustrates the location of the project 

within the context of the Important Farmland designations in Tracy.  

A Form AD 1006 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating was prepared in consultation with the NRCS 

to assess the project’s potential impacts. The Farmland Protection Policy Act establishes the criteria 

to assess the suitability of each site for protection as farmland. Each criterion is given a score on a 

scale of 0 to a maximum points shown on the form. Conditions suggesting top, intermediate and 

bottom scores are described in 7 CFR 658.5 (b) for each criterion. Caltrans must make scoring 

decisions in the context of each proposed site or alternative action by examining the site, the 

surrounding area, and the programs and policies of the State or local unit of government in which 
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the site is located. There are 12 site assessment criteria, each listed below with an explanation of 

the points that were assigned to each criterion for the proposed project: 

1) How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is 

intended? 

 Approximately 25 percent of the land within a 1 mile radius of the project is non-urban. 

Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score is calculated to be 1.95, which we have 

rounded to the nearest tenth for a total of 2.0 points.  

(2) How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban use? 

 Less than 20 percent of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban use. Pursuant 

to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(3) How much of the site has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) 

more than 5 of the last 10 years? 

 Less than 20 percent of the site has been farmed more than five of the last 10 years. 

Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(4) Is the site subject to State or unit of local government policies or programs to protect farmland 

or covered by private programs to protect farmland? 

 The Williamson Act and private conservation easements are the most common method of 

protecting farmland in the project area. The site is not under a Williamson Act contract or 

any other conservation easement intended to protect farmland. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) 

the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(5) How close is the site to an urban built-up area? 

 The site is adjacent to an urban built-up area. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate 

score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(6) How close is the site to water lines, sewer lines and/or other local facilities and services whose 

capacities and design would promote nonagricultural use? 

 All of these services are within or immediately adjacent to the site. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 

(b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(7) Is the farm unit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average-size farming 

unit in the county? 

 According to the NRCS data provided in Part II of Form AD 1006, the average farm size in 

the region is 204 acres. The existing farm is 91 acres, which is approximately 45% of the 

average farm size in the region. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under 

this scenario is 0 points.  
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(8) If this site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining land on the farm will become 

non-farmable because of interference with land patterns? 

 If the site is chosen for the project, less than 5 percent of the remaining land on the farm will 

become non-farmable because of interference with land patterns. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 

(b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(9) Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support services and markets, i.e., farm 

suppliers, equipment dealers, processing and storage facilities and farmer's markets?  

 All required services are available. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under 

this scenario is 5 points.  

(10) Does the site have substantial and well-maintained on-farm investments such as barns, other 

storage buildings, fruit trees and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, waterways, or other soil 

and water conservation measures? 

 The farmland adjacent to the site has on-farm investments including a farm residence and 

irrigation canal that bisects the 91-acre farm; however, the 2.2 acres of farmland within the 

site does not have on-farm investments. The irrigation canal is not part of the project. 

Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

(11) Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricultural use, reduce the 

demand for farm support services so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support 

services and thus, the viability of the farms remaining in the area? 

 There would be no significant reduction in demand for support services if the site is 

converted. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 

points.  

(12) Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with 

agriculture that it is likely to contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to 

nonagricultural use? 

 The proposed project is fully compatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding 

farmland. Pursuant to 7 CFR 658.5 (b) the appropriate score under this scenario is 0 points.  

The NRCS determined that the site includes 2.2 acres of prime farmland and they provided a 

Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted of 69.8 on a scale of 0 to 100 points. The Site 

Assessment, as described above, provided 7.0 points on a scale of 0 to 160 points. The total points 

for the proposed project are 76.8 points out of 260. According to 7 CFR 658.4, sites receiving a total 

score of less than 160 need not be given further consideration for protection and no additional sites 

need to be evaluated. As such, implementation of the proposed project would have a less than 

significant impact relative to this topic. 

A Farmland Impact Memo and Form AD 1006 are included in Appendix A.  
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Figure 7: City of Tracy Important Farmlands Map 
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Response b): The proposed project would not conflict with a Williamson Act Contract. The 

proposed project largely includes land that is zoned for urban uses; however, the parcel currently 

under agricultural production within the project limits is currently zoned AU-20 Agricultural-Urban 

Reserve. This zoning is intended for agricultural areas that are planned for future urban 

development. This agricultural parcel is within the City of Tracy Sphere of Influence, but has not 

been annexed into the City limits. As such, it is an island of unincorporated land that is completely 

surrounded by incorporated urban land. The improvements included in the proposed project would 

not result in development of the site for uses other than agricultural, nor would it inhibit the 

ongoing agricultural activities of the parcel. Implementation of the proposed project would not 

affect the agricultural zoning. Implementation of the proposed project would have a less than 

significant impact relative to this issue. 

Response c-d): The proposed project does not include improvements on forest lands or areas 

under timber production. Implementation of the proposed project would have no impact relative 

to this issue. 

Response e): The project area is relatively flat urban land that is largely composed of residential 

land. There are two parcels within the project area that are currently under active agricultural 

production. This parcel is an island of unincorporated San Joaquin County land that is completely 

surrounded by incorporated and developed land. This agricultural parcel has a County zoning 

designation of AU-20 Agricultural-Urban Reserve, which is intended for agricultural areas that are 

planned for future urban development.  

At the time of the field survey this farmland had been tilled and was being prepared fo r planting. 

Historically, agricultural land in Tracy is used for a variety of agricultural uses including row crops 

and grasses (i.e. alfalfa). Irrigation water for this agricultural operation is provided through a canal 

that crosses the project site into the agricultural parcels. 

The proposed project does not involve changes in the existing environment which, due to their 

location or nature, could result in conversion of this existing agricultural, to non-agricultural uses. 

Additionally, the proposed project would not result in the conversion of forest land to non-forest 

use, because none is present. The proposed project will have a less than significant impact on 

agricultural or forest operations.  
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III. AIR QUALITY 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
applicable air quality plan? 

  X  

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air quality 
violation? 

 X   

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

 X   

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

 X   

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 
number of people? 

  X  

Responses to Checklist Questions 

The discussion below is based on Air Quality Study Report MacArthur Drive widening between 

Schulte Road and Valpico Road (De Novo Planning Group, Inc. June 2012).  

Responses a-d):  

Regional Level Conformity 
The MacArthur Drive widening between Schulte Road and Valpico Road was included in the 

regional emissions analysis conducted by San Joaquin Council of Governments for the conforming 

2011 Regional Transportation Plan, as amended. The project’s design concept and scope have not 

changed significantly from what was analyzed in the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan, as 

amended. This analysis found that the plan and, therefore, the individual projects contained in the 

plan, are conforming projects, and will have air quality impacts consistent with those identified in 

the state implementation plans (SIPs) for achieving the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

(NAAQS). FHWA determined the RTP to conform to the SIP. Additional documentation related to 

the regional emissions analysis is contained in Appendix B. 

The MacArthur Drive widening between Schulte Road and Valpico Road is also included in the 2011 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program FFY 2010/11 through FFY 2013/14, as amended 

and adopted March 24, 2011 by the San Joaquin Council of Governments. The project’s open to the 

public year is consistent with (within the same regional emission analysis period as) the 

construction completion date identified in the federal TIP and/or RTP. The federal TIP gives 

priority to eligible Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) identified in the SIP and provides 

sufficient funds to provide for their implementation. FHWA determined the TIP to conform to the 
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SIP April 2, 2011. Documentation related to the public and interagency consultation process to 

develop the TIP is contained on the SJCOG website at the following: 

http://www.sjcog.org/docs/pdf/Transportation/FTIP%20Amendments/2011/Amend3.pdf and 

http://www.sjcog.org/docs/pdf/Transportation/AirQuality/Final_2011_%20AQ_Analysis.pdf.  

Project Level Conformity: 

Carbon Monoxide (CO) Analysis 
The project is located in an attainment area for CO. The California Project-Level Carbon Monoxide 

Protocol (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/env/air/pages/coprot.htm) was used to analyze CO impacts 

for the MacArthur Drive widening between Schulte Road and Valpico Road. The ambient air quality 

effects of traffic emissions were evaluated qualitatively according to the CO Protocol. In the CO 

Protocol the proposed project screens from Level 1 to Level 7 before screening out satisfactorily. 

Therefore, proposed project would not have the potential for causing or worsening violation of the 

National Ambient Air Quality Standards for CO. 

Level 1 Screening: The proposed project is located in an area that is federally designated as 

attainment for CO. The area has continued to be in attainment since the 1990 Clean Air Act.  

Level 7 Screening: The project is not likely to worsen air quality as it does not significantly 

increase the percentage of vehicles operating in cold start mode, it does not significantly increase 

traffic volumes, or worsen traffic flows. Additionally, the project is not suspected of resulting in 

higher CO concentrations than those existing within the region at the time of attainment 

demonstration. Lastly, the project does not involve signalized intersections operating at LOS E or F, 

nor does it worsen a signalized intersection to LOS E or F. There are no other reasons to believe 

that the proposed project may have adverse air quality impacts. The project screens out 

satisfactorily at Level 7.  

Particulate Matter Analysis 
Qualitative particulate matter (PM) hot-spot analysis is required under the EPA Transportation 

Conformity rule for Projects of Air Quality Concern (POAQC), as described in EPA's Final Rule of 

March 10, 2006. Projects that are not POAQC do not require detailed PM hot-spot analysis. 

The proposed project is not considered a project of air quality concern for PM10 and/or PM2.5 

(POAQC) because it does not meet the definition of a POAQC as defined in EPA’s Transportation 

Conformity Guidance. The EPA’s March 2006 final rule provided examples of projects that would 

not require a PM2.5 or PM10 hot-spot analysis (71 FR 12491). Non-highway road widening projects 

that improve roadway operations by smoothing traffic flow and vehicle speeds and do not have 

adverse impacts to intersections operating at LOS D, E, or F are determined to be projects that 

would not create or worsen PM2.5 or PM10 violations. The proposed project is a non-highway road 

widening project that would not create or worsen PM2.5 or PM10 and PM hot-spot analysis is not 

required. 

The proposed project will require implementation of the applicable PM10 and/or PM2.5 control 

measures described in Section 10 Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures . This includes 

the implementation of the Caltrans’ Standard Specifications Section 7-1.01F and Section 10 of 
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Caltrans’ Standard Specifications (1999), as well as the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 

District Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions).  

Interagency Consultation (IAC) in San Joaquin County is performed through the San Joaquin Valley 

Interagency Consultation Group, which includes representatives of the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration 

(FTA), the California Air Resources Board (CARB), the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution 

Control District, the 8 San Joaquin Valley MPOs, and Caltrans. These agencies review updates and, in 

certain instances, amendments to the RTP and FTIP to ensure they conform to federal 

transportation conformity regulations via transportation-air quality conformity analysis. IAC began 

on May 16, 2012 and concluded on June 4, 2012. The San Joaquin Valley Interagency Consultation 

Group found that the project was not a project of air quality concern, which is consistent with the 

findings of this document. The Interagency Consultation (IAC) documentation is presented in 

Appendix C.  

Mobile Source Air Toxics 
The Clean Air Act identifies 188 air toxics, also known as hazardous air pollutants. The federal EPA 

has identified 21 of these toxics as Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs). They have also identified a 

subset of MSATs that are known as Priority MSATs. These are: benzene, acrolein, formaldehyde, 

1,3-butadiene, acetaldehyde, and diesel particulate matter/diesel exhaust organic gases.  

The Caltrans Standard Environmental Reference defers to the FHWA Interim Guidance on 

Addressing MSATs (September 30, 2009), which provides an approach for analyzing MSATs under 

the following three scenarios: 

1. No analysis for exempt projects with no potential for meaningful MSAT effects 

2. Qualitative analysis for projects with low potential MSAT effects 

3. Quantitative analysis to differentiate alternatives for projects with higher potential MSAT 

Under the FHWA Interim Guidance, the types of projects that require a qualitative analysis include 

minor widening projects, and projects where design year traffic is projected to be less than 140,000 

to 150,000 annual average daily traffic (AADT). The proposed project is a minor widening project 

and design year AADT (year 2035) is projected to be 17,000 AADT under the No Build Alternative 

or 21,000 AADT under the Build Alternative, both of which are well below the 140,000 AADT 

threshold identified in the FHWA Interim Guidance. As such, the proposed project qualifies for a 

qualitative analysis of potential MSAT effects.  

The FHWA Interim Guidance provides that the qualitative assessment should compare, in narrative 

form, the expected effect of the project on traffic volumes, vehicle mix, or routing of traffic and the 

associated changes in MSAT for the project alternatives, based on VMT, vehicle mix, and speed. It 

also provides that there should be a discussion of national trend data reflecting stricter engine and 

fuel regulations issued by EPA. Lastly, the FHWA Interim Guidance states that a  qualitative 

assessment must include a discussion of information that is incomplete or unavailable for a project 

specific assessment of MSAT impacts, in compliance with the Council on Environmental Quality 

(CEQ) regulations (40 CFR 1502.22(b)) (See Appendix D).  
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The EPA has assessed MSAT trends on a national and regional-scale for cancer risk drivers and has 

established rules to require controls that will dramatically decrease MSAT emissions through 

cleaner fuels and cleaner engines. A 2009 FHWA analysis of national trends using EPA's MOBILE6.2 

model shows that even if vehicle activity (vehicle-miles travelled, VMT) increases by 145 percent as 

assumed, a combined reduction of 72 percent in the total annual emission rate for the priority 

MSAT is projected from 1999 to 2050 (Figure 7). Additionally, FHWA determined that MSAT 

emission rates for Benzene, Formaldehyde, 1,3-Butadiene, Naphthalene, and Acrolein (priority 

MSATs) decrease as speed increases, but diesel particulate matter, which is largely contributed 

from truck trips, does not decrease as speed increases. FHWA concluded that MSAT emissions will 

trend significantly lower than present levels as a result of EPA's national control programs. 

California's vehicle emission control and fuel standards are more stringent than Federal standards 

and the State's standards are effective sooner. As such, the effect on MSATs of combined state and 

federal regulations is expected to result in greater emission reductions in California, more quickly, 

than the 2009 FHWA analysis shows in their MOBILE6.2 model. The results from the 2009 FHWA 

analysis is considered conservative when applied to California. 

 

Figure 8. National MSAT Emission Trends 1999 – 2050 for Vehicles Operating on 
Roadways Using U.S. EPA’s MOBILE6.2 Model 
For the Build and No Build Alternatives presented in this report, the amount of MSAT emitted 

would be proportional to the vehicle miles traveled, or VMT, assuming that other variables such as 

fleet mix are the same for each alternative. The VMT estimated for the Build Alternative is slightly 
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higher than that for the No Build Alternative, because the additional capacity increases the 

efficiency of the roadway and attracts rerouted trips from elsewhere in the transportation network. 

Refer to Table 1. This increase in VMT would lead to higher MSAT emissions for the Build 

Alternative along the roadway corridor, along with a corresponding decrease in MSAT emissions 

along the parallel routes. The emissions increase is offset somewhat by lower MSAT emission rates 

due to increased speeds. EPA's MOBILE6.2 model shows that diesel particulate matter, which is 

largely contributed from truck trips, does not decrease as speed increases, however, truck trips are 

estimated to be only 2.4% of the total AADT.  

Table 1 VMT and AADT Summary 

 

VMT AADT 

 

NO BUILD BUILD NO BUILD BUILD 

2011 Conditions 174,687 174,740 10,700 10,700 

2035 Conditions 338,319 339,304 17,000 21,000 

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

The extent to which these speed-related emissions of Benzene, Formaldehyde, 1,3-Butadiene, 

Naphthalene, and Acrolein decreases will offset VMT-related emissions increases cannot be reliably 

projected due to the inherent deficiencies of technical models. Because the estimated VMT under 

the Build and No Build Alternatives are nearly the same, varying by less than one percent, it is 

expected there would be no appreciable difference in overall MSAT emissions among the various 

alternatives. Also, regardless of the alternative, emissions will likely be lower than present levels in 

the design year as a result of EPA's national control programs that are projected to reduce annual 

MSAT emissions by 72 percent between 1999 and 2050, combined with California's more stringent 

control programs. The magnitude of the EPA and California projected reductions is so great (even 

after accounting for VMT growth) that MSAT emissions in the study area are likely to be lower in 

the future in nearly all cases. 

The additional travel lanes contemplated as part of the Build Alternative will have the effect of 

moving some traffic closer to nearby homes, schools, and businesses; therefore, under the Build 

Alternative there may be localized areas where ambient concentrations of MSAT could be higher 

under the Build Alternative when compared to the No Build Alternative. The localized increases in 

MSAT concentrations would likely be most pronounced along the following three expanded 

roadway sections that would be built under the Build Alternative: 1) Schulte Road to just south of 

Janice Way (east side of MacArthur Dr.), 2) just south of Yosemite Drive to just south of Eastlake 

Drive (west side of MacArthur Dr.), and 3) just south of De Bord Drive to Valpico Road (west side of 

MacArthur Dr.). See Figures 3 and 4. These specific locations along the roadway corridor will be 

widened from one lane to two lanes in each direction. The remaining sections of the roadway 

corridor already have two lanes in each direction and additional lanes will not be built under the 

Build Alternative.  

The magnitude and the duration of these potential increases in MSAT concentrations compared to 

the No-Build alternative cannot be reliably quantified due to incomplete or unavailable information 

in forecasting project-specific MSAT health impacts as discussed in Appendix D. In sum, when a 

roadway is widened, the localized level of MSAT emissions for the Build Alternative could be higher 
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relative to the No Build Alternative, but this could be offset due to increases in speeds and 

reductions in congestion (which are associated with lower MSAT emissions). Also, MSAT will be 

lower in other locations when traffic shifts away from them. However, on a regional basis, EPA and 

California's vehicle and fuel regulations, coupled with fleet turnover, will over time cause 

substantial reductions that, in almost all cases, will cause region-wide MSAT levels to be 

significantly lower than today. 

Construction Emissions 
During construction, the proposed project will generate air pollutants. The exhaust from 

construction equipment contains hydrocarbons, oxides of nitrogen, carbon monoxide, suspended 

particulate matter, and odors. However, the largest percentage of pollutants would be windblown 

dust generated during excavation, grading, hauling, and various other activities. The impacts of 

these activities would vary each day as construction progresses. Dust and odors at some residences 

very close to the right of way could probably cause occasional annoyance and complaints.  

San Joaquin County is not among the counties listed as containing serpentine and ultramafic rock 

(Governor's Office of Planning and Research, October 26, 2000). Therefore, the impact from 

Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA) during project construction would be minimal to none. If 

structures that may contain asbestos are to be demolished, it is the responsibility of the contractor 

to comply with the Rules and Regulations of the Air Pollution Control District.  

The SJVAPCD's Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts (GAMAQI) indicates PM10 is 

the primary pollutant of concern from construction activities, and compliance with SJVAPCD 

Regulation VIII will constitute sufficient mitigation to reduce PM10 emissions to reasonable levels. 

The SJVAPCD requires implementation of effective and comprehensive control measures. The 

amount of PM10 emitted during construction activities varies greatly depending on the level of 

activity, the specific operations taking place, the equipment being operated, soil characteristics, and 

weather conditions. Despite this variability in emissions, experience has shown that several feasible 

control measures can be reasonably implemented to reduce PM10 emissions during construction. 

All construction projects must abide by Regulation VIII. Since the pub lication of the SJVAPCD’s 

guidance manual, the SJVAPCD has revised various rules comprising Regulation VIII. However, 

guidance from SJVAPCD staff indicates that implementation of a Dust Control Plan would satisfy all 

of the requirements of SJVAPCD Regulation VIII. The proposed project will require implementation 

of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions) 

and such compliance will be sufficient to control the short-term air quality effects generated by 

construction activities. 

Air quality management plans are based on land use and growth assumptions evaluated in the 

regional and community planning documents. The proposed project is programed within the latest 

San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Plan, which has been determined to be in conformance 

with the State Implementation Plan. As such, the proposed project would not conflict with or 

obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan. The proposed project is consistent with 

the SJVAPCD rules and regulations and would not violate any air quality standard or contribute 

substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation. Additionally, the proposed project 
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would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 

project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard. 

Lastly, the proposed project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations. This is considered a less than significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure 1: The construction contractor shall comply with Caltrans’ Standard Specifications 

Section 7-1.01F and Section 10 of Caltrans’ Standard Specifications (1999). 

 Section 7, "Legal Relations and Responsibility," addresses the contractor's responsibility on many 

items of concern, such as: air pollution; protection of lakes, streams, reservoirs, and other water 

bodies; use of pesticides; safety; sanitation; and convenience of the public; and damage or injury to 

any person or property as a result of any construction operation. Section 7-1.01F specifically 

requires compliance by the contractor with all applicable laws and regulations related to air 

quality, including air pollution control district and air quality management district regulations and 

local ordinances.  

 Section 10 is directed at controlling dust. If dust palliative materials other than water are to be 

used, material specifications are contained in Section 18.  

Mitigation Measure2: In compliance with SJVAPCD Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions) and 

SJCOG 2011 RTP EIR Mitigation Measure 3.3-1, the City of Tracy shall implement the following:  

 Develop a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) to minimize traffic flow interference from construction 

activities.  

 Prepare and submit a Dust Control Plan to the SJVAPCD at least 30 days prior to any earthmoving 

or construction activities. 

 Maintain on-site truck loading zones. 

 Configure on-site construction parking to minimize traffic interference and to ensure emergency 

vehicle access. 

 Provide temporary traffic control during all phases of construction activities to improve traffic flow. 

 Use best efforts to minimize truck idling to not more than two minutes during construction.  

 Apply non-toxic soil stabilizers (according to manufacturers’ specifications) to all inactive 

construction areas. 

 During construction, replace ground cover in disturbed areas as quickly as possible. 

 During construction, enclose, cover, water twice daily or apply non-toxic soil binders (according to 

manufacturers’ specifications) to exposed piles with 5 percent or greater silt content and to all 

unpaved parking or staging areas or unpaved road surfaces. 

 During the period of construction, install wheel washers where vehicles enter and exit unpaved 

roads onto paved roads, or wash off trucks and any equipment leaving the site each trip.  

 During the period of construction, assure that traffic speeds on all unpaved roads be reduced to 15 

miles per hour or less. 

 Pave all construction access roads at least 100 feet on to the site from permanent roadways. 

 Cover all haul trucks. 
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Mitigation Measure 3: The City of Tracy shall coordinate with the SJVAPCD to determine if any project 

component is subject to the SJVAPCD rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, District Rule 9510 

(Indirect Source Review), Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601 

(Architectural Coatings), Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance 

Operations), and District Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants).  

Response e): The proposed project will not create any objectionable odors during operation.  

During the construction phase of the project there will be short term and temporary odors 

associated with typical construction activities (diesel exhaust, asphalt paving, etc). These odors are 

not anticipated to be noticeable beyond the boundaries of the construction areas, and would be 

short term and temporary. This is considered a less than significant impact. 
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 
or through habitat modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

 X   

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, 
regulations or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

   X 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 
means? 

   X 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species 
or with established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites? 

   X 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

 X   

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on Biological Evaluation Memo by Dotrik Wilson, Environmental 

Planner-Natural Science Environmental Maintenance and Planning Services Branch (Caltrans June 

2012). 

Response a): Land use in the project vicinity is primarily urban or built-up land, row and field 

crops and orchards or vineyards (Holland, 1986). No natural habitat exists at the project location. 

The project site (area that will be affected by the proposed project) is dominated by residential 

dwellings bordered by paved roadway, regularly maintained roadside shoulder, ornamental 

vegetation (grasses, trees and shrubs) and disked agricultural fields. The majority of the area is 

highly urbanized and provides minimal habitat value. 

According to the CNDDB, the San Joaquin Kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica) has been documented in 

the greater project vicinity (CNDDB, 2012). Based on the surrounding land use and the associated 
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habitat value, it is unlikely that the San Joaquin Kit fox inhabits the project site, except perhaps as a 

transient. It is also unlikely that construction activities will interfere with the breeding, feeding or 

sheltering behaviors of the San Joaquin Kit fox as construction will occur in existing disturbed and 

urbanized areas. As a precaution and in order to further minimize any potential harm, the following 

biological resource requirements and protection measures will be implemented. 

Mitigation Measure 4: The City of Tracy shall implement the following measures to avoid and minimize 

environmental effects to San Joaquin kit fox: 

General Measures: 

• All construction-related access must be kept within project limits and to existing highway and 

associated paved or graded shoulders or other designated areas clearly marked on the ground.  

• Project-related traffic shall observe a 20 mile per hour speed limit except on roads or highways 

open for public use. 

• The Contractor shall immediately notify the Engineer if a dead, injured or entrapped kit fox is 

found. All construction activity within ISO feet radius of the kit fox shall be halted and may not 

resume until the Engineer provides written authorization. Any entrapped kit fox shall be permitted 

to escape. No injured or dead kit fox may be handled or otherwise disturbed. 

• If a kit fox den is discovered, all construction activity within a 150 feet radi us of the den shall be 

halted and the Engineer shall be contacted immediately. Work may not continue until the Engineer 

provides written authorization. 

• All food-related trash shall be disposed of in closed garbage containers provided by the Contractor 

and the containers shall be emptied daily. 

• Pets are prohibited on work site.  

Protection Measures: 

• Excavation Inspections: At the end of each working day, the Contractor shall take measures to 

prevent the entrapment of kit foxes in all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than or 

equal to 2 feet deep. Such measures shall include covering excavations with plywood or providing 

dirt or plank escape ramps from the trenches. 

• Material Inspections: The Contractor shall inspect all pipes and culverts with a diameter greater 

than or equal to 4 inches before burying, capping, or other use. If a kit fox is discovered during this 

inspection, the pipe or culvert shall not be disturbed (other than to move it to a safe location if 

necessary) until after the fox has escaped. 

Response b): The project site does not have riparian habitat. The proposed project would not have 

a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified 

in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Game or 

US Fish and Wildlife Service. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative 

to this issue. 

Response c): The project site does not have wetlands. The proposed project would not have a 

substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean 

Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 
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filling, hydrological interruption, or other means. Implementation of the proposed project will have 

no impact relative to this issue. 

Response d): There are not any documented wildlife corridors or wildlife nursery sites on or 

adjacent to the project site. Furthermore, the field survey did not reveal any corridor or nursery 

sites. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response e-f): The project site is located within the jurisdiction of the San Joaquin County Multi-

Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (“Plan” or “SJMSCP”) and is located within the 

Central/Southwest Transition Zone of the SJMSCP. The San Joaquin Council of Governments 

(SJCOG) prepared the Plan pursuant to a Memorandum of Understanding adopted by SJCOG, San 

Joaquin County, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), the California Department of 

Fish and Game (CDFG), Caltrans, and the cities of Escalon, Lathrop, Lodi, Manteca, Ripon, Stockton, 

and Tracy in October 1994. On February 27, 2001, the Plan was unanimously adopted in its entirety 

by SJCOG. The City of Tracy adopted the Plan on November 6, 2001. 

According to Chapter 1 of the SJMSCP, its key purpose is to “provide a strategy for balancing the 

need to conserve open space and the need to convert open space to non-open space uses, while 

protecting the region's agricultural economy; preserving landowner property rights; providing for 

the long-term management of plant, fish and wildlife species, especially those that are currently 

listed, or may be listed in the future, under the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) or the 

California Endangered Species Act (CESA); providing and maintaining multiple use Open Spaces 

which contribute to the quality of life of the residents of San Joaquin County; and, accommodating a 

growing population while minimizing costs to project proponents and society at large.”  

In addition, the goals and principles of the SJMSCP include the following: 

 Provide a County-wide strategy for balancing the need to conserve open space and the need 

to convert open space to non-open space uses, while protecting the region’s agricultural 

economy. 

 Preserve landowner property rights. 

 Provide for the long-term management of plant, fish, and wildlife species, especially those 

that are currently listed, or may be listed in the future, under the ESA or the CESA. 

 Provide and maintain multiple-use open spaces, which contribute to the quality of life of the 

residents of San Joaquin County. 

 Accommodate a growing population while minimizing costs to project proponents and 

society at large. 

In addition to providing compensation for conversion of open space to non open space uses, which 

affect plant and animal species covered by the SJMSCP, the SJMSCP also provides some 

compensation to offset impacts of open space conversions on non-wildlife related resources such as 

recreation, agriculture, scenic values and other beneficial open space uses. Specifically, the SJMSCP 
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compensates for conversions of open space to urban development and the expansion of existing 

urban boundaries, among other activities, for public and private activities throughout the County 

and within Escalon, Lathrop, Lodi, Manteca, Ripon, Stockton, and Tracy. 

Participation in the SJMSCP is voluntary for both local jurisdictions and project applicants. Only 

agencies adopting the SJMSCP would be covered by the SJMSCP. Individual project applicants have 

two options if their project is located in a jurisdiction participating in the SJMSCP: mitigating under 

the SJMSCP or negotiating directly with the state and/or federal permitting agencies. If a project 

applicant opts for SJMSCP coverage in a jurisdiction that is participating under the SJMSCP, the 

following options are available, unless their activities are otherwise exempted: pay the appropriate 

fee; dedicate, as conservation easements or fee title, habitat lands; purchase approved mitigation 

bank credits; or, propose an alternative mitigation plan. 

Responsibilities of permittees covered by the SJMSCP include collection of fees, maintenance of 

implementing ordinances/resolutions, conditioning permits (if applicable), and coordinating with 

the Joint Powers Authority (JPA) for Annual Report accounting. Funds collected for the SJMSCP are 

to be used for the following: acquiring Preserve lands, enhancing Preserve lands, monitoring and 

management of Preserve lands in perpetuity, and the administration of the SJMSCP. Because the 

primary goal of SJMSCP to preserve productive agricultural use that is compatible with SJMSCP’s 

biological goals, most of the SJMSCP’s Preserve lands would be acquired through the purchase of 

easements in which landowners retain ownership of the land and continue to farm the land. These 

functions are managed by San Joaquin Council of Governments. 

The proposed project is classified as Urban Habitat under the SJMSCP.  The City of Tracy will 

consult with SJCOG and pursue coverage of the project pursuant to the SJMSCP.  The proposed 

project is consistent with the SJMSCP and coverage under the plan is anticipated.  Implementation 

of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
'15064.5? 

   X 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant 
to '15064.5? 

 X   

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature? 

   X 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

 X   

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on Archaeological Survey Report, MacArthur Drive Widening Project, 

San Joaquin County, California (Peak Associates, Inc. September 2013), Historical Resources 

Evaluation Report for the MacArthur Drive Widening Project, City of Tracy, San Joaquin County, 

California (Peak Associates, Inc. September 2013), and Historical Property Survey Report (Peak 

Associates, Inc. September 2013). 

Response a): The Area of Potential Effects (APE) for the proposed project contains seven 

buildings/building complexes. These buildings were recorded and evaluated for potential listing in 

the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register of Historical Resources 

(CRHR). As a result of the review and evaluation of the sections of the resources, Peak & Associates 

concluded that none of the buildings are not eligible for the NRHP or the CRHR, and are not 

historical resources for purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response b): The cultural resources study was designed to identify any cultural resources present 

within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) and to determine if the resources can be defined as 

historic properties if they are eligible for the California Register of Historical Resources and /or the 

National Register of Historic Places.  The study included research through the Central California 

Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information System and a complete 

pedestrian field survey of all portions of the Area of Potential Effect.  

A complete pedestrian field survey of the APE was conducted on June 28, 2012 by Neal 

Neuenschwander (Lead Archaeological Surveyor--Prehistoric Archeology).  No newly identified 

cultural resources were observed in the APE, and the resources in the architectural APE were 

recorded and evaluated, with documentation in a Historical Resources Evaluation Report.  

While there are no known archaeological resources known within the APE, it is possible that 

construction activities would uncover previously unknown resources. The following mitigation 

measure addresses actions required in the event that previously unknown cultural resources are 
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encountered during construction activities. This mitigation measure would ensure that this impact 

to less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure 5: If cultural resources (i.e., prehistoric sites, historic sites, and isolated artifacts and 

features) are discovered work shall be halted immediately within 50 meters (165 feet) of the discovery, the 

City of Tracy shall be notified, and a qualified archaeo logist that meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Professional Qualifications Standards in prehistoric or historical archaeology shall be retained to determine 

the significance of the discovery. The City of Tracy shall consider mitigation recommendations presented by 

the professional archaeologist for any unanticipated discoveries and shall carry out the measures deemed 

feasible and appropriate. Such measures may include avoidance, preservation in place, excavation, 

documentation, curation, data recovery, or other appropriate measures.  

Response c): There is evidence of paleontological resources within the APE. Implementation of the 

proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Responses d): Indications from historical records searches and archaeological discoveries indicate 

that humans have occupied many regions of California for thousands of years and it is not always 

possible to predict where human remains may occur outside of formal burials. Therefore, 

excavation and construction activities, regardless of depth, may yield human remains that may not 

be marked in formal burials. Under CEQA, human remains are protected under the definition of 

archaeological materials as being “any evidence of human activity.” Additionally, Public Resources 

Code Section 5097 has specific stop-work and notification procedures to follow in the event that 

human remains are inadvertently discovered during project implementation. Implementation of the 

following mitigation measure would ensure that, in the event of an inadvertent discovery of human 

remains, the City of Tracy implement state required consultation methods to determine the 

disposition and historical significance of any discovered human remains.  Adherence to the 

following mitigation measure would ensure that this impact would be less than significant.  

Mitigation Measure 6: If human remains are discovered, California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 

states that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary findings as to 

their origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resource code Section 5097.98. If the Coroner determines 

that no investigation of the cause of death is required, and if the remains are of Native American origin, the 

Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, which in turn will inform a most likely 

descendent. The descendent will then recommend to the landowner appropriate disposition of the remains 

and any grave goods. 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 
loss, injury, or death involving: 

    

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

  X  

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?   X  

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

  X  

iv) Landslides?    X 

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 
topsoil? 

  X  

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result 
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-
site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

  X  

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or property? 

  X  

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 
the use of septic tanks or alternative waste water 
disposal systems where sewers are not available for 
the disposal of waste water? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Responses a.i), a.ii): The project site is located in an area of moderate to high seismicity. No 

known active faults cross the project site, and the site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo 

Earthquake Fault Zone, however, relatively large earthquakes have historically occurred in the Ba y 

Area and along the margins of the Central Valley. Many earthquakes of low magnitude occur every 

year in California. The two closest active earthquake faults are the Great Valley Fault, located 

approximately five miles to the west of the site, and the Greenville fault, located approximately 13 

miles southwest of the site. The Great Valley fault is a blind thrust fault with no known surface 

expression; the postulated fault location has been based on historical regional seismic activity and 

isolated subsurface information. 

Portions of the Great Valley fault are considered seismically active thrust faults; however, since the 

Great Valley fault segments are not known to extend to the ground surface, the State of California 
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has not defined Earthquake Fault Hazard Zones around the postulated traces. The Great Valley fault 

is considered capable of causing significant ground shaking at the site, but the recurrence interval is 

believed longer than for more distant, strike-slip faults. Further seismic activity can be expected to 

continue along the western margin of the Central Valley, and as with all projects in the area, the 

project will be designed to accommodate strong earthquake ground shaking, in compliance with the 

applicable California building code standards. 

Other active faults capable of producing significant ground shaking at the site include the Calaveras, 

26 miles southwest; the Hayward fault, 28 miles west; the Ortigalita fault, 31 miles southwest; and 

the San Andreas Fault, 49 miles southwest of the site. Any one of these faults could generate an 

earthquake capable of causing strong ground shaking at the subject site. Earthquakes of Moment 

Magnitude (Mw) 7 and larger have historically occurred in the region and numerous small 

magnitude earthquakes occur every year.  

Since there are no known active faults crossing the project site and the site is not located within an 

Earthquake Fault Special Study Zone, the potential for ground rupture at the site is considered low.   

An earthquake of moderate to high magnitude generated within the San Francisco Bay Region and 

along the margins of the central valley could cause considerable ground shaking at the site, similar 

to that which has occurred in the past. In order to minimize potential damage to the proposed 

structures caused by groundshaking, all construction would comply with the latest California 

Building Code standards, as required by the City of Tracy Municipal Code 9.04.030.  

The Safety Element of the Tracy General Plan includes several goals, objectives and policies to 

reduce the risks to the community from earthquakes and other geologic hazards. In particular, the 

following policies would apply to the project site: 

SA-1.1, Policy P1: Underground utilities, particularly water and natural gas mains, shall be 

designed to withstand seismic forces. 

SA-1.1, Policy P2: Geotechnical reports shall be required for development in areas where 

potentially serious geologic risks exist. These reports should address the degree of hazard, 

design parameters for the project based on the hazard, and appropriate mitigation measures. 

SA-1.2, Policy P1: All construction in Tracy shall conform to the California Building Code and 

the Tracy Municipal Code including provisions addressing unreinforced masonry buildings.  

There are no inhabitable structures that would result from the proposed project. All roadway 

infrastructure, including the underground utilities, would need to be designed utilizing the 

geotechnical engineering recommendations. Implementation of the proposed project would have a 

less than significant impact relative to this issue. 

Responses a.iii), c), d): Liquefaction normally occurs when sites underlain by saturated, loose to 

medium dense, granular soils are subjected to relatively high ground shaking. During an 

earthquake, ground shaking may cause certain types of soil deposits to lose shear strength, 

resulting in ground settlement, oscillation, loss of bearing capacity, landsliding, and the buoyant 
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rise of buried structures. The majority of liquefaction hazards are associated with sandy soils, silty 

soils of low plasticity, and some gravelly soils. Cohesive soils are generally not considered to be 

susceptible to liquefaction. In general, liquefaction hazards are most severe within the upper 50 

feet of the surface, except where slope faces or deep foundations are present. 

Expansive soils are those that undergo volume changes as moisture content fluctuates; swelling 

substantially when wet or shrinking when dry. Soil expansion can damage structures by cracking 

foundations, causing settlement and distorting structural elements. Expansion is a typical 

characteristic of clay-type soils. Expansive soils shrink and swell in volume during changes in 

moisture content, such as a result of seasonal rain events, and can cause damage to  foundations, 

concrete slabs, roadway improvements, and pavement sections.  

The soils encountered at the site generally consisted of very stiff to hard sandy lean clay, silt, and 

poorly graded sand with clay and gravel in the upper 3 to 6 feet underlain by interbedded layers of 

poorly graded gravel with cobbles, clayey gravel, lean clay, silt, and silty sand to the maximum 

depth explored of 25 feet. The Plasticity Index (PI) in the area is approximately 15, which indicates 

that the site soils have a moderate shrink-swell potential and medium plasticity.  

The potential for liquefaction to occur at the project site is considered low.  Additionally, the project 

site contains moderately expansive soils, which could pose a risk to the roadway infrastructure. 

There are no inhabitable structures that would be at risk. The infrastructure design and 

construction would need to accommodate the potential for moderate expansion. As such, this is a 

less than significant impact and no mitigation is required.  

Responses a.iv): The project site is relatively flat and there are no major slopes in the vicinity of 

the project site. As such, the project site is exposed to little or no risk associated with landslides.  

This is a less than significant impact.  

Response b): Construction and site preparation activities associated with development of the 

project site include ground disturbing activities. During the construction preparation process, 

existing vegetation would be removed to grade and compact the project site, as necessary. As 

construction occurs, these exposed surfaces could be susceptible to erosion from wind and water. 

Effects from erosion include impacts on water quality and air quality. Exposed soils that are not 

properly contained or capped increase the potential for increased airborne dust and increased 

discharge of sediment and other pollutants into nearby stormwater drainage facilities.  Risks 

associated with erosive surface soils can be reduced by using appropriate controls during 

construction and properly revegetating exposed areas. The proposed project will require a Storm 

Water Pollution Prevention Plan to be prepared as part of the NPDES General Construction Permit. 

This will include the implementation of various best management practices (BMPs) that would 

reduce the potential for disturbed soils and ground surfaces to result in erosion and sediment 

discharge into adjacent surface waters during construction activities.  Implementation of the 

proposed project would have a less than significant impact relative to this issue. 

Response e): The proposed project does not involve the use or construction of a septic system. 

Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment? 

  X  

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 
emissions of greenhouse gasses? 

  X  

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Response a-b): The City of Tracy adopted the Tracy Sustainability Action Plan.  The Sustainability 

Action Plan includes programs and measures to reduce GHGs through community and municipal 

operations.  Programs and measures vary from a focus on buildings, lighting, recycling, and 

transportation, including alternative mode transportation.  

The proposed project would assist the City of Tracy with implementation of the Sustainability 

Action Plan, in that it is a complete street project that would provide sidewalk and bike lanes in the 

gaps along MacArthur Drive. Providing these improvement in the gap locations provides the 

citizens with a complete and continuous path to either ride a bicycle, jog, or walk.  

In addition to the City of Tracy’s Sustainability Action Plan, SJCOG is in the processes of preparing 

the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 

update. Sen. Bill No. 375 (Stats. 2008, ch. 728) (SB 375) was built on AB 32 (California’s 2006 

climate change law). SB 375’s core provision is a requirement for regional transportation agencies 

to develop a Sustainable Communities Strategy in order to reduce GHG emissions from passenger 

vehicles. The SCS outlines the region’s plan for combining transportation resources, such as roads 

and mass transit, with a realistic land use pattern, in order to meet a state target for reducing GHG 

emissions. The strategy must take into account the region’s housing needs, transportation 

demands, and protection of resource and farmlands. While the SJCOG SCS has not been completed 

and adopted at the time that this environmental analysis was prepared, the SCS is anticipated to 

encourage and promote a roadway network that is complimentary to land use design that is 

compact and focused on infill development and complete streets. As previously described, the 

proposed project is consistent with the intent of SB 375, and is anticipated to further the goals and 

priorities of the SJCOG SCS. 

The proposed project is consistent with the City’s Sustainability Action Plan. The proposed project 

is consistent with the existing SJCOG RTP. Implementation of the proposed project will have a less 

than significant impact relative to this issue. 
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

  X  

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment? 

  X  

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 
or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

  X  

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the public or 
the environment? 

  X  

e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard 
for people residing or working in the project area? 

   X 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard 
for people residing or working in the project area? 

   X 

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

   X 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 

Response a-c): The proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, or the 

reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardo us materials 

into the environment. Once complete, the proposed project would not include operations or 

activities that would use, store or transport hazardous materials.  During construction activities, 

small amounts of common construction materials, such as diesel fuel, would be used on the site. 

However, construction activities would be temporary and would not involve the use of extremely 

hazardous materials, other than common petroleum products.  
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Additionally, the proposed project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

proposed school. Implementation of the proposed project will have a less than significant impact 

relative to this issue. 

Response d): An Initial Site Assessment, MacArthur Drive Widening Between Schulte Road and 

Valpico Road, Tracy, California (Adanta, Inc. September 2011) was prepared to determine the 

presence of contaminants on the site. No known contaminants were discovered within the project 

area during records searches and field visits conducted during preparation of the ISA. The proposed 

project is not located on an active clean-up or remediation site which is included on a list of 

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.  There is always 

a possibility for aerially deposited lead concentrations and other contaminations adjacent to 

roadways in California. However, the proposed project does not require extensive grading activities 

because of the existing grades on the project site. Implementation of the proposed project will have 

a less than significant impact relative to this issue. 

Responses e-f): The proposed project would not create new safety hazards for people in 

association with airports/airstrips. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact 

relative to this issue. 

Response g): Construction of the proposed project would not result in temporary road closures or 

traffic detours that could affect emergency access. The proposed project would not impair 

implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response h): The proposed project would not result in the construction of structures that would 

be occupied by humans; therefore, it would not expose people or structures to a significant risk 

involving wild fires. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this 

issue. 
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

  X  

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table 
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing 
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not 
support existing land uses or planned uses for 
which permits have been granted)? 

   X 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, in a manner 
which would result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site? 

  X  

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the alteration 
of the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-
site? 

  X  

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

  X  

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?   X  

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard 
area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other 
flood hazard delineation map? 

   X 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 
structures which would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

   X 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

   X 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?    X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Responses a, c-f): Implementation of proposed project would not violate any waste discharge 

requirements. The proposed project would slightly alter the existing drainage of the roadway to 

ensure proper drainage; however, the drainage design would not result in the alteration of a course 

of a stream or river, which could result in erosion, siltation, or flooding on- or off-site. 
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The construction phase of the projects could cause storm water runoff that could carry topsoil into 

the City’s municipal storm drainage system which will require an approved Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that includes best management practices for grading, and preservation of 

topsoil. SWPPPs are designed to control storm water quality degradation to the extent practicable 

using best management practices during and after construction.  

The City of Tracy will submit the SWPPP with a Notice of Intent to the Regional Water Quality 

Control Board (RWQCB) to obtain a General Permit. The RWQCB is an agency responsible for 

reviewing the SWPPP with the Notice of Intent, prior to issuance of a General Permit for the 

discharge of storm water during construction activities. The RWQCB accepts General Permit 

applications (with the SWPPP and Notice of Intent) after specific projects have been approved by 

the lead agency. The City of Tracy is required to obtain a General Permit for discharge of storm 

water during construction activities prior to commencing construction (per the Clean Water Act). 

Construction of each segment would be required to comply with NPDES General Construction 

Permit requirements to reduce or eliminate construction-related water quality effects. With NPDES 

compliance the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact.  

Responses b): The proposed project does not create a new demand on water supplies. As such, the 

proposed project does not substantially deplete groundwater supplies. Additionally, the proposed 

project would not interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net 

deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level. Implementation of the 

proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Responses g-j): Implementation of the proposed project would not place housing within a 100-

year flood hazard area, place structures which would impede or redirect flood flows within a 100-

year flood hazard area, nor would it expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury 

or death involving flooding (including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, or 

inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow). Implementation of the proposed project will have no 

impact relative to this issue. 



2014 INITIAL STUDY – MACARTHUR DRIVE WIDENING BETWEEN SCHULTE ROAD AND VALPICO ROAD 

 

PAGE 48 CITY OF TRACY 

 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Physically divide an established community?    X 

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, 
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to the general 
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

   X 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 
plan or natural community conservation plan? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on MacArthur Drive Widening between  

Schulte Road and Valpico Road Community Impact Assessment (De Novo Planning Group September 

2013). 

Responses a): The proposed project does not physically divide an established community. 

Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Responses b): The proposed project would not change the land uses or result in incompatibility 

with the policies identified in the City’s General Plan. Implementation of the proposed project will 

have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response c): The project site is located within the jurisdiction of the San Joaquin County Multi-

Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (“Plan” or “SJMSCP”) and is located within the 

Central/Southwest Transition Zone of the SJMSCP. This topic is discussed in detail within this Initial 

Study under Biological Resources. 

The proposed project is classified as Urban Habitat under the SJMSCP.  The City of Tracy will 

consult with SJCOG and pursue coverage of the project pursuant to the SJMSCP.  The proposed 

project is consistent with the SJMSCP and coverage under the plan is anticipated.  Implementation 

of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

   x 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or 
other land use plan? 

   x 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Responses a), b): The project site is not currently, and has not historically, been used as a mineral 

resource recovery site. The proposed project will not result in the loss of availability of a mineral 

resource. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 
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XII. NOISE  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 
levels in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable 
standards of other agencies? 

 X   

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise levels? 

  x  

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

 X   

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 
levels existing without the project? 

  X  

e) For a project located within an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, would the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

   x 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project expose people residing 
or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels? 

   x 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on MacArthur Drive Widening Noise Study Report (J.C. Brennan 

Associates June 2012).  

Responses a, c): Table B-1 in Appendix B of the Noise Study Report summarizes the traffic noise 

modeling results for existing conditions and the design-year conditions for the No Build alternative 

and the Proposed Project. Predicted design-year traffic noise levels with the project are compared 

to existing conditions. The comparison to existing conditions is included in the analysis to identify 

traffic noise impacts under 23 CFR 772. Figure 7-1 in the Noise Study shows the locations of 

modeled receptors. 

As stated in the TeNS, modeling results are rounded to the nearest decibel before comparisons are 

made. In some cases, this can result in relative changes that may not appear intuitive. An example 

would be a comparison between sound levels of 64.4 and 64.5 dBA. The difference between these 

two values is 0.1 dB. However, after rounding, the difference would be reported as 1 dB.  

The modeling results in Table B-1 of the Noise Study Report indicate that the proposed project 

would result in noise levels which would approach or exceed the NAC criteria of 67 dBA Leq(h) at 

Activity Category B receptors. However, none of the project-related increases in noise levels exceed 
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the 12 dBA Leq(h) threshold required before consideration of noise abatement. Where future noise 

levels are predicted to approach or exceed the NAC criteria of 67 dBA Leq(h) noise abatement 

consideration is warranted and was considered at four locations as shown in the Noise Study in 

Appendix H.  

NB-1: Noise Barrier 1 is acoustically feasible and would benefit one sensitive receptor. The analysis 

was conducted for a barrier located at the project right-of-way. There is currently no barrier of any 

height located at this location. A range of heights were evaluated, but wall heights less than 10 feet 

would not be acoustically feasible as they would not provide a minimum noise reduction of 7 dB. A 

10-foot wall in this location would reduce noise levels below the threshold for exterior noise levels. 

The cost to install this wall is estimated to cost $50,000, which is below the reasonable allowance. 

At this time, the City does not plan to not install the 10-foot tall sound wall considering the benefit 

is to a single residence and the height of the wall is excessive in this residential area of the City of 

Tracy. 

NB-2: Noise Barrier 2 is not acoustically feasible as it does not provide a minimum noise reduction 

of 7 dB. Additionally, this barrier is located outside of the ROW for MacArthur Road. This area is 

located adjacent to an area that is planned for development under the General Plan. Noise 

attenuation will be required along the frontage of MacArthur Drive when the adjacent property 

develops, and that noise attenuation will functionally reduce the backyard noise impact at NB-2.  

NB-3: Noise Barrier 3 is acoustically feasible and would benefit one sensitive receptor. The analysis 

considered removing the existing 5-foot tall barrier that extends from MacArthur Road northeast at 

a 45 degree angle away from MacArthur Road along the northwest property line for a distance of 

approximately 140 feet to the northeast along the north property line. This wall would be 1-foot 

taller than the existing 5-foot tall wall at this location and would reduce noise by 7 dB. A range of 

heights were evaluated, but the 6-foot wall in this location would reduce noise levels below the 

threshold for exterior noise levels. The cost to install this wall is estimated to cost $20,000, which is 

below the reasonable allowance. At this time, the City does not plan to remove the existing 5-foot 

tall sound wall and replace it with a barrier that is only 1-foot taller considering the benefit is to a 

single residence.  

NB-4: Noise Barrier 4 is not acoustically feasible as it does not provide a minimum noise reduction 

of 7 dB. Additionally, this noise barrier is no longer required as the City will be acquiring and 

demolishing the existing residential structure located at Receptor location R-63 as part of the 

project. 

Conclusion: The preliminary noise abatement decision presented in the Noise Abatement Design 

Report is based on preliminary project alignments and profiles, which may be subject to change. As 

such, the physical characteristics of noise abatement described herein also may be subject to 

change. If pertinent parameters change substantially during the final project design, the 

preliminary noise abatement decision may be changed or eliminated from the final project design. A 

final decision to construct noise abatement will be made upon completion of the project design. 

This noise abatement is considered by the City; however, it is not warranted by the noise levels. As 
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such, implementation of the proposed project will have a less than significant impact relative to 

this issue. 

Responses: b, d): Increases in ambient noise levels associated with construction projects located 

near sensitive land uses can result in increased levels of annoyance. Construction equipment is 

expected to generate noise levels ranging from 70 to 90 dB at a distance of 50 feet, and noise 

produced by construction equipment would be reduced over distance at a rate of about 6 dB per 

doubling of distance.  

Construction activities occurring during the more noise-sensitive nighttime hours would be of 

particular concern, given the potential for increased sleep disruption. The City of Tracy limits 

construction to the daytime hours and requires equipment to be properly maintained and muffled. 

The City’s has standard minimization measures required under the General Plan Noise Element. 

Implementation of these standard minimization measures would ensure that this impact is less-

than-significant. 

Responses: e), f): The proposed project would not expose people to excessive noise levels 

associated with airports/airstrips. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact 

relative to this issue.  
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, 
either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, 
through extension of roads or other 
infrastructure)? 

  x  

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

 x   

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

 x   

Responses to Checklist Questions 
The discussion below is based on MacArthur Drive Widening between  

Schulte Road and Valpico Road Community Impact Assessment (De Novo Planning Group September 

2013). 

Response a): The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and would not induce 

substantial population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly, above what is anticipated for 

the City of Tracy. Implementation of the proposed project will have a less than significant impact 

relative to this issue. 

Response b-c): Relocations and displacement of residential and nonresidential uses can affect 

community character and cohesion. A full acquisition of a property is defined as an area within 

which occupants of residential and nonresidential units would be displaced by the project and 

would be expected to be relocated as part of a project. A partial acquisition is when a small area 

of a property is acquired, but full use of the property and structures, such as multifamily units, 

would remain. Generally, partial acquisitions consist of portions of a back, side, or front yard; 

landscaping; and/or parking.  

The severity of property acquisition impacts varies greatly with the population involved. For 

instance, if a person is highly mobile and has had a history of changing residences frequently, the 

impact may only be a minor inconvenience. However, if the community is stable and cohesive and 

residents have been in their homes for many years, many of the displaced persons may have a 

difficult time adjusting to new homes and neighborhoods because they have a strong attachment to 

their existing homes and neighborhoods.  

The proposed project will require an additional 3.59 acres of land for right-of-way (ROW). This 

acquisition of this ROW will require three full acquisitions and 15 partial acquisitions. Table 2 

presents the full acquisitions and Table 3 presents the partial acquisitions.  
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Table 2: Full Acquisition  

APN SITE ADDRESS 
OWNER / MAILING 

ADDRESS 
ACQUISITION IMPACTS CONSIDERATIONS 

252-020-09 
25760 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Torres, Joe & C M 

Family Trust 

1265 Eagle St  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Full acquisition of residential property 

for ROW. The driveway to the 

residential structure is accessed from 

MacArthur Drive and would be severely 

reduced from ROW acquisition. There is 

a possibility that the access from 

MacArthur Drive could be abandoned 

and access could be provided from 

Jance Court.  

An alternative to 

removing the structure 

could include 

abandonment of the 

front yard driveway 

access, and utilize 

Janice Court as an 

alternative driveway 

access. Would require 

some improvements 

for new driveway, 

garage, and building 

façade.  

246-140-04 
2455 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Gonsalves, Douglas G & 

Suzette 

2455 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Full acquisition of residential property 

for ROW and Pole Relocation. The 

driveway to the residential structure is 

accessed from MacArthur Drive and 

would be severely reduced from ROW 

acquisition. Additionally, the Pole 

Relocation would result in power lines 

over the residential structure.  

N/A 

246-140-05 
2505 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Fernandes, Manuel O 

PO Box 1301  

Tracy, CA 95378 

Full acquisition of residential property 

for ROW and Pole Relocation. Two 

multifamily residential structures are 

within the ROW needed for the 

proposed project. Additionally, the Pole 

Relocation would result in power lines 

over the two residential structures. 

There are five 

residential structures 

on the remainder of 

the property that could 

continue to be used.   

SOURCE: CITY OF TRACY (2012) AND MULTIPLE LISTINGS SERVICE (HTTP://PROSPECTOR.METROLIST.NET/) ACCESSED 10/3/12. 

Table 3: Partial Acquisition  

APN SITE ADDRESS 
OWNER / MAILING 

ADDRESS 
ACQUISITION IMPACTS 

DESIGN/ENGINEERING 
CONSIDERATIONS 

252-020-04 
Southeast Ct 

Tracy, CA 

Gelsomini Martha J 

141 Melrose St 

Modesto, CA 95354 

Acquisition of residential side yard, 

including: fencing, landscaping, and 

utilities. Residence does not front on 

MacArthur and would not be directly 

affected. Noise levels would be within 

the City noise standards, but slightly 

above Caltrans standards and noise 

abatement will be considered in a Noise 

Abatement Design Report. The County 

Zoning Ordinance requires a 10' side 

yard setback from the ROW, which 

should be able to be accommodated 

with the design/engineering of the 

project.  

10' side yard setback 

from the ROW to the 

side of residence. 

Relocation or 

replacement of fencing, 

landscaping.  

252-020-05 
25596 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Cuziz, Giancarlo J & 

Barbara J 

25596 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376-9133 

Acquisition of small portion of 

residential access driveway. Residence 

does not front on MacArthur Dr. and 

would not be affected. There are no 

noise, zoning, or design/engineering 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 
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considerations for this acquisition. mailbox. 

252-020-06 
25600 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Kingdom Hall Jehovah 

Witness Dba Sunset 

Park Con G 

25600 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376-9133 

Acquisition of Church property 

frontage, including: portions of existing 

driveway, fencing, landscaping, parking 

lot, mailbox, and utilities. The Church 

structure will not be directly affected. 

Between 2 and 4 parking spaces may be 

lost depending on the final 

design/engineering. The property has 

adequate land available to 

accommodate additional parking spaces 

if replacement of those parking spaces 

is needed. This would require parking 

plan and striping be performed. There 

are no noise, zoning, or 

design/engineering considerations for 

this acquisition. 

Access to parking lot 

needs to be 

maintained. Parking lot 

restriping plan may be 

warranted to 

compensate for lost 

parking spaces 

(anticipated between 

2-4 spaces lost). 

Property appears to 

have adequate space to 

accommodate 

additional spaces. 

Relocation or 

replacement of fencing, 

landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. 

252-020-07 
25700 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Yadav Sunil L & S S 

1050 S Cherokee Ln 

Lodi, CA 95240 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of existing 

driveway, fencing, landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. There are no 

noise, zoning, or design/engineering 

considerations for this acquisition. 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 

fencing, landscaping, 

mailbox, and utilities. 

252-020-08 
25740 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Weaver, David A & Joyce 

25740 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376-8126 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of existing 

driveway, fencing, landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. There are no 

noise, zoning, or design/engineering 

considerations for this acquisition. 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 

fencing, landscaping, 

mailbox, and utilities. 

252-020-14 
25820 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Henson, Teena & Dennis 

25820 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of existing 

driveway, fencing, landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. The County 

Zoning Ordinance requires a 30' front 

yard setback from the ROW, which 

should be able to be accommodated 

with the design/engineering of the 

project. There are no noise 

considerations for this acquisition. 

30' front yard setback 

from the ROW to the 

front of residence. 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 

fencing, landscaping, 

mailbox, and utilities. 

246-150-01 26101 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Rocha, Dina Lourenco 

26469 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Acquisition of agricultural property 

frontage, including: portions of 

agricultural perimeter roadway, 

utilities, and farmland. There are no 

structures located on property. There 

are no noise or zoning considerations 

for this acquisition. 

Access to farmland 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

of utilities. 

246-150-02 26431 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Rocha, Dina Lourenco 

26469 S Macarthur Dr 

Acquisition of agricultural property 

frontage, including: portions of 

agricultural perimeter roadway, 

driveway, mailbox, utilities, and 

Access to driveway and 

farmland needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 
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Tracy, CA 95376 farmland. Residential structure will not 

be directly affected. There are no noise 

or zoning considerations for this 

acquisition. 

fencing, landscaping, 

mailbox, and utilities. 

246-140-02 2295 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Thrasher, D W & D A 

Cotrs Tr 

PO Box 851  

Tracy, CA 95378 

Acquisition of small portion of 

residential/agricultural access 

driveway. Residence does not front on 

MacArthur Dr. and would not be 

affected. There are no noise, zoning, or 

design/engineering considerations for 

this acquisition. 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 

mailbox. 

246-140-03 2325 S Macarthur Dr 

Tracy, CA 95376 

Thrasher, Darren Trust 

2800 Levon Ave  

Modesto, CA 95350 

Acquisition of residential/agricultural 

property frontage, including: portions 

of driveway, mailbox, utilities, and 

landscaping. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. There are no 

noise or zoning considerations for this 

acquisition. 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 

fencing, landscaping, 

mailbox, and utilities. 

246-140-06 2555 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Gentry, Lawrence C & 

Wanda A Trust 

PO Box 581  

Tracy, CA 95378 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of 

driveway, mailbox, utilities, and 

landscaping. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. The City Zoning 

Ordinance requires a 15' front yard 

setback from the ROW to the garage, 

which should be able to be 

accommodated with the 

design/engineering of the project. 

There are no noise considerations for 

this acquisition. 

15' front yard setback 

from the ROW to the 

garage. Relocation or 

replacement of fencing, 

landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. Access to 

driveway needs to be 

maintained. 

246-140-07 2585 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Gentry, Lawrence C & 

Wanda A Trust 

PO Box 581  

Tracy, CA 95378 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of 

driveway, mailbox, utilities, and 

landscaping. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. The City Zoning 

Ordinance requires a 15' front yard 

setback from the ROW to the garage, 

which should be able to be 

accommodated with the 

design/engineering of the project. 

There are no noise considerations for 

this acquisition. 

15' front yard setback 

from the ROW to the 

garage. Relocation or 

replacement of fencing, 

landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. Access to 

driveway needs to be 

maintained. 

246-140-08 2625 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

White, Edmond L & 

Gwendolyn S 

2625 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Acquisition of small portion of 

residential/agricultural access 

driveway. Residence does not front on 

MacArthur Dr. and would not be 

affected. There are no noise, zoning, or 

design/engineering considerations for 

this acquisition. 

Access to driveway 

needs to be 

maintained. Relocation 

or replacement of 

mailbox. 

246-140-09 2655 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Otsuki, Tiffany L 

2655 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of 

driveway, mailbox, utilities, and 

landscaping. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. The City Zoning 

15' front yard setback 

from the ROW to the 

garage. Relocation or 

replacement of fencing, 

landscaping, mailbox, 
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Ordinance requires a 15' front yard 

setback from the ROW to the garage, 

which should be able to be 

accommodated with the 

design/engineering of the project. 

There are no noise considerations for 

this acquisition. 

and utilities. Access to 

driveway needs to be 

maintained. 

246-140-10 2675 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Stopka, Anita M 

2675 S Macarthur Dr  

Tracy, CA 95376 

Acquisition of residential property 

frontage, including: portions of 

driveway, mailbox, utilities, and 

landscaping. Residential structure will 

not be directly affected. The City Zoning 

Ordinance requires a 15' front yard 

setback from the ROW to the garage, 

which should be able to be 

accommodated with the 

design/engineering of the project. 

There are no noise considerations for 

this acquisition. 

15' front yard setback 

from the ROW to the 

garage. Relocation or 

replacement of fencing, 

landscaping, mailbox, 

and utilities. Access to 

driveway needs to be 

maintained. 

SOURCE: CITY OF TRACY (2012) AND MULTIPLE LISTINGS SERVICE (HTTP://PROSPECTOR.METROLIST.NET/) ACCESSED 10/3/12. 

Residential Displacement 
The proposed project could displace four residential structures on three parcels. Two of the 

structures are single family units, and two of the structures are part of a seven unit multi-family 

residential complex. None of the four residential structures are part of the Public Housing projects 

in San Joaquin County that are owned by the Housing Authority of the County of San Joaquin 

Housing Programs (HACSJ), and they are not a Section 8 Project based property. It is not known 

whether the tenant utilizes the Housing Choice Voucher Program for rent payments. There are 148 

units registered as available for rent with the HACSJ, of which two are within the City of Tracy. If 

rent is subsidized through the Housing Choice Voucher Program for either, or both of, the two 

displaced units, the displacees would be eligible to utilize their voucher for rent subsidies on a 

replacement unit. Certain provisions would need to be considered if it is found that the tenants 

utilize the Housing Choice Voucher Program for rent subsidy. 

Residential Replacement 
The Replacement Area includes the jurisdiction of Tracy. Relocating displacees within the 

communities in which they currently reside (i.e. Tracy) would reduce the hardship associated with 

relocation, including community cohesion, commute times, etc. Below is a summary of the 

replacement area. Average prices of typical single-family homes that are Decent, Safe, and Sanitary 

(DS&S) for the displacement properties are shown in Table 4. 

Tracy Housing Stock 

 Number of single-family residences: 20,813  

 Number of multiple-family units: 33,017  

 Number of mobile homes: 570 

 Total housing units (a+b+c): 24,700  
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(Source: US Census Bureau, 2005-2009 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimate) 

Tracy Vacancy rate expressed as a percent:  

 Owner vacancy rate: 5.0 

 Rental vacancy rate: 6.0 

(Source: US Census Bureau, 2005-2009 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimate) 

Table 4: Residential Relocation Resources 

Residential For Sale 

Type # of Units 
Value 

Low High 

2 Bedroom 23 $ 50,000 $ 950,000 

3 Bedroom 136 $ 82,000 $ 1,400,000 

4 Bedroom 160 $ 105,000 $ 1,150,000 

5 Bedroom 73 $ 199,950 $ 999,950 

Residential For Rent 

Type # of Units 
Value 

Low High 

2 Bedroom 12 $ 699 $ 1,400 

3 Bedroom 25 $ 1,100 $ 2,950 

4 Bedroom 24 $ 1,150 $ 2,500 

5 Bedroom 7 $ 1,695 $ 2,180 

SOURCE: MULTIPLE LISTINGS SERVICE (HTTP://PROSPECTOR.METROLIST.NET/) ACCESSED 10/14/11, CRAIGSLIST.ORG 

(HTTP://STOCKTON.CRAIGSLIST.ORG/) ACCESSED 10/14/11. 

Direct surveys, either by mail or personal contact, were not conducted during as part of this study. 

Therefore, it is unknown if residents displaced by the proposed project are using government 

assistance. This issue should be reassessed during the final relocation process.  

The replacement area is homogeneous to the displacement area. The units displaced by the 

proposed project are older than the majority of units in the surrounding area, where 56.6 percent 

of units have been built since 1990. An additional 18.7 percent were built between 1980 and 1989, 

which indicates that 75.3 percent of housing units in Tracy have been built over the past 30 years 

(U.S. Bureau of the Census 2000).  

The condition of units being displaced is considered fair to average. The condition of units available 

in the replacement area is considered average to good.  

Table 5: Residential Relocation Resources 

 Displacements Replacement Area 

Total Housing Units  4 24,700 
% Owner Occupied  Not Available 62% 
% Renter Occupied  Not Available 31% 

Total Housing Units Vacant  
All potentially impacted units appeared to 
be occupied during field reconnaissance.  

1,843 
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Vacancy Rate  0.0% based on field reconnaissance.  6% 

Housing Units for Sale  
No impacted residential units were 
observed to be for sale during field 
reconnaissance. 

392  

Housing Units for Rent  

No impacted residential units were 
observed to be for rent during field 
reconnaissance. Two of the units appear to 
be occupied rental units. 

68  

Average Household Size - Owner 
Occupied 

3.36 3.36 

Average Household Size - Renter 
Occupied 

3.47 3.47 

Median Housing Value  Not Available  $458,600 

Median Rent  Not Available  $1,235  

SOURCE: US CENSUS BUREAU, 2005-2009 AMERICAN COMMUNITY SURVEY 5-YEAR ESTIMATE AND CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 

FINANCE, 2010 

Market Availability 

In 2007 the housing market in Tracy, like much of the United States, began a steep decline as a 

result of high foreclosure rates, low sales rates, home value depreciation, tighter lending standards, 

high unemployment, and an increasing threat of a long-term recession with high inflationary risks.  

As a result of the high foreclosure rates, low sales rates, home value depreciation, and tighter 

lending standards, market availability is expected to remain adequate through the time of 

displacement. The City of Tracy's current housing element (City of Tracy 2009-2014 Housing 

Element) indicates that the replacement area has adequate housing resources that are planned for 

the future to meet projected housing requirements. 

Impact Analysis 
Permanent impacts to neighborhoods and communities occur when a project displaces residents 

and requires relocation. The proposed project will require acquisition of 3.59 acres of land for 

ROW. This acquisition of this ROW will require three full acquisitions and 15 partial acquisitions. 

The full acquisitions are needed because the ROW encroaches into a structure or severely limits 

access to the structure. The full acquisitions will require relocation of residents.  The partial 

acquisitions are needed because the ROW encroaches into the front or sideyards of residential 

parcels. The partial acquisitions will consist of the purchase of approximately 15-30 feet of the front 

or side yard of the residential parcels.  

The replacement area studied is within the City of Tracy. This area was chosen as the replacement 

area because it is the jurisdiction where the impacts would take place. Relocating displacees within 

the community in which they currently reside would reduce the hardship associated with 

relocation, including community cohesion, commute times, etc. 

Since the relocation area selected is the jurisdiction in which the displacees are currently located, 

the relocation area would be comparable in terms of amenities, public utilities, and accessibility to 

public services, transportation, and shopping.  

The relocation resources are affordable to the majority of residential displacees given the use of 

replacement housing payments as needed to assist displaced persons/households.  
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There are not any public projects in the area that would displace other families or make additional 

housing unavailable concurrently with the subject project.  

The State’s relocation program is adequate to successfully relocate all displacees. There is not any 

special relocation problems associated with this project that are anticipated. The relocation of 

residential displacees is not anticipated to require Last Resort Housing (LRH) payments. The 

construction of replacement housing under the LRH Program would not be utilized as it is not 

anticipated that construction of replacement housing under the LRH Program would be necessary. 

Funds and staffing resources should be adequate to relocate these displacees to DS&S housing 

during the relocation phase. It is anticipated that sufficient lead time will be available to relocate 

displacees from these locations. Relocation resources exist throughout the City of Tracy. Relocation 

resources for each displacee are not limited to the community in which they are currently located. 

For example, adequate relocation resources for residents displaced from the City of Tracy are also 

available in neighboring communities, including unincorporated San Joaquin County, and the cities 

of Lathrop, Manteca, and Stockton.  

The proposed project would result in the removal of four residential structures, with an estimated 

6.72 displacees from owner occupied units and 6.94 displacees from rental occupied units. 

Relocation resources of comparable affordability for residents within the residential structures are 

not difficult to find within the City of Tracy. There are 392 residential units with between two and 

five bedrooms that are listed for sale with the local Multiple Listing Service for the City of Tracy. 

Additionally, there are 68 residential units with between two and five bedrooms that are listed for 

rent on local online classified advertisements for the City of Tracy. This project would not 

significantly impact the local housing stock for the community. 

In conclusion, Caltrans will need to utilize the State’s relocation program to relocate these 

displacees. Advisory assistance, replacement site availability, and/or payments as applicable under 

the program, may be needed to effect the relocations. Adequate project funding, staffing and lead-

times are also resources that should be available and fully utilized to ensure successful relocations. 

Implementation of the following measures would reduce the impact on displaces by insuring that 

they are justly compensated for their property, and that they are properly relocated.  The 

displacement and relocation of people as a result of the acquisitions would not necessitate the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere. This impact is less than significant.   

Mitigation Measure 7: The City of Tracy shall compensate all property owners where a partial or full 

acquisition is required. Compensation shall be fair market value of the acquisition.  

The Uniform Act (Public Law 910646, 84 Statutes 1894) mandates that certain relocation serv ices and 

payments be made available to eligible residents, businesses, and nonprofit organizations displaced by its 

projects. The Uniform Act provides for uniform and equitable treatment by federal or federally assisted 

programs of persons displaced from their homes, businesses, or farms, and establishes uniform and equitable 

land acquisition policies.  

Where acquisition and relocation are unavoidable, the provisions of the Uniform Act and the 1987 

Amendments, as implemented by the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
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Regulations for Federal and Federally Assisted Programs adopted by the United States Department of 

Transportation (March 2, 1989), will be followed. An independent appraisal of the affected property will be 

obtained, and an offer for the full appraisal will be made.  

The Uniform Act requires that comparable, decent, safe, and sanitary replacement housing that is within a 

person’s financial means be made available before that person may be displaced. In the event that such 

replacement housing is not available for persons displaced by the project within the statutory limits for 

replacement housing payments, last resort housing may be provided in a number of prescribed ways.  
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

Fire protection?    X 

Police protection?    X 

Schools?    X 

Parks?    X 

Other public facilities?    X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Responses a): The proposed improvements would not result in substantial adverse physical or 

environmental impacts related the provision of public services. The proposed project would have 

no impact on schools, parks, or other public facilities. The proposed project would provide police 

and fire services with better emergency travel along MacArthur Road, which is considered a 

beneficial impact.  
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XV. RECREATION 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

   X 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an adverse 
physical effect on the environment? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Response a-b): The proposed project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the 

facility would occur or be accelerated. Additionally, the proposed project would not include 

recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might 

have an adverse physical effect on the environment. Implementation of the proposed project will 

have a no impact relative to these issues. 
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or 
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into 
account all modes of transportation including mass 
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant 
components of the circulation system, including but 
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and 
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass 
transit? 

  X  

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 
management program, including, but not limited to 
level of service standards and travel demand 
measures, or other standards established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

  X  

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial safety 
risks? 

   X 

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

   X 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?    X 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 
safety of such facilities? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 

The discussion below is based on Draft Transportation Impact Analysis Report MacArthur Drive 

Widening Project (Fehr and Peers. April 2012). See Appendix I.  

Responses a-b):  

Existing Plus Project 

The Existing Plus Project intersection analysis results are presented in Table 2. With the widening 

of MacArthur Drive, all seven study intersections are generally anticipated to operate at similar 

service levels compared to Existing conditions. The MacArthur Drive study corridor would continue 

to operate at acceptable service levels with slightly less delay during the AM and PM peak hours. 

The delay decrease along MacArthur Drive is small because all study intersections operate under 

capacity and at acceptable service levels under Existing No Project conditions. Prohibiting left-turns 

out at the De Bord Drive intersection does decrease the average side-street stop delay, but results 

in an increase in delay at the Valpico Road intersection. The eastbound approach of the side-street 
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stop controlled intersection at Chrisman Road/Schulte Road will continue to operate at LOS F 

during the AM peak hour.  

The proposed turn-pocket lengths along MacArthur Drive between Schulte Road and Valpico Road 

are sufficient and do not result in queuing issues. The LOS calculation worksheets for the Existing 

Plus Project scenario are provided in Appendix B of the Traffic Analysis. 

Table 2 Existing Plus Project Peak Hour Intersection Levels of Service 

INTERSECTION CONTROL1 
PEAK 

HOUR 

EXISTING EXISTING PLUS PROJECT 

DELAY 2 
(IN SECONDS) 

LOS  
DELAY2 

(IN SECONDS) 
LOS  

1. MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road Signal 
AM 

PM 

35.9 

29.3 

D 

C 

34.8 

28.9 

C 

C 

2. MacArthur Drive/Yosemite Drive Signal 
AM 

PM 

6.7 

6.0 

A 

A 

5.6 

5.2 

A 

A 

3. MacArthur Drive/Eastlake Drive Signal 
AM 

PM 

12.5 

11.6 

B 

B 

10.4 

10.3 

B 

B 

4. MacArthur Drive/De Bord Drive SSSC 
AM 

PM 

2.3 (16.7) 

1.4 (15.0) 

A (C) 

A (C) 

1.4 (10.3) 

1.0 (9.8) 

A (B) 

A (A) 

5. MacArthur Drive/Valpico Road Signal 
AM 

PM 

24.0 

23.4 

C 

C 

27.4 

24.4 

C 

C 

6. Chrisman Road/Schulte Road SSSC 
AM 

PM 

15.8 (78.2) 

3.2 (20.3) 

A (F) 

A (C) 

15.0 (76.1) 

3.2 (20.3) 

A (F) 

A (C) 

7. Chrisman Road/Valpico Road AWSC 
AM 

PM 

13.9 

8.6 

B 

A 

14.5 

8.6 

B 

A 

Notes: Results in bold represent unacceptable LOS 

1. Signal = signalized intersection, SSSC = side street stop controlled intersection, AWSC = all way stop controlled intersection  

2. For side-street stop-controlled intersections, delay is reported as: Intersection average (worst case approach).  

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

Existing Plus Project Intersection Peak Hour Signal Warrant Analysis 
The results of the Existing Plus Project traffic signal warrant analyses are shown in Table 3. 

Detailed signal warrant assessments are provided in Appendix C of the Traffic Analysis. As shown in 

Table 3, the urban peak hour volume traffic signal warrant is satisfied at the Chrisman 

Road/Schulte Road intersection for Existing No Project and Plus Project Conditions. The Chrisman 

Road/Schulte Road intersection is under the jurisdiction of San Joaquin County and not the City of 

Tracy. 

Table 3 Existing Plus Project Intersection Peak Hour Signal Warrant Analysis  

INTERSECTION CONTROL1 

NO PROJECT PLUS PROJECT 

PEAK HOUR WARRANT 

MET? 
PEAK HOUR WARRANT 

MET? 

4. 
MacArthur Drive/De Bord 

Drive 
SSSC No No 

6. Chrisman Road/Schulte Road SSSC Yes Yes 

7. Chrisman Road/Valpico Road AWSC No No 

Note:  
1. SSSC = side-street stop-controlled intersection, AWSC = all-way stop-controlled intersection 
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SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012 

Existing Plus Project Impacts  

The project is expected to reduce delay slightly at the majority of study intersections along 

MacArthur Drive providing an operational benefit. All study intersections, except the Chrisman 

Road/Schulte Road intersection, are anticipated to operate acceptably with the project. The project 

will result in similar levels of delay at the study intersections along Chrisman Road.  Therefore, the 

proposed project would not result in significant impacts at any of the study intersections.   

The proposed project includes the closure of sidewalk gaps and continuous Class II bike lanes on 

both sides of MacArthur Drive from Schlute Road to Valpico Road. The implementation of sidewalks 

and bicycle facilities will improve pedestrian and bicycle access and circulation along this s tretch of 

MacArthur Drive and no significant impacts on pedestrian or bicycle facilities will occur.  Pedestrian 

and bicycle facility improvements proposed by the project are consistent with City of Tracy’s 

General Plan policies for active transportation modes.  

Area transit service providers, Tracer and SJRTD, do not currently route buses along MacArthur 

Drive. As a result, the project will not have significant transit system impacts.  

Cumulative Intersection Operations 
The intersection operation analyses for Cumulative (2035) Conditions were performed using the 

same methodologies discussed previously. The Cumulative No Project and Plus Project intersection 

analysis results are presented in Table 4-2. As shown in Table 4-2, the MacArthur Drive/Schulte 

Road and MacArthur Drive/De Bord Drive intersections are expected to operate at unacceptable 

service levels under the Cumulative No Project scenario. The MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road 

intersection is projected to operate at LOS D during the AM peak hour and LOS E during the PM 

peak hour; the eastbound approach of the unsignalized MacArthur Drive/De Bord Drive 

intersection is expected to operate at LOS D during the AM peak hour and at LOS E during the PM 

peak hour. Under Cumulative conditions (both No Project and Plus Project), the Chrisman 

Road/Schulte Road and Chrisman Road/Valpico Road intersections are assumed to be signalized 

and are anticipated to operate at acceptable service levels during the AM and PM peak hours.   

The capacity enhancing improvements due to the project at the MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road, 

MacArthur Drive/Yosemite Drive, MacArthur Drive/Eastlake Drive, and Macarthur Drive/De Bord 

Drive intersections all result in delay improvements as compared to the Cumulative No Project 

scenario. Most notably, the intersection of MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road is expected to improve 

from LOS D to LOS C during the AM peak hour and from LOS E to LOS D during the PM peak hour. 

The side-street stop controlled eastbound approach of the intersection of MacArthur Drive/De Bord 

Drive is anticipated to improve from LOS D to LOS B during the AM peak hour and from LOS E to 

LOS B during the PM peak hour with implementation of the project. 

The MacArthur Drive/Valpico Road intersection maintains LOS C in the AM and PM peak hour 

under No Project conditions. The intersection would degrade to LOS D during the AM and PM peak 

hour with implementation of the project. The increase in delay is attributed to the increase of peak 

hour traffic demand and minimal capacity enhancements due to the project at this location. 
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Prohibiting left-turns out at the De Bord Drive intersection does decrease the average side-street 

stop delay at the De Bord Drive intersection, but results in an increase in delay at the Valpico Road 

intersection. However, the intersection of MacArthur Drive/Valpico Road is still anticipated to 

operate at acceptable services levels.  

Under Cumulative Plus Project conditions, all seven study intersections would operate at 

acceptable service levels during the AM and PM peak hours. 

The LOS calculation worksheets for the Cumulative No Project and Plus Project scenarios are 

provided in Appendix B.  

Table 4 Cumulative (2030) Peak Hour Intersection Levels of Service 

INTERSECTION CONTROL1 
PEAK 

HOUR 

NO PROJECT PLUS PROJECT 

DELAY 2 
(IN SECONDS) 

LOS  
DELAY 

(IN SECONDS) 
LOS  

1. MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road Signal 
AM 

PM 

51.5 
60.8 

D 
E 

27.5 
36.7 

C 
D 

2. MacArthur Drive/Yosemite Drive Signal 
AM 

PM 

9.6 
11.0 

A 
B 

8.1 
7.6 

A 
A 

3. MacArthur Drive/Eastlake Drive Signal 
AM 

PM 

12.8 
14.2 

B 
B 

10.1 
10.3 

B 
B 

4. MacArthur Drive/De Bord Drive SSSC 
AM 

PM 

2.1 (30.9) 
2.6 (47.3) 

A (D) 
A (E) 

0.6 (10.6) 
0.6 (10.9) 

A (B) 
A (B) 

5. MacArthur Drive/Valpico Road Signal 
AM 

PM 

32.6 
31.4 

C 
C 

37.8 
40.1 

D 
D 

6. Chrisman Road/Schulte Road Signal 
AM 

PM 

9.1 
10.2 

A 
B 

9.2 
10.7 

A 
B 

7. Chrisman Road/Valpico Road Signal 
AM 

PM 

19.6 
20.3 

B 
C 

19.5 
17.1 

B 
B 

Note: Results in bold represent unacceptable LOS 
1. Signal = signalized intersection, SSSC = side street stop controlled intersection 
2. For side-street stop-controlled intersections, delay is reported as: Intersection average (worst case approach).  

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

Cumulative Intersection Peak Hour Signal Warrant Analysis 
The results of the traffic signal warrant analyses are shown in Table 5. The MacArthur Drive/De 

Bord Drive intersection is not expected to meet the peak hour signal warrant under Cumulative No 

Project and Cumulative Plus Project conditions. In addition, the proposed project improvements are 

expected to reduce the average side-street stop controlled approach delay as shown in Table 4. 

Detailed signal warrant assessments are provided in Appendix C of the Traffic Analysis. 

Table 5 Existing Plus Project Intersection Peak Hour Signal Warrant Analysis  

INTERSECTION CONTROL1 

NO PROJECT PLUS PROJECT 

PEAK HOUR WARRANT 

MET? 
PEAK HOUR WARRANT 

MET? 

4. 
MacArthur Drive/De Bord 

Drive 
SSSC No No 
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Note:  
1. SSSC = side-street stop-controlled intersection 

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

Cumulative Plus Project Queuing Analysis 
A queuing analysis was conducted to determine whether the left-turn pockets in the preliminary 

roadway design had sufficient length to accommodate the projected maximum queues. Ninety-fifth 

(95th) percentile queue lengths were evaluated for Cumulative Plus Project peak hour conditions 

using the Synchro 7.0 software to estimate the maximum queues. Table 6 summarizes the proposed 

turn pocket lengths at the study intersections along MacArthur Drive and compares them to the 

estimated 95th percentile queue lengths. The results show that all of the proposed left-turn pocket 

lengths will be sufficient.  

Table 6 Cumulative Plus Project PM Peak Hour Queue Length Analysis  

INTERSECTION 
TURN-

POCKET1 

PROPOSED 

LENGTH  
(IN FEET) 

AM PEAK HOUR 

95TH 

PERCENTILE 

QUEUE LENGTH 

(IN FEET) 

PM PEAK HOUR 

95TH 

PERCENTILE 

QUEUE LENGTH 

(IN FEET) 

1. MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road NBL 250 100 150 

2. MacArthur Drive/Yosemite Drive 
NBL 140 40 40 

SBL 150 30 50 

3. MacArthur Drive/Eastlake Drive SBL 185 80 140 

4. MacArthur Drive/De Bord Drive NBL 100 25 25 

5. MacArthur Drive/Valpico Road SBL 200 120 140 

Notes: 

1. NB = northbound, SB = southbound, L = left turn lane 

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

Cumulative Plus Project Impacts  

The proposed project would generally improve traffic operations of the study intersections, close 

gaps in the sidewalk system, and add new bicycle facilities. The project will not result in significant 

impacts at any of the study intersections. All study intersections are anticipated to operate 

acceptably with the project.  

The proposed project includes the closure of sidewalk gaps and continuous Class II bike lanes on 

both sides of MacArthur Drive from Schlute Road to Valpico Road. The implementation of sidewalks 

and bicycle facilities will improve pedestrian and bicycle access and circulation along this segment 

of MacArthur Drive under the Plus Project scenario and no significant impacts on pedestrian or 

bicycle facilities will occur. Pedestrian and bicycle facility improvements proposed by the project 

are consistent with City of Tracy’s General Plan policies for active transportation modes.  

Area transit service providers, Tracer and SJRTD, do not currently route buses along MacArthur 

Drive. As a result, the project will not have significant transit system impacts.  

VMT Analysis 
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Existing No Project and Existing Plus Project VMT estimates are summarized in Table 7. The 

segment of MacArthur Drive between Schulte Road and Valpico Road currently operates under 

capacity. Therefore, widening the study segment of MacArthur Drive to four lanes is not expected to  

divert existing traffic from parallel roads under Existing Conditions. However, prohibiting left-turns 

out of the De Bord Drive intersection at MacArthur Drive will result in vehicles making slightly 

longer trips for drivers that would normally make a left out of the residential site. Therefore, 

prohibiting left-turns out of De Bord Drive will result in a slight increase in VMT within the study 

area under Existing Plus Project conditions.  

Table 7 Existing Conditions VMT Summary 

VMT 

SPEED BIN 

(MPH) 

AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR OFF-PEAK PERIOD DAILY 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

0.0 - 7.49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

7.5 - 12.49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

12.5 - 
17.49 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17.5 - 
22.49 

0 0 257 257 0 0 257 257 

22.5 - 
27.49 

1,353 1,357 2,663 2,664 17,047 17,047 21,063 21,068 

27.5 - 
32.49 

2,147 2,161 4,433 4,428 25,003 25,003 31,583 31,592 

32.5 - 
37.49 

4,650 4,629 4,356 4,357 42,459 42,467 51,465 51,453 

37.5 - 
42.49 

2,042 2,056 2,439 2,444 23,177 23,185 27,658 27,685 

42.5 - 
47.49 

3,071 3,089 3,136 3,141 36,454 36,454 42,661 42,684 

Total 13,263 13,292 17,284 17,291 144,140 144,157 174,687 174,740 

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

Widening MacArthur Drive to four lanes is expected to divert traffic along parallel roads in the 

Cumulative scenario. Cumulative No Project and Plus Project VMT estimates are summarized in 

Table 8. As shown in Table 8, VMT totals are slightly higher for Cumulative Plus Project conditions 

compared to No Project conditions. However, when comparing VMT by speed bin, implementation 

of the project reduces the VMT totals in the lower speed bins while increasing the VMT totals in the 

higher speed bins. The VMT results by speed bin indicate that the project is expected to increase 

average travel speed, thus resulting in a decrease in delay within the study area.  

Table 8 Cumulative (2035) Conditions VMT Summary 

VMT 

SPEED BIN 

(MPH) 

AM PEAK HOUR PM PEAK HOUR OFF-PEAK PERIOD DAILY 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

NO 

PROJECT 

PLUS 

PROJECT 

0.0 - 7.49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

7.5 - 12.49 0 0 1,054 1,049 0 0 1,054 1,049 

12.5 - 298 296 2,381 1,875 0 0 2,679 2,171 



2014 INITIAL STUDY – MACARTHUR DRIVE WIDENING BETWEEN SCHULTE ROAD AND VALPICO ROAD 

 

PAGE 70 CITY OF TRACY 

 

17.49 

17.5 - 
22.49 

161 160 3,633 2,437 0 0 3,794 2,597 

22.5 - 
27.49 

2,737 2,735 6,391 6,089 27,297 27,063 36,425 35,887 

27.5 - 
32.49 

2,322 2,365 6,865 7,044 56,562 55,644 65,749 65,053 

32.5 - 
37.49 

4,705 4,398 5,777 5,683 75,644 74,159 86,126 84,240 

37.5 - 
42.49 

2,462 1,988 5,346 6,621 22,643 24,478 30,451 33,087 

42.5 - 
47.49 

5,963 6,756 2,779 3,529 103,299 104,934 112,041 115,219 

Total 18,648 18,698 34,226 34,327 285,445 286,279 338,319 339,304 

SOURCE: FEHR & PEERS, 2012. 

Conclusion 
The Existing Plus Project conditions intersection analysis showed that the proposed project will 

generally improve intersection operations and therefore have no intersection impacts under this 

scenario. The proposed project will also provide pedestrian and bicycle improvements through the 

provision of continuous bicycle lanes and sidewalk gap closure on MacArthur Drive from Schulte 

Road to Valpico Road. Therefore it will have no pedestrian or bicycle impacts. No transit impacts 

are also expected with the project, as transit routes do not currently operate within the study area.  

Under Cumulative No Project conditions, the MacArthur Drive/Schulte Road and the MacArthur 

Drive/De Bord Drive intersections are expected to operate at unacceptable levels of service. Under 

the Cumulative Plus Project conditions all intersections would operate at acceptable service levels. 

In addition, all of the proposed left-turn pocket lengths along MacArthur Drive between Schulte 

Road and Valpico Road will be sufficient to accommodate 95th percentile queues under Cumulative 

Plus Project conditions. The project will generally improve intersection operations and therefore 

have no intersection impacts under this scenario.  

The project will also have no impacts on bicycle or pedestrian facilities as the project would 

improve conditions over existing through the provision of continuous bicycle lanes and sidewalk 

gap closure on MacArthur Drive from Schulte Road to Valpico Road.  No transit impacts are also 

expected with the project, as transit routes do not currently operate within the study area.  

Widening the study segment of MacArthur Drive to four lanes is not expected to divert existing 

traffic from parallel roads. Therefore, the Existing Plus Project VMT results are similar to the results 

of Existing No Project conditions.  

In the Cumulative scenarios, widening MacArthur Drive to four lanes is expected to divert traffic 

from parallel roads. Under Cumulative Plus Project conditions, VMT results by speed bin indicate 

that the project is expected to increase average travel speed, thus resulting in a decrease in delay 

within the study area compared to Cumulative No Project conditions.  



INITIAL STUDY – MACARTHUR DRIVE WIDENING BETWEEN SCHULTE ROAD AND VALPICO ROAD 2014 

 

CITY OF TRACY PAGE 71 

 

The proposed project would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing 

measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all 

modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components 

of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, 

pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit. Additionally, the proposed project would not 

conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not limited to level of 

service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county 

congestion management agency for designated roads or highways. Implementation of the proposed 

project would have a less than significant impact relative to this topic.  

Response c): The proposed project would not result in a change in air traffic patterns that results 

in substantial safety risks. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to 

this issue. 

Response d): The proposed project would not substantially increase hazards due to a design 

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses. Implementation of the 

proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue.  

Response e): The proposed project would not result in inadequate emergency access. 

Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response f): The proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or 

safety of such facilities. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this 

issue. 
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

   X 

b) Require or result in the construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of 
which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

   X 

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

  X  

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 
the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

   X 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 
projects projected demand in addition to the 
providers existing commitments? 

   X 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the projects solid waste 
disposal needs? 

   X 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

   X 

Responses to Checklist Questions 
Responses a-b), d-g): The City of Tracy has an elaborate network of public utilities and services, 

such as water, wastewater, and solid waste collection and disposal. The proposed project does not 

require the use of these utilities or infrastructure and would not result in the expansion of utilities 

or infrastructure. Implementation of the proposed project will have no impact relative to this issue. 

Response c): The proposed project would result in additional impervious services and increased 

stormwater runoff. City policies and federal and state laws provide various requirements relative to 

storm drainage management. The proposed project includes a drainage design to ensure proper 

drainage of the roadway. The drainage design will largely maintain the existing drainage. The 

drainage system is designed in accordance with the City’s engineering standards to control runoff 

and prevent flooding, erosion, and sedimentation. The construction of the proposed project will 

require the City to submit a SWPPP with a Notice of Intent to the Regional Water Quality Control 

Board (RWQCB) to obtain a General Permit. Construction of proposed project would be required to 

comply with NPDES General Construction Permit requirements to reduce or eliminate 
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construction-related water quality effects. With NPDES compliance the proposed project would 

have a less-than-significant impact.  
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment, substantially reduce 
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish 
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major periods 
of California history or prehistory? 

  X  

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the 
incremental effects of a project are considerable 
when viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, and 
the effects of probable future projects)? 

 X   

c) Does the project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

 X   

Responses to Checklist Questions 

Responses a-c): As described throughout the analysis above, the proposed project will not result in 

any changes to General Plan land use designations or zoning districts, would not result in 

annexation of land, and would not allow new land use development. The project would not threaten 

a significant biological resource, nor would it eliminate important examples California history or 

prehistory. The proposed project does not have impacts that are cumulatively considerable, nor 

would it have substantial adverse effects on human beings. Several mitigation measures are 

presented throughout this document. With the implementation of these mitigation measures, the 

proposed project would have a less than significant impact on these environmental topics. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

Introduction  

 
The City of Tracy received seven (7) comment letters during the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative 

Declaration public review period. The comments do not involve any new significant impacts or 
“significant new information” that would require recirculation of the environmental document pursuant 
to the CEQA Guidelines. Acting as lead agency, the City of Tracy has prepared the following response to 

comments. 
 
List of Commentors 

Table 1 lists the comments that were submitted to the City of Tracy.  
 

Table 1 List of Commentors 

Response 
Letter/ 
Number 

Individual or 
Signatory 

Affiliation Date 

1 Laurel Boyd SJCOG, Inc. 10/28/13 

2 Charles Torres Citizen of the City of Tracy 10/28/13 

3 
Dennis and 
Teena Henson 

Citizen of the City of Tracy 11/4/13 

4 Mike Oliphant Chevron Environmental Management Company 11/6/13 

5 Amy Spitzer San Joaquin County Public Works 11/20/13 

6 David Warner San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 11/25/13 

7 Scott Morgan Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 11/26/13 

 

Comments and Responses 
 
CEQA Guidelines requires that lead agencies evaluate and respond to all comments on the 

environmental document that consider an environmental issue. The written response must address the 
significant environmental issue raised and provide a detailed response, especially when specific 
comments or suggestions (e.g., additional mitigation measures) are not accepted. In addition, the 

written response must be a good faith and reasoned analysis. However, lead agencies need to only 
respond to significant environmental issues associated with the project and do not need to provide all 

the information requested by the commentor, as long as a good faith effort at full disclosure is made in 
the environmental document. 
 

CEQA Guidelines Section recommend that commentors provide detailed comments that focus on the 
sufficiency of the environmental document in identifying and analyzing the possible environmental 
impacts of the project and ways to avoid or mitigate the significant effects of the project, and that 

commentors provide evidence supporting their comments. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, an effect shall 
not be considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence.  
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Response to Letter 1 Laurel Boyd, SJCOG, Inc. 
 

The commentor notes that their agencies has reviewed the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated 
Negative Declaration for the project. They note that the City of Tracy is a signatory to the San Joaquin 

County Multi-Species Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan (SJMSCP) and that participation in the 
SJMSCP satisfies requirements of both the state and federal endangered species acts, and ensures that 
the impacts are mitigated below a level of significance in compliance with the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA). The commentor notes that the City of Tracy retains responsibility for ensuring that 
the appropriate Incidental Take Minimization Measure are properly implemented and monitored and 
that appropriate fees are paid in compliance with the SJMSCP. The comments states that the project is 

subject to the SJMSCP and then provides detailed instructions for submission of an application and other 
steps necessary for compliance.  

 
The Initial Study includes a detailed discussion of the SJMSCP on pages 34 through 37. This comment 
does not warrant any changes to the environmental document. No further response is necessary. 
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Response to Letter 2 Charles Torres, Citizen of the City of Tracy 
 

The commentor states that he met with the City of Tracy the morning of October 28, 2013 regarding his 
concerns about noise that will adversely affect his property at 25760 South MacArthur Drive, Tracy CA. 

The commentor requests that the City of Tracy pay for double paned windows for Livingroom, Bath, and 
Bedroom that fronts on South MacArthur Drive. The commentor also requests that the City of Tracy 
resituate the mailbox if necessary.  

 
This comment is noted. The City will consider the function of each property, including noise concerns, 
during the right-of-way acquisition process. The City will meet with each individual property owner to 

understand the existing concerns at the property. The City recognizes the widening of MacArthur Drive 
will require the installation of a traffic lane closer to the commentor’s house then the existing traffic 

lane. This will inherently increase noise levels at the commentor’s house. A Noise Study Report was 
prepared to analyze the projected noise levels. The Noise Study Report was included as Appendix H in 
the Initial Study. Table B-1 in Appendix B of the Noise Study Report summarizes the traffic noise 

modeling results for existing conditions and the design-year conditions for the No Build alternative and 
the Proposed Project. Predicted design-year traffic noise levels with the project are compared to existing 
conditions. The comparison to existing conditions is included in the analysis to identify traffic noise 

impacts under 23 CFR 772. Figure 7-1 in the Noise Study shows the locations of modeled receptors. 
 

The modeling results in Table B-1 of the Noise Study Report indicate that the proposed project would 
result in noise levels which would approach or exceed the NAC criteria of 67 dBA Leq(h) at Activity 
Category B receptors. However, none of the project-related increases in noise levels exceed the 12 dBA 

Leq(h) threshold required before consideration of noise abatement. Where future noise levels are 
predicted to approach or exceed the NAC criteria of 67 dBA Leq(h) noise abatement consideration is 
warranted and was considered at four locations as shown in the Noise Study in Appendix H. As shown in 

the Noise Abatement Design Report, noise abatement is not warranted by the noise levels.  
 

This comment is noted. The Initial Study adequately addresses noise increases associated with the 
project. No changes to the environmental document are warranted. The City will discuss the property 
owner’s concerns directly with the property owner during the right-of-way acquisition process. 
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Response to Letter 3 Dennis and Teena Henson, Citizen of the City of Tracy 
 

The commentors states that they met with the City of Tracy on October 29, 2013 to discuss the Notice of 
Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration for the project and the potential impact on their 

property located at 25820 S. MacArthur Drive, Tracy, CA. The commentors notes that the preliminary 
plans require taking a 23 x 250 foot section of their property for the project. The commentor notes that 
not only will the square footage of their property be reduced, but the traffic lane will be moved much 

closer to their house. They suspect this will cause an increase in traffic noise and will make it difficult to 
pull in and out of their driveway. The commenters provided the following concerns:  
 

Comment 1: “The current speed limit on this road is 45 miles per hour. Traffic travels at a much 
higher rate of speed than the posted limit. Commercial trucks (semis with trailers) are allowed to 

travel on this road along with personal vehicles. Traffic will now flow 23 feet closer to the home. We 
were told this was not close enough to warrant a sound wall, but the placement of the road will 
definitely increase the traffic noise within the home.” 

 
Response 1: The current speed limit on MacArthur Drive is 45. Traffic that travels at a higher 
rate of speed than the posted limit is subject to penalties pursuant to the vehicle code. This 

is a law enforcement issue beyond the scope of CEQA. 
 

The City recognizes that MacArthur Drive is used by commercial vehicles. The widening of 
MacArthur Drive will require the installation of a traffic lane closer to the commentor’s 
house then the existing traffic lane. This will inherently increase noise levels at the 

commentor’s house. A Noise Study Report was prepared to analyze the projected noise 
levels. The Noise Study Report was included as Appendix H in the Initial Study. Table B-1 in 
Appendix B of the Noise Study Report summarizes the traffic noise modeling results for 

existing conditions and the design-year conditions for the No Build alternative and the 
Proposed Project. Predicted design-year traffic noise levels with the project are compared to 

existing conditions. The comparison to existing conditions is included in the analysis to 
identify traffic noise impacts under 23 CFR 772. Figure 7-1 in the Noise Study shows the 
locations of modeled receptors. 

 
The modeling results in Table B-1 of the Noise Study Report indicate that the proposed 

project would result in noise levels which would approach or exceed the NAC criteria of 67 
dBA Leq(h) at Activity Category B receptors. However, none of the project-related increases 
in noise levels exceed the 12 dBA Leq(h) threshold required before consideration of noise 

abatement. Where future noise levels are predicted to approach or exceed the NAC criteria 
of 67 dBA Leq(h) noise abatement consideration is warranted and was considered at four 
locations as shown in the Noise Study in Appendix H. None of these locations include the 

commentor’s property. Additionally, as shown in the Noise Abatement Design Report, noise 
abatement is not warranted by the noise levels.  

 
This comment is noted. The Initial Study adequately addresses noise increases associated 
with the project. No changes to the environmental document are warranted.  

 
Comment 2: “If the City intends to allow traffic to flow so close to homes, then they should 
reconsider allowing commercial truck traffic in this area. With the addition of sidewalks, bike lanes, 

a median and multiple lanes of traffic, it seems that commercial truck traffic just doesn't fit well with 
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the new plans. Also, this area is comprised only of homes with the exception of a Rite Aid at the 
corner of Valpico Road. Truck traffic begins as early as 4:00 am, which is very disruptive due to the 

noise. Most of the commercial businesses are on Valpico Road, so the traffic should flow from 
Chrisman to Valpico and not be allowed on  MacArthur between Eleventh Street and Valpico Road.” 

 
Response 2: This comment is noted. The City will consider the use of MacArthur Drive for 
commercial vehicles. No changes to the environmental document are warranted. The use of 

commercial vehicle use on this roadway will be a topic for consideration by the City Council.  
 

Comment 3: Currently, the property is fenced 20 feet inside of our property line. The remainder of 

our property is a graveled area we use to safely merge into and out of traffic. We will no longer have 
this "buffer" zone and will now have to merge immediately into traffic. The speed limit needs to be 

reduced to a safe rate. 
 

Response 3: This comment is noted. As the final engineering and design of improvements 

and lane configurations are prepared, the City will consider the safety of through traffic, as 
well as all traffic entering onto, and existing from MacArthur Drive. A few notable safety 
design considerations that will be incorporated into the final design will include the 

appropriate speed limits, turning lanes, and signage to minimize safety concerns.  
 

Comment 4: This "buffer" zone is also used to move our car trailers into and out of the shop area on 
the property. By removing our use of this area, the only safe way to enter the property while pulling 
a trailer would be via Janice Court. This would require us to add a gate and a gravel driveway. We 

would continue to use the MacArthur drive gate for entrance of personal vehicles, so a driveway will 
be required for both the house and the shop.  

 

Response 4: This comment is noted. The City will consider the function of each property, 
including access (driveway and other), during the right-of-way acquisition process. The City 

will meet with each individual property owner to understand the existing access and use of 
the property. These are also considerations relative to the final design of the improvements, 
as well as the final design of access into and out of each property that fronts on MacArthur. 

As stated in Response 3 above, as the final engineering and design of improvements and 
lane configurations are prepared, the City will consider the safety of through traffic, as well 

as all traffic entering onto, and existing from MacArthur Drive. A few notable safety design 
considerations that will be incorporated into the final design will include the appropriate 
speed limits, turning lanes, and signage to minimize safety concerns. 

 
Comment 5: “We recently contacted the county to determine if the property could be divided into 
two ½ acre lots. Our intent was to build a home on the ½ acre where the shop currently exists. How 

will this be impacted by the reduction in the land size? Since this is county property, we have a well 
and septic system for water/sewer. Is there a possibility this property can be annexed into the city 

and connected to city water/sewer?  
 

Response 5: According to the San Joaquin County GIS database, the commentor’s property 

is 0.45 acres, so it would not be possible to divide the property into two ½ acre lots. The 
County General Plan Land Use Designation is Agriculture/Urban Reserve (A/UR) and the 
Zoning is Agricultural Urban Reserve Minimum 20 acre parcel (AU-20). Under the existing 

Land Use and Zoning designations it would not be expected that the County would allow for 
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the subdivision of the 0.45 acre parcel; however, this is a discretionary action subject to 
County review. The subdivision of the property would likely require the commentor to 

submit an application for a General Plan Amendment and Zone Change as well as a Parcel 
Map Application. Each of these would be subject to review and approval by the County.  

These County entitlements are beyond the scope of this environmental document.  
 
The annexation of land to the City of Tracy requires an application to be submitted to the 

City. Ultimately, the application is subject to the review and approval of the City of Tracy 
and the San Joaquin County LAFCo. Annexation to the City is beyond the scope of this 
environmental document. 

 
No changes to the environmental document are warranted.  

 
Comment 6: The property is fully fenced and fences and landscaping will be removed. We would 
expect replacement of both the fences and the plants/trees. 

 
Response 6: As noted in the Mitigation Measure presented on page 60 and 61 of the Initial 
Study, the City of Tracy is required to compensate all property owners where a partial or full 

acquisition is required. Compensation shall be fair market value of the acquisition. The 
Uniform Act (Public Law 910646, 84 Statutes 1894) mandates that certain relocation 

services and payments be made available to eligible residents, businesses, and nonprofit 
organizations displaced by its projects. The Uniform Act provides for uniform and equitable 
treatment by federal or federally assisted programs of persons displaced from their homes, 

businesses, or farms, and establishes uniform and equitable land acquisition policies. Where 
acquisition and relocation are unavoidable, the provisions of the Uniform Act and the 1987 
Amendments, as implemented by the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property 

Acquisition Regulations for Federal and Federally Assisted Programs adopted by the United 
States Department of Transportation (March 2, 1989), will be followed. An independent 

appraisal of the affected property will be obtained, and an offer for the full appraisal will be 
made. 
 

This comment is noted. No changes to the environmental document are warranted.  
 

Comment 7: What is the purpose of increasing the section of MacArthur between Schulte Road and 
Valpico Road to four lanes when the traffic will flow into roads that are only two lanes in all 
directions? It seems like this would create more of a traffic problem than a solution.  

 
Response 7: This comment is noted. The City of Tracy General Plan Circulation Element 
includes plans for roadway improvements throughout the City during the foreseeable 

future. The City cannot build all improvements at once; therefore, they are programed, 
designed, and constructed over an extended period of time. The City intends to widen key 

roadways throughout the City as funding becomes available. The funding for the project is 
programed through the San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Plan and is issued by 
the San Joaquin Council of Governments. The City will continue their effort to improve 

roadways through the City, focusing on sections that are identified as deficient through their 
ongoing traffic modeling efforts. No changes to the environmental document are warranted.  
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Comment 8: Currently, the city requires members of landscape districts to contribute additional 
money to keep the landscaping maintained in their districts. Since this is additional landscaping for 

the sidewalks, bike paths, and medians, is there going to be an additional cost to the homeowners in 
the area for maintenance of the new landscaping? If not, is the City going to maintain these areas? 

There are plenty of medians and sidewalks poorly maintained in the city now, so this is a concern.  
 

Response 8: This comment is noted. The comment raises a financial and maintenance 

question that is beyond the scope of the environmental document. No changes to the 
environmental document are warranted. The financing and maintenance of public 
infrastructure, including landscaping, will be a topic for consideration by the City Council.  
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Response to Letter 4 Mike Oliphant, Chevron Environmental Management Company. 
 

The commentor states that the Chevron Environmental Management Company (CEMC) and Leidos 
Engineering LLC (Leidos: CEMC contract consultant) recently reviewed the Mitigated Negative 

Declaration and Initial Study for the project. The commentor provides information regarding Chevron's 
former pipeline operations in the City of Tracy. This includes information regarding residual weathered 
crude oil, abandoned pipeline, and asbestos-containing materials (ACM) that could potentially be 

encountered during subsurface construction activities in these former pipeline rights of way (ROWs).  
The commentor notes that a portion of the former Old Valley Pipeline (OVP) existed in the vicinity of the 
project. This formerly active pipeline was constructed in the early 1900s and carried crude oil from the 

Kern River Oil Fields (in and near Bakersfield) to the San Francisco Bay Area. Pipeline operations for the 
OVP ceased in the 1940s, at which point, the pipeline was taken out of commission. The degree and 

method of decommissioning varied; in some instances the pipeline was removed, while in others, it 
remains in place. Because this pipeline has been decommissioned, with the majority of pipeline having 
been removed, it is not readily identified  as underground utilities through the Underground Service 

Alert North System or utility surveys. The commentor provides a map illustrating the approximately 
location of the pipeline and notes that the accuracy of the alignment is generally +/- 50 feet. The 
commentor notes that the OVP pipeline was installed at depths of up to 10 feet below ground surface. 

The commentor provides some additional information regarding an assessment of historical releases 
and notes that soil affected by a historical release may be used for backfill onsite.  

 
These comments are noted. This comment does not warrant any changes to the environmental 
document. No further response is necessary. 
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Response to Letter 5 Amy Spitzer, San Joaquin County Public Works 
 

The commentor states that the San Joaquin County Department of Public Works (SJCDPW) has reviewed 
the Notice of Intent for the project and provides two comments. The SJCDPW states that all construction 

haul routes including material and oversized equipment haul shall be identified and subject to SJCDPW 
review and approval prior to implementation upon County roads. Additionally, the SJCDPW states that if 
a signal at Schulte and MacArthur is interrupted during construction, all proposed detours through 

County roads shall be reviewed and approved by SJCDPW.  
 
These comments are noted. It is the practice of the City of Tracy to identify haul routes on construction 

drawings. In addition, the City of Tracy will cooperate with the San Joaquin County Public Works 
Department as the construction drawings are prepared. The City of Tracy will coordinate with the San 

Joaquin County Public Works prior to the commencement of construction regarding any hauling or 
detours on County right-of-way. This comment does not warrant any changes to the environmental 
document.  
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Response to Letter 6 David Warner, San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
 

The commentor states that the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District (District) has 
reviewed the project. The commentor notes that the project may be subject to District Rule 9510 

(Indirect Source Review), Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601 
(Architectural Coatings), Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and 
Maintenance Operations), and District Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air 

Pollutants). The District encourages the City to contact the District to determine if the project is subject 
to these rules and regulations. 
 

These comments are noted. Pages 31 through 32 of the environmental document address the 
requirement for compliance with Regulation VIII. It is the practice of the City of Tracy to coordinate with 

the SJVAPCD prior to finalizing construction drawings and the commencement of construction. The 
following mitigation measure is added to the environmental document to clarify and amplify the 
document. The addition of this mitigation measure does not change the impact significance.  

 
Mitigation Measure 3: The City of Tracy shall coordinate with the SJVAPCD to determine if any project 
component is subject to the SJVAPCD rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, District Rule 9510 
(Indirect Source Review), Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), Rule 4102 (Nuisance), Rule 4601 
(Architectural Coatings), Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance 
Operations), and District Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants). 
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Response to Letter 7 Scott Morgan, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research  
 

The commentor states that the State Clearinghouse submitted the Mitigated Negative Declaration to 
selected state agencies for review. The review period closed on November 25,2013, and no state 

agencies submitted comments by that date. This letter acknowledges that the City of Tracy has complied 
with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental documents, pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act. This comment does not warrant any changes to the environmental 

document. No further response is necessary. 
 
 

 



 
RESOLUTION 2014- _____ 

 
ADOPTING THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AS REQUIRED PER CALIFORNIA 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) FOR THE MACARTHUR DRIVE WIDENING 
BETWEEN SCHULTE RAOD AND VALPICO ROAD - CIP 73126, AND FEDERAL PROJECT 

NO. STPL-5192(033) 
 
WHEREAS, The existing MacArthur Drive between Schulte Road and Valpico Road 

varies between two lanes and four lanes and does not accommodate required traffic volumes of 
existing and proposed developments, and 
 

WHEREAS, MacArthur Drive is a major arterial street with a large volume of traffic and 
needs to be widened to four lanes including, construction of curbs, gutters, bike lanes, 
sidewalks, traffic striping and marking, modification of existing traffic signals, and 

 
WHEREAS, The City of Tracy is the lead agency for the CEQA process and the 

consultant has completed the required documents including notices to interested agencies and 
the public for their review and comments, and 

      
WHEREAS, The Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared based on the 

comments received, and 
 
WHEREAS, The 30 day public circulation of the Initial Study took place between October 

25, 2013, and November 24, 2013, and 
 
WHEREAS, The Mitigated Negative Declaration concludes that the project will not have 

a significant impact on the environment with the inclusion of appropriate avoidance, 
minimization, and mitigation measures included in the study, and 

 
WHEREAS, There is no impact to the City’s General Fund.  All costs related to the 

preparation of these documents are paid from the Federal allocated funds; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council adopts the proposed 

Mitigated Negative Declaration for the MacArthur Drive widening between Schulte Road and 
Valpico Road - CIP 73126, and Federal Project No. STPL-5192(033). 

 
 
 
 

******************************** 
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The foregoing Resolution 2014-__________ was adopted by the Tracy City Council on 
the 15th day of April, 2014 by the following vote: 
 
 
AYES:   COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
      MAYOR 
ATTEST 
 
 
_____________________________ 
CITY CLERK 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.F 
 

REQUEST 
 

AUTHORIZE THE PURCHASE OF THREE LARGE TURF MOWERS FROM TURF 

STAR, INC. OF RANCHO CORDOVA, CALIFORNIA 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

Turf Star, Inc. of Rancho Cordova, California is the supplier of Toro brand large 
commercial mowers in the region.  Turf Star has a qualifying California Multiple Award 
Schedules (CMAS) agreement that allows the City of Tracy to purchase equipment 
without going through a local Request for Bids process.  The Public Works Department 
wishes to purchase three Toro large-area turf mowers through the Turf Star, Inc. CMAS 
agreement. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

The Public Works Department received authorization through the FY 13-14 budget 
process to purchase three turf mowers.  One mower is to replace a 2002 wide-area 
rotary, and one 2002 trim mower for park mowing operations.  Both will be assigned to 
the Parks, Sports Fields and Trees Division.  The third unit is a replacement for a 2002 
reel mower used at the Tracy Sports Complex and Plasencia Fields.   
 
The award of these purchases to Turf Star is based on Turf Star’s ability to provide 
mowers that comply with Tier IV emissions requirements and have key features listed 
on Attachments A, B & C. More important, Turf Star offers California Multiple Award 
Schedules (CMAS) pricing.  Pursuant to Tracy Municipal Code Section 2.20.220, the 
City wishes to waive competitive bidding for the mowers because the prices available 
through the CMAS program are lower than the prices the City of Tracy could obtain 
individually.  The mowers are of a commercial type available only from a regional 
supplier and therefore not available locally.  Below is a summary of costs for each 
mower: 
 
MOWER          DESCRIPTION         ENTITY/BID #              AMOUNT(S) 
 
Toro 5900 Diesel     16’ wide-area rotary   CMAS/4-07-51-0020A    $87,848.63 

         mower                  
 Toro 4700-D           Light weight rotary     CMAS/4-07-51-0020A    $77,010.15 
            mower (7-gang)    
 Toro 3280D          72” trim mower          CMAS/4-07-51-0020A   $25,008.07         
     
        TOTAL  $189,866.85 
 

The bid submitted by Turf Star, Inc. meets City specifications.   The CMAS program 
enables the City to receive a “volume discount,” which is not available if bid 
independently.  Staff recommends the purchase of three turf mowers be awarded to 
Turf Star, Inc.  
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STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This item relates to the Council’s Strategic Plan of ‘Governance’ as this equipment will 
enhance City services and improve productivity of mowing operation.  
 

FISCAL IMPACT 
 

Funding in the amount of $190,000 was approved in the FY 13/14 Adopted Budget to 
acquire three turf mowers.   

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council, by resolution, authorize the purchase of three turf mowers from Turf 
Star, Inc., of Rancho Cordova, California in the total amount of $189,866.85, without 
competitive bidding. 
 
 

Prepared by: Don Scholl, Parks, Sports Fields & Trees Superintendent 
 
Reviewed by: David Ferguson, Director of Public Works 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
   
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Attachment: A – Groundsmaster 5900/5910 Specifications 
  B – Groundsmaster 4500-D & 4700-D Specifications 
  C – Specifications for Groundsmaster 3280-D & 3320 
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Toro 5900 Diesel 16’ wide-area rotary CMAS/ 
 mower 4-07-51-0020A 
 
Toro 4700-D Light weight rotary CMAS/ 
 mower (7-gang) 4-07-51-0020A 
 

RESOLUTION    
 

AUTHORIZING THE PURCHASE OF THREE LARGE TURF MOWERS FROM TURF STAR, 
INC. OF RANCHO CORDOVA, CALIFORNIA 

 
WHEREAS, The Public Works Department received authorization through the 2013-14 

budget process to purchase three turf mowers that are replacements for the 2002 mowers by 
the Parks, Sports Fields & Trees Division, and 

 
WHEREAS, Authorization has been given by Turf Star, Inc. to utilize the California 

Multiple Award Schedules (CMAS) program (summarized below), and 
 

MOWER  DESCRIPTION  ENTITY/BID #  AMOUNT(S) 
 

$87,848.63 
 
 

$77,010.15 
 
 

Toro 3280D 72” trim mower CMAS/ $25,008.07 
4-07-51-0020A 

 
WHEREAS, Tracy Municipal Code Section 2.20.220 allows the City to waive competitive 

bidding for the mowers, because the prices available through the CMAS program are lower 
than the prices the City of Tracy could obtain individually, and 

 
WHEREAS, The selected mowers possess features that meet the specifications and 

requirements of the City; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council authorizes the award of 
three turf mowers to Turf Star, Inc. of Rancho Cordova, California in the amount of 
$189,866.85. 

 
************************ 

 
The foregoing Resolution    was adopted by City Council on the 15th day of 

April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:            COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
NOES:            COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
ABSENT:        COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
ABSTAIN:       COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

 
 

MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 

 
 
 
 
CITY CLERK 



                        April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.G 
 
REQUEST 
 

AUTHORIZE AMENDMENT OF THE CITY’S CLASSIFICATION AND 
COMPENSATION PLANS AND POSITION CONTROL ROSTER BY APPROVING THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF A NEW CLASSIFICATION SPECIFICATION AND SALARY 
RANGE FOR ACCOUNTING COORDINATOR 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
This report recommends establishment of a new classification of Accounting Coordinator 
in the Administrative Services Department as part of achieving strategic priorities and 
goals in the City.  The proposed Accounting Coordinator will meet the City’s need for a 
specialized classification to focus on the highly technical accounting duties specifically 
related to the implementation, administration, monitoring and reporting of Capital 
Improvement Projects, Community Development Block Grants, Finance as well as 
Implementation Plans and Capital-In-Lieu Fee revenues.  The cost will be funded 
through existing development-related fee revenue. 

 
DISCUSSION 

 
Periodically, Human Resources receives requests for classification studies and conducts 
classification reviews as necessary to allow for changes that have occurred in areas 
such as job responsibilities, organizational structure, and/or service needs.   
 
Based on the results of a classification study, the Human Resources Division 
recommends approval of a new classification of Accounting Coordinator.  Prior to the 
recession, the City had a position that provided some components of the highly technical 
accounting functions, such as financial tracking, reporting, billing calculations for 
development activities and city-wide master fee schedule updates (including capital 
fees), and development related expenses. However, as part of the City’s downsizing, 
this position, which supported the DES Department, was eliminated. 
 
With the current upswing in the economy, the Accounting Coordinator, which will work 
within the Finance Department, will meet the City’s need for a specialized classification 
to focus on the highly technical accounting duties specifically related to the 
implementation, administration, monitoring and reporting of Capital Improvement 
Projects, Community Development Block Grants, Finance and Implementation Plans 
and Capital-In-Lieu Fee revenues. 
 
The duties of the single position classification will require in-depth knowledge of Federal, 
State and City accounting, monitoring and financial reporting requirements and require 
developing and implementing mandated specialized accounting systems and reporting 
procedures for various projects and grants.  The Accounting Coordinator will also 
provide information and assistance to management, engineers, consultants, outside 
agencies and grant sub-recipients.   
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Currently, tasks associated with this position are the responsibility of multiple employees 
in within the Administrative Services and Development Services Departments, which has 
been found to be inefficient.  It is recommended that the required responsibilities be 
consolidated and performed by one dedicated position.   
 

Classification Study Findings 
 

The study determined that there is not an existing City of Tracy classification that will 
provide the desired consolidation of duties, specialized focus and appropriate level of 
knowledge, skills and abilities required for the mandated specialized accounting 
systems, monitoring and financial reporting requirements necessary for Capital 
Improvement Projects, Community Development Block Grants, Finance and 
Implementation Plans and Capital-In-Lieu Fee revenues.   
 
Therefore, a new classification of Accounting Coordinator is recommended to meet the 
needs of the City. 
 

Classification Study Recommendations 
 
Based on the results of the classification study, the Human Resources Department 
recommends that the City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and the Position 
Control Roster be amended to incorporate the following adjustments: 
 
Establish Classification Specification and Salary Range: Accounting Coordinator - 
Administrative Services Department  

 
Staff recommends that the monthly salary range for Accounting Coordinator be 
$5,175.20 - $6,290.48 per month.  This range is aligned internally with the Payroll 
Coordinator classification.  Although the two classifications perform accounting duties in 
different areas, both are single position specialized accounting classifications that 
require a similar level of specialized knowledge, skills and abilities; the interpretation and 
implementation of regulations and laws; and the exercise of highly independent 
judgment and decision making skills in carrying out duties in their respective areas.  
Additionally, both classifications may exercise technical and functional direction over 
lower level accounting staff.  Both are also distinguished from the lower level Accounting 
Technician by the focus on specialized duties and the higher level of analytical skill and 
independent judgment necessary to perform the various duties. 

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item supports the City’s Governance Strategy and Business Plan and 
specifically implements the following goal and objectives: 

 
Goal 1:    Further develop an organization that attracts, motivates, develops and 

retains a high-quality, engaged, informed and high-performing workforce. 
 
Objective 1b:  Affirm organizational values. 
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FISCAL IMPACT 

 

A Non-General Fund expense adjustment in the amount of $102,000 was approved as 
part of the recent mid-year budget adjustment to fund the new Accounting Coordinator 
position from existing development-related fee revenue. 

 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
That the City Council, by resolution, authorize the Administrative Services Director to 
amend the City’s Classification and Compensation Plans and the Budget Officer to 
amend the Position Control Roster by approving the establishment of a classification 
specification and salary range for Accounting Coordinator. 

 

 
Prepared by:  Midori Dearborn, Senior Human Resources Analyst 
Reviewed by: Jenny Haruyama, Administrative Services Director 

Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
Approved by:  Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 

 

ATTACHMENTS 
 

Attachment A:  Accounting Coordinator Job Description 
 

 



ATTACHMENT A 

City of Tracy 
 

ACCOUNTING COORDINATOR 
 
Class Title: Accounting Coordinator         Class Code: 40XXX 
Department: Administrative Services         Unit: Technical & Support Services 
EEO Code: 80         Effective Date: April 15, 2014  
FLSA Status: Non-Exempt              
 
DESCRIPTION 
 
Under general direction, performs a variety of highly technical and specialized 
accounting duties related to implementation, administration, monitoring and reporting of 
Capital Improvement Projects, Community Development Block Grants, Finance and 
Implementation Plans and Capital-In-Lieu Fee revenues; provides accounting 
assistance to Departments and City staff; and performs other duties as assigned 
 
DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS 
 
The Accounting Coordinator is an entry level accountant position in the accounting 
classification series. The incumbent performs complex accounting functions requiring 
specialized knowledge of Federal, State and City accounting, monitoring and financial 
reporting requirements for Capital Improvement Projects, Community Development 
Block Grants, Finance and Implementation Plans and Capital-In-Lieu Fee revenues. 
Duties require developing and implementing required accounting systems and reporting 
procedures; regularly coordinating with, and providing information and assistance to, 
management, engineers, consultants, outside agencies, and grant sub-recipients.  The 
incumbent is expected to exercise independent decision making skills in resolving 
problems. Supervision is received from management or higher level accounting staff. 
The incumbent may serve in a lead capacity exercising technical and functional 
direction over lower level clerical and accounting staff.  The Accounting Coordinator is 
distinguished from the lower level Accounting Technician by the nature of the 
specialized duties and the higher level of analytical skill and independent judgment 
required to perform duties at the higher class. 
 
EXAMPLES OF IMPORTANT AND ESSENTIAL DUTIES 
Duties may include, but are not limited to, the following: 
 
Review, analyze and interpret Federal and State regulations and local provisions 
regarding implementation, administration, monitoring and reporting of Capital 
Improvement Projects (CIP) and Community Development Block Grants (CDBG); 
recommend strategies for implementation and develop required systems, procedures 
and reporting formats 
 
Assist in application process, execution and monitoring of CDBG subrecipient 
agreements; provide information on accounting requirements to subrecipients; receive 



 

 

 

 

and process reimbursement requests; communicate with parties involved to provide 
information and resolve problems 
 
Track Financial Implementation Plans provided by developers; coordinate cost data with 
consultants and staff; calculate Development Impact Fees and communicate fee 
information to developers; monitor the collection of Development Impact Fees for 
accuracy; prepare annual Development Impact Fee Report  
 
Calculate Capital-In-Lieu fees for developments; process fees per various agreement 
requirements 
 
Assist program management engineers with Assessment Districts and Bonds for CIP’s; 
provide fund allocation information; develop and maintain a Developer Reimbursement 
Tracking System; prepare Summary of Expenditure reports for engineers; provide 
expenditure and revenue reports as needed; process development review billing  
 
Coordinate accounting functions and responsibilities closely with management, staff, 
engineers, consultants, developers, grant sub-recipients, and outside agencies 
 
Monitor and compile annual Master Fee schedule; reconcile and provide reports for 
various fees including, but not limited to, County Facilities Fees; Regional 
Transportation Impact Fees; Capital-In-Lieu Fees  
 
Maintain Detail Sheets providing cost estimates and project details from engineers for 
Capital Improvement Projects; prepare and enter journal entries to record Building 
Permit Fees collected for CIP’s 
 
Prepare semi-monthly, quarterly and annual reports and statements for Federal and 
State agencies; prepare various expenditure and revenue reports for departments 
 
Provide technical information and direction regarding applicable procedures and 
methods; interpret and explain rules, answer questions and resolve problems or 
complaints 
 
Gather and analyze information from a variety of sources; compile and prepare a variety 
of statistical and financial reports 
 
Perform other duties as assigned 
 
 
MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS 
 

Knowledge of: 
 

Federal and State laws, rules and regulations including accounting, monitoring 
and reporting requirements pertaining to assigned duties 



 

 

 

 

 
Residential and commercial development implications as it relates to municipal 
planning and engineering functions  

 
Principles and practices of governmental budgeting, accounting, financial record 
keeping and auditing 

 
 
Ability to: 

 
Analyze, interpret and apply federal and state regulations and procedures related 
to assigned duties 

 
Work independently and organize, prioritize and coordinate work activities 
among multiple departments and divisions 
 
Coordinate responsibilities and communicate successfully with a variety of 
individuals both inside and outside the City including management, staff, 
engineers, consultants, developers, grant sub-recipients, and outside agencies 

 
Convey information to others successfully both orally and in writing 

 
Use initiative and sound independent judgment within established guidelines 

 
 

EDUCATION AND EXPERIENCE 
 
Any combination of experience and training that would likely provide the required 
knowledge and abilities is qualifying.  A typical way to obtain the knowledge and abilities 
would be: 
 

Education: 
 

Major course work in public or business administration, accounting, finance or 
closely related field. Graduation from an accredited college or university in public 
or business administration, accounting, finance or closely related field is 
desirable 

 
Experience: 
 
Three years of increasingly responsible technical accounting experience which 
includes experience that would provide a demonstrated understanding of 
residential and commercial development implications as it relates to municipal 
planning and engineering functions  
 
 



 

 

 

 

LICENSES AND CERTIFICATES 
 
Possession of, or ability to obtain and maintain, an appropriate, valid California driver 
license by date of hire. 
 
TOOLS AND EQUIPMENT USED 
 
Requires frequent use of personal computer and printer, including word processing and 
spread sheet software; central financial computer, 10 key calculator, phone, fax and 
copy machine. 
 
PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS 
 
The physical demands described here are representative of those that must be met by 
an employee to successfully perform the essential functions of this job.  Reasonable 
accommodations may be made to enable individuals with disabilities to perform the 
essential functions. 
 
While performing the duties of this job, the employee is frequently required to walk, sit 
and talk or hear.  The employee is required to use hands to finger,handle, feel or 
operate objects, tools, or controls; and reach with hands and arms.  The employee is 
occasionally required to climb or balance; stoop, kneel, crouch, or crawl. The employee 
must occasionally lift and/or move up to 25 pounds.  Specific vision abilities required by 
this job include close vision, color vision, and the ability to adjust focus. 
 
WORK ENVIRONMENT 
 
The work environment characteristics described here are representative of those an 
employee encounters while performing the essential functions of this job.  Reasonable 
accommodations may be made to enable individuals with disabilities to perform the 
essential functions. 
 
The positions work in an office environment where the temperature remains constant.  
The noise level in the work environment is moderately noisy.  There may be intermittent 
interruptions from phones, public inquiries and other staff. 
 

 
 
The duties listed above are intended only as illustrations of the various types of work 
that may be performed. The omission of specific statements of duties does not exclude 
them from the position if the work is similar, related, or a logical assignment to the 
position. 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

RESOLUTION ________ 
 
AUTHORIZING AN AMENDMENT OF THE CITY’S CLASSIFICATION AND COMPENSATION 
PLANS AND POSITION CONTROL ROSTER BY APPROVING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A 

CLASSIFICATION SPECIFICATION AND SALARY RANGE FOR ACCOUNTING 
COORDINATOR 

 
 WHEREAS, The City has Classification and Compensation Plans and a Position Control 
Roster, and 
 
 WHEREAS, The City has completed a classification review and determined it is in the 
best interest and efficiency of the Administrative Services Department to establish a new 
classification specification of Accounting Coordinator to further the strategic priorities and goals 
of the City; 

   
            NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, AS FOLLOWS: 

 
1.  The City Council authorizes the Administrative Services Director to amend the City’s 

Classification and Compensation Plans as follows: 
            

            Establish Classification: Accounting Coordinator as described in the attached job 
description  

            Establish Salary Range: $5,175.20 - $6,290.48 per month 
                                        

2.  The City Council authorizes the Budget Officer to amend the Position Control Roster 
to reflect the amendments set forth above. 

 
 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  
 
 

The foregoing Resolution ________ was adopted by the Tracy City Council on the 15th 
day of April, 2014 by the following votes: 
 
AYES:              COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
NOES:             COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT:         COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSTAIN:        COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
 

      ____________________________ 
                                                                                         MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________ 
 CITY CLERK 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.H 
 
REQUEST 
 

APPROVAL OF A MASTER PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (MPSA) 
WITH SNG & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE STAFF SUPPORT AND PLAN/MAP 
REVIEW SERVICES IN THE ENGINEERING DIVISION OF THE DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES DEPARTMENT FOR VARIOUS PROJECTS, AND AUTHORIZATION FOR 
THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT  

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

Due to the recent increase in the amount of development activity, additional staff is 
required to assist with the timely and cost effective processing of Vesting Tentative 
Maps, Parcel Maps, Final Maps, Development Agreements, Review of Grading Plans 
and Improvement Plans, Subdivision Agreements, Deferred Improvement Agreements, 
Reimbursement Agreements and related tasks.  
 

DISCUSSION 
 

Staff of Development Services has been working with representatives of several large 
developments that are in various stages of planning.  Several of the major proposed 
developments such as Cordes Ranch, Tracy Hills and Ellis have made significant 
progress in moving projects from preliminary planning stages to the next stage when 
they will be ready to make submittals to the City for various entitlement processing and 
approvals.  Additionally, the Tracy Gateway project that had previously secured 
approvals for the Vesting Tentative Map and Final Maps, has submitted applications to 
seek approvals for Tracy Gateway Distribution Center within Tracy Gateway.  Staff has 
also been working on many other residential, commercial and industrial applications.  It 
is anticipated that substantial outside or consultant resources to support existing staff 
will be required to provide timely review and processing of the development applications.   
 
SNG & Associates, Inc. (SNG) has provided engineering staff support and review 
services to the Engineering Division during previous rapid growth periods in Tracy 
between the years 2000 to 2007.  SNG staff is led by Mr. Gottiparthy, P.E., who worked 
as a Senior Engineer for Development and Engineering Services from 1993 to 1998.  
Due to their involvement in the majority of the development projects within the 
Residential Specific Plan, Industrial Specific Plan, I-205 Specific Plan, Plan C and Tracy 
Hills Specific Plan, SNG staff has intimate knowledge of City’s standards, procedures 
and policies. 
  
SNG provided the plan review and staff support services for projects such as Tracy 
Gateway, and SNG staff was involved in the preliminary stages of many of the large 
Specific Plan areas currently being processed by the Planning Division.  Due to their 
qualifications and extensive experience with City of Tracy projects, SNG is uniquely 
suited to provide services needed to support staff in the processing of Vesting Tentative 
Maps, Parcel Maps, Final Maps, Development Agreements, Review of Grading Plans 
and Improvement Plans, Subdivision Agreements, Deferred Improvement Agreements, 
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Reimbursement Agreements and related tasks in the most efficient and expedited 
manner.   
 
Because of the unique qualifications of SNG, staff requests that the City Council find 
that compliance with the formal request for proposal procedure is not in the best interest 
of the City.   
 

STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and does not relate to the Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

There will be no fiscal impact to the General Fund.  These services will be paid for by 
developers through a Cost Recovery Agreement or engineering review fees.   

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council, by this resolution, approve the Master Professional Services 
Agreement with SNG & Associates, Inc. to provide staff support and plan/map review 
services and other tasks as assigned by staff of Engineering Division, and authorize the 
Mayor to execute the agreement. It is further recommended that individual task orders 
be approved by the Director of Development Services with a not to exceed cumulative 
dollar amount of $200,000, provided that this is only applicable to projects for which 
funds are available through a Cost Recovery Agreement. 

 
Prepared by: Criseldo S. Mina, Senior Civil Engineer 
   
Reviewed by: Victoria Dion, City Engineer/Assistant Development Services Director 
  Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Attachment A – MPSA with SNG & Associates, Inc. 
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RESOLUTION________ 
 

APPROVING A MASTER PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
WITH SNG & ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE STAFF SUPPORT AND PLAN/MAP 

REVIEW SERVICES IN THE ENGINEERING DIVISION OF THE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT FOR VARIOUS PROJECTS, AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE 

THE AGREEMENT 
 

WHEREAS, Staff has been working with representatives of several large developments 
that are in various stages of planning, and 

 
WHEREAS, It is anticipated that substantial outside or consultant resources to support 

existing staff will be required to provide timely review and processing of these development 
applications, and 
 

WHEREAS, SNG & Associates, Inc., has provided engineering staff support and review 
services to the Engineering Division during previous rapid growth periods in Tracy between the 
years 2000 to 2007, and 

 
WHEREAS, SNG & Associates, Inc., provided plan review and staff support services for 

projects such as the Tracy Gateway project and were involved in the preliminary stages of 
many of the large Specific Plan areas currently being processed, and 

 
WHEREAS, Due to their qualifications and extensive experience with City of Tracy 

projects, SNG & Associates, Inc, is uniquely qualified to provide services needed to support 
staff in the processing of Vesting Tentative Maps, Parcel Maps, Final Maps, Development 
Agreements, Review of Grading Plans and Improvement Plans, Subdivision Agreements, 
Deferred Improvement Agreements, Reimbursement Agreements and related tasks in the most 
efficient and expedited manner;   
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council: a) find that compliance with 
the formal request for proposal procedure is not in the best interest of the City; and b)  hereby 
approve the Master Professional Services Agreement with SNG & Associates, Inc., to provide 
staff support and plan/map review services and other tasks as assigned by staff of the 
Engineering Division, and authorize the Mayor to execute the agreement on behalf of the City, 
authorize the approval of individual task orders by the Director of Development Services with a 
not to exceed cumulative dollar amount of $200,000, provided that this is only applicable to 
projects for which funds are available through a Cost Recovery Agreement. 
 
 

* * * * * * * * * *  
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 The foregoing Resolution 2014-________ was adopted by the City Council on the 15th 
day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

 
 
                                                                         ________________________ 
                                                                                    MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
__________________________ 
 CITY CLERK 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.I 
 

REQUEST 
 

APPROVE A MINOR AMENDMENT TO THE TRACY HONDA FINAL DEVELOPMENT 
PLAN FOR THE ADDITION OF A CAR WASH BUILDING AT 3450 AUTO PLAZA 
WAY - APPLICANT IS BRYSON BURNS CONSTRUCTION AND PROPERTY OWNER 
IS KBH INVESTMENTS, LP APPLICATION NUMBER D14-0002 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
This agenda item involves a minor amendment to a Final Development Plan for Tracy 
Honda to allow for the addition of an automatic car wash building in the service area and 
associated landscaping modifications. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

Background 
 
In September of 1999, City Council approved a Preliminary and Final Development Plan 
for the Tracy Honda dealership at 3450 Auto Plaza Way.  In December 2002, City 
Council approved a Preliminary and Final Development Plan for the expansion of the 
dealership’s service area. On February 6, 2014, the applicant, on behalf of Tracy Honda, 
submitted an application for the addition of a car wash building for use by Honda for 
serviced vehicles.  According to the applicant, the car wash will not be available for 
public use. 
 
Proposed Amendment 
 
In accordance with the Tracy Municipal Code and the I-205 Corridor Specific Plan, the 
Development Services Director has determined that the request is a minor amendment 
to the approved Final Development Plan and that it is consistent with the concept and 
preliminary development plan.  The Planning Commission and City Council shall review 
minor amendments to Final Development Plans. 
 
Tracy Honda is located in the auto plaza in the I-205 Corridor Specific Plan area.  
Vehicle services, including car washes, are permitted in this area.  
 
According to the applicant, the expectation for serviced vehicles to be washed before 
being returned to the customer is increasing.  Tracy Honda is currently hand washing 
serviced vehicles and desires to increase their efficiency by using an automatic car 
wash.  The applicant has proposed to construct an approximately 1,100 square foot car 
wash building within the vehicle service area (Attachment A). The proposed building will 
match the main building by use of wide vertical panels, parapet roof, and wall color to 
match the main building.  An 850 square foot landscaped planter is proposed to be 
removed for the new building and reconstructed adjacent to the car wash building, 
resulting in no net loss of landscaped area. 
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Planning Commission Discussion 
 
The Planning Commission met and discussed the proposed amendment on April 9, 
2014, and recommended approval of the minor amendment. 
 
Environmental Document  
 
The proposed PDP/FDP amendment is categorically exempt from the California 
Environmental Quality Act pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15303, pertaining to 
new construction of small structures not exceeding 2,500 square feet in size.  In 
accordance with CEQA Guidelines, no further environmental assessment is required. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

This agenda item will not require any expenditure of funds.  The staff time spent 
processing the application was funded by the receipt of the required application 
processing fees. 

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item supports the Economic Development Strategic Plan, related to retail 
retention.  The ability to retain existing businesses that generate sales tax is essential to 
the economic vitality of the I-205 retail area. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

Staff and the Planning Commission recommend City Council approve, by resolution, the 
minor amendment to the Tracy Honda Final Development Plan for the addition of a car 
wash building and associated landscaping modifications, based on the findings 
contained in the City Council Resolution dated April 15, 2014. 

 
Prepared by:  Kimberly Matlock, Assistant Planner 
 
Reviewed by:  Bill Dean, Assistant Development Services Director 

Andrew Malik, Development Services Department Director 
Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 

Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Attachment A –   Location Map, Site, Floor, Landscape, and Elevation Plans (Oversize Item:  

Copies available in Development Services, Tracy City Hall) 



RESOLUTION __________ 
 

APPROVING A MINOR AMENDMENT TO THE TRACY HONDA FINAL DEVELOPMENT 
PLAN FOR THE ADDITION OF A CAR WASH BUILDING AT 3450 AUTO PLAZA WAY - 
APPLICANT IS BRYSON BURNS CONSTRUCTION AND PROPERTY OWNER IS KBH 

INVESTMENTS, LP. APPLICATION NUMBER D14-0002 
 

 WHEREAS, The City Council approved a Preliminary and Final Development Plan for 
the Tracy Honda dealership in September of 1999, and for a building expansion for vehicle 
services in December 2002, and 
 
 WHEREAS, KBH Investments, LP submitted an application to amend the Tracy Honda 
Final Development plan to add a car wash building to their service area and make associated 
landscaping modifications on February 6, 2014, and 
 

WHEREAS, The subject property is located within the I-205 Corridor Specific Plan area, 
with a land use designation of Service Commercial, which allows automobile sales and service 
as a permitted land use, and 

 
WHEREAS, The project is categorically exempt from the California Environmental 

Quality Act pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15303, pertaining to new construction of small 
structures not exceeding 2,500 square feet in size, and 

 
WHEREAS, The Planning Commission conducted a public hearing to review and 

consider the application on April 9, 2014 and recommended project approval; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council hereby approves a minor 
amendment to the Tracy Honda Final Development plan for the addition of a car wash building 
and associated landscaping modifications, Application Number D14-0002, subject to the 
conditions contained in Exhibit 1 to this Resolution and based on the findings below.   
 
1. The establishment, maintenance, and operation of the proposed improvements are 

compatible with the land use, design, and operational characteristics of the neighboring 
properties. The proposed project consists of an automatic car wash for serviced vehicles in 
association with the vehicle service offered by Tracy Honda.  The car wash building will 
match the main building for a consistent architectural theme throughout the site.   
 

2. The project will not, under the circumstances of the particular case or as conditioned, be 
injurious or detrimental to the health, safety, or general welfare of persons or property in the 
vicinity of the proposed use and its associated structure, or to the general welfare of the City 
because the project, as conditioned, is consistent with the land use, design, and other 
elements of the I-205 Corridor Specific Plan, the Tracy Municipal Code, the City of Tracy 
General Plan, Design Goals and Standards, City Standards, California Building Codes, and 
California Fire Codes. 

 
3. The project will not adversely affect or impair the benefits of occupancy, most appropriate 

development, property value stability, or the desirability of property in the vicinity and will not 
adversely visually impair the benefits of the properties in the vicinity.  The car wash building 
will use wide and textured vertical panels, a parapet roof, and a building color to match the 
dealership and service building. The landscape planter will be removed for the car wash and 
will be relocated adjacent to the car wash so that no net loss of landscaping will occur.   
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* * * * * * * *  
 

 The foregoing Resolution 2014-_________ was adopted by the City Council on the 15th 
day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
         ______________________ 
         MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________ 
CITY CLERK 



Exhibit “1” 

City of Tracy  
Conditions of Approval 
Tracy Honda Car Wash 

Application Number D14-0002 
April 15, 2014 

 
A.  General Provisions and Definitions. 
 

A.1. General. These Conditions of Approval apply to: 
 

The Project: A car wash building and associated landscaping modifications 
 
The Property: 3450 Auto Plaza Way, Assessor’s Parcel Number 212-270-19 

 
A.2. Definitions. 

 
a. “Applicant” means any person, or other legal entity, defined as a “Developer.” 
 
b. “City Engineer” means the City Engineer of the City of Tracy, or any other duly 

licensed Engineer designated by the City Manager, or the Development Services 
Director, or the City Engineer to perform the duties set forth herein. 

 
c. “City Regulations” means all written laws, rules, and policies established by the 

City, including those set forth in the City of Tracy General Plan, the Tracy Municipal 
Code, ordinances, resolutions, policies, procedures, and the City’s Design 
Documents (including the Standard Plans, Standard Specifications, Design 
Standards, and relevant Public Facility Master Plans). 

 
d. “Development Services Director” means the Development Services Director of the 

City of Tracy, or any other person designated by the City Manager or the 
Development Services Director to perform the duties set forth herein. 

 
e. “Conditions of Approval” shall mean the conditions of approval applicable to the car 

wash and associated landscaping area modifications at 3450 Auto Plaza Way, 
Application Number D14-0002.  The Conditions of Approval shall specifically 
include all City of Tracy conditions set forth herein. 
 

f. “Developer” means any person, or other legal entity, who applies to the City to 
divide or cause to be divided real property within the Project boundaries, or who 
applies to the City to develop or improve any portion of the real property within the 
Project boundaries.  The term “Developer” shall include all successors in interest. 

 
A.3.  Compliance with submitted plans. Except as otherwise modified herein, the project 

shall be constructed in substantial compliance with the plans received by the 
Development Services Department on March 25, 2014.  These plans include the site 
plan, floor plan, landscape plan, elevations, and color palette.   

 
A.4.  Payment of applicable fees. The applicant shall pay all applicable fees for the project, 

including, but not limited to, development impact fees, building permit fees, plan check 
fees, grading permit fees, encroachment permit fees, inspection fees, school fees, or 
any other City or other agency fees or deposits that may be applicable to the project. 
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A.5.  Compliance with laws. The Developer shall comply with all laws (federal, state, and 
local) related to the development of real property within the Project, including, but not 
limited to:   
• the Planning and Zoning Law (Government Code sections 65000, et seq.) 
• the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code sections 21000, 

et seq., “CEQA”), and  
• the Guidelines for California Environmental Quality Act (California Administrative 

Code, title 14, sections 1500, et seq., “CEQA Guidelines”). 
 

A.6.  Compliance with City regulations. Unless specifically modified by these Conditions of 
Approval, the Developer shall comply with all City regulations, including, but not limited 
to, the Tracy Municipal Code (TMC), Standard Plans, and Design Goals and 
Standards. 

 
A.7.  Protest of fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions. Pursuant to Government 

Code section 66020, including section 66020(d)(1), the City HEREBY NOTIFIES the 
Developer that the 90-day approval period (in which the Developer may protest the 
imposition of any fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions imposed on this 
Project by these Conditions of Approval) has begun on the date of the conditional 
approval of this Project.  If the Developer fails to file a protest within this 90-day period, 
complying with all of the requirements of Government Code section 66020, the 
Developer will be legally barred from later challenging any such fees, dedications, 
reservations or other exactions. 

 
B.  Development Services Planning Division Conditions 
 
Contact: Kimberly Matlock  (209) 831-6430  kimberly.matlock@ci.tracy.ca.us 
 

B.1.  Landscaping & irrigation. Before the approval of a building permit, the applicant shall 
provide detailed landscape and irrigation plans to address the following: 
B.1.1. Said plans shall be consistent with the City of Tracy Guidelines for Water 

Efficient Landscape Design, Development and Maintenance.  
B.1.2. A minimum of 60 points in each landscaping and irrigation category must be 

achieved and the assessment summaries must be on the plans. 
B.1.3. At planting, trees shall be a minimum of 24” box size, shrubs shall be a 

minimum size of 5 gallon, and groundcover shall be a minimum size of 1 
gallon. 
 

B.2.  Screening utilities and equipment.  
B.2.1. Before final inspection or certificate of occupancy, all vents, gutters, 

downspouts, flashing, and electrical conduits shall be internal to the structures 
and bollards and other wall-mounted or building-attached utilities shall be 
painted to match the color of the adjacent surfaces or otherwise designed in 
harmony with the building exterior to the satisfaction of the Development 
Services Director. 

B.2.2. Before final inspection or certificate of occupancy, no roof mounted 
equipment, including, but not limited to, HVAC units, vents, fans, antennas, 
sky lights and dishes, whether proposed as part of this application, potential 
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future equipment, or any portion thereof, shall be visible from any public right-
of-way to the satisfaction of the Development Services Director.  Plans to 
demonstrate such compliance shall be submitted to the City prior to the 
issuance of a building permit. 

 
C.  Public Works Department Conditions 
 
Contact: Stephanie Hiestand  (209) 831-4333  stephanie.hiestand@ci.tracy.ca.us 
 

D.1. Sanitary Sewer Connection. The sand and oil separators shall connect to the sanitary 
sewer system and not the stormdrain system to the satisfaction of the Public Works 
Director. 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 1.J 
 

REQUEST 
 

ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO THE EMPLOYMENT 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN GARY HAMPTON AND THE CITY OF TRACY RELATING 
TO SERVICE AS INTERIM ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The City Council recently appointed Assistant City Manager Maria Hurtado to serve as 
Interim City Manager.  The Interim City Manager in turn has appointed Gary Hampton to 
serve as Interim Assistant City Manager.  The proposed amendment to Mr. Hampton’s 
employment agreement provides that his compensation shall be increased by 10% 
during the time he serves as Interim Assistant City Manager. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

The City Council recently appointed Assistant City Manager Maria Hurtado to serve as 
Interim City Manager.  The Interim City Manager in turn has appointed Gary Hampton to 
serve as Interim Assistant City Manager.  The proposed amendment to Mr. Hampton’s 
employment agreement provides that his compensation shall be increased by 10% 
during the time he serves as Interim Assistant City Manager. 

    
STRATEGIC PLAN  
 
 This agenda item is a routine operational item and is not related to the City Council’s 

Strategic Plans.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

There is no fiscal impact to the General Fund as the cost associated with approval of 
this agreement will be taken out of cost savings from the vacant City Manager position.  
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

Staff recommends that City Council adopt a resolution approving an amendment to the 
employment agreement with Gary Hampton relating to service as Interim Assistant City 
Manager. 

 
 
Prepared by:  Dan Sodergren, City Attorney 
Reviewed by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 



RESOLUTION ________ 
 
AMENDING THE EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF TRACY AND GARY 

HAMPTON RELATING TO SERVICE AS INTERIM ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER AND 
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO SIGN THE AMENDMENT  

 
 WHEREAS,  The City entered into an employment agreement with Gary Hampton on 
August 2, 2011 to hire Gary Hampton as its Police Chief (“Employment Agreement”); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Employment Agreement was amended on September 13, 2012; and  
 
WHEREAS, The parties now wish to amend the Employment Agreement to adjust the 

compensation by 10% during the time Hampton serves as Interim Assistant City Manager. 
 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council authorizes the amendment 
to the employment agreement between Gary Hampton and the City of Tracy attached hereto as 
Exhibit I, and authorizes the Mayor to execute the amendment.  

 
 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 

 The foregoing Resolution ________ was adopted by the Tracy City Council on the 15TH 
day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 

       ___________________________________ 
       MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 

 

_____________________________ 
CITY CLERK 



EXHIBIT I 
 

SECOND AMENDMENT TO EMPLOYMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN 
GARY HAMPTON AND THE CITY OF TRACY 

 
 This Second Amendment (“Amendment”) to the Employment Agreement between Gary Hampton 
and the City of Tracy (“Agreement”) is made and entered into by and between Gary Hampton 
(“Hampton”) and the City of Tracy, a municipal corporation (“City”). 

 
RECITALS 

 
 WHEREAS, The City entered into an employment agreement with Gary Hampton on August 
2, 2011 to hire Gary Hampton as its Police Chief (“Employment Agreement”); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Employment Agreement was amended on September 13, 2012; and  
 
WHEREAS, The parties now wish to amend the Employment Agreement to adjust the 

compensation by 10% during the time Hampton serves as Interim Assistant City Manager. 
 

 NOW, THEREFORE, In consideration of the mutual covenants set forth below, the parties 
agree as follows:  

 
1. Amendment.  Section 4 of the Employment Agreement is amended to read as follows: 

 
Compensation.  Hampton shall receive an initial base monthly salary of $15,208.33, 
payable in installments at the same time as other employees of the City are paid and 
subject to legally required withholdings and deductions.  During any time Hampton 
serves as Interim Assistant City Manager his salary shall be increased by 10%. 

 
2.    Modifications.  This Amendment may not be modified orally or in any manner other than by an 
  agreement in writing signed by both parties, in accordance with the requirements of the  
  Agreement. 
 
3. Representation by Counsel.  Hampton and City acknowledge that they each did, or had the 

opportunity to, consult with legal counsel of their respective choices with respect to the subject 
matter of this Amendment prior to signing it.  

 
4. Applicable Law.  This Amendment is signed and delivered in the State of California and the 

rights and obligations of the parties under this Agreement shall be construed and enforced in 
accordance with the laws of the State of California. 

 
5. Waiver.  No waiver by any party of any breach of any term or provision of this Amendment shall 

be construed to be, nor shall be, a waiver of any preceding, concurrent or succeeding breach of 
the same or any other term or provision of this Amendment. 

 
6. Interpretation.  This Amendment is deemed to have been drafted jointly by the parties to this 

Amendment.  Any uncertainty or ambiguity shall not be construed for or against any party based 
upon attribution of drafting to any party. 
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7. Severability.  If any provision of this Amendment is held unconstitutional, invalid or 

unenforceable, that invalidity shall not affect any other provisions which could be given effect 
without the invalid provision. 

 
8. Counterparts.  This Amendment may be executed in several counterparts, and shall be admissible 

in counterparts.  All executed copies are duplicate originals and are equally admissible in 
evidence. 

 
City of Tracy      Gary Hampton 
 
 
___________________________   ____________________________ 
Brent H. Ives, Mayor 
 
Date:  ______________________   Date:  _______________________ 
 
 
Attest:    
 
__________________________    
By:    Sandra Edwards      
Title: CITY CLERK     
 
Date: _____________________ 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
___________________________ 
City Attorney 
 
 
 



 

 
 

       April 15, 2014 
 

 
AGENDA ITEM 1.K 

 
REQUEST  

 
AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO AN INTERIM ADVANCED LIFE SUPPORT 

AGREEMENT WITH SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY AND THE SOUTH COUNTY FIRE 

AUTHORITY, AND AUTHORIZATION FOR THE INTERIM CITY MANAGER TO 

SIGN THE AGREEMENT 

DISCUSSION  
 

Staff is requesting authorization to enter into an Interim Advanced Life Support 
Agreement with San Joaquin County and the South County Fire Authority. 
 
The Agreement will be distributed at the City Council Meeting.  

 

STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and does not relate to the Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

There will be no impact to the General Fund. There are sufficient funds in the FY 
2013/14 Fire Department budget.  

  
RECOMMENDATION  
 

 That City Council, by resolution, authorize entering into an Interim Advanced Life 
Support Agreement with San Joaquin County and the South County Fire Authority, 
and authorize the Interim City Manager to sign the Agreement. 

 
 
 
Prepared By:   Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
Approved By:  Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager  



RESOLUTION ________ 
 

 AUTHORIZING AN INTERIM ADVANCED LIFE SUPPORT AGREEMENT WITH  
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY AND THE SOUTH COUNTY FIRE AUTHORITY AND  
AUTHORIZING THE INTERIM CITY MANAGER TO SIGN THE AGREEMENT 

 
 
            WHEREAS, Staff is requesting authorization to enter into an Interim Advanced Life 
Support Agreement, and 
 

WHEREAS, This Interim Advanced Life Support Agreement will be entered into with San 
Joaquin County and the South County Fire Authority; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council authorizes an Interim 
Advanced Life Support Agreement with San Joaquin County and the South County Fire 
Authority, and authorizes the Interim City Manager to sign the Agreement. 
      
 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 
 

The foregoing Resolution __________was adopted by the Tracy City Council on the 15th 
day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
  
 

 
AYES:      COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
NOES:      COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
 
       ________________________ 
 MAYOR  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
 
CITY CLERK 
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AGENDA ITEM 3 
 
REQUEST 

 
CONDUCT A PUBLIC HEARING TO ADOPT A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 
UPDATED MASTER FEE SCHEDULE 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
 Staff has performed the annual update of the consolidated, City-Wide Master Fee  

Schedule for Council approval.  Examples of proposed modifications to the schedule 
include fees for new recreation programs, community facilities and equipment rentals in 
the Cultural Arts Programs.  Additionally, modifications have been made to correct minor 
errors and update department contact references.   
 
It has been the past practice of Council to adjust fees by the Consumer Price Index 
(CPI) 1 which addresses cost of living and inflationary changes. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

In May 2011, the City Council consolidated city-wide fees in a master schedule, 
centralizing fees in a single document.  This action established consistency and clarity 
regarding the fee update process, which included an automatic cost of living adjustment.  
 
The proposed schedule reflects fees charged for City services.  It does not include the 
following types of fees and charges: 
 
• Development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act  
• Mitigation fees (i.e., habitat and agricultural mitigation fees) 
• Business license fees (taxes) 
• Enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, transit) 
• Fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC Chapter 

8.10; franchise contractor for collection of solid and yard waste, and recycling under 
TMC Chapter 5.20) 

• Landscape Maintenance District (special assessments) 
• Fines (imposed as penalties) 
• Leases of City property 
• Rates established by separate agreements (i.e., Tracy Unified School District and 

performance artists) 
 

Proposed FY 14/15 Master Fee Schedule - New Fees and Corrections 
 
The following sections list new fees and minor corrections to the proposed FY 14/15 
Master Fee Schedule: 
 
 
 

                                                           
1 2.556% based on the Consumer Price Index for the San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose Metropolitan Area 
for the percent change to June 2013 from June 2012. 
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New fees: 
 

Cultural Arts “Miscellaneous Rentals” (see Schedule, Page 12) 
 $180 to cover the cost of extra labor needed to install and remove the Marley 

dance floor - 3 staff for 2-3 hours 
 New fees ranging from $5-$15 each for extra use of rented furniture and 

equipment, e.g., tables, stools, music stands, orchestra chairs 
 Agreement Processing Fee (see Schedule, page 13) 

 
Recreation 
 New adult kick ball league (see Schedule, page 20) 
 A 20% fee range was included to allow for contracted classes to increase by a 

20% range to allow for negotiations with the contracted instructor and to cover 
instructors’ new equipment or lesson plans (see Schedule, pages 15 and 17) 

 Added range of $5-$10 for Senior Arts and Craft Project class to cover cost of 
materials led by volunteers (see Schedule, page 18) 
 

Public Works, Community Facilities Rentals (see Schedule, page 50) 
 Refundable deposit of $250 for baseball/softball bases 
 Storage Container License - $0.40/square foot of ground space 
 

 
Decreased or increased (beyond inflationary increase): 
 
     Theatre  
 Marquee listings change from a “per day fee” to a per installation fee, allowing 

the marquee to be displayed for several days at no additional charge if there are 
no other shows scheduled to be displayed (see Schedule, page 12) 
 

Recreation  
 Fee change from $25 to $50 for profit vendors for special event booths (see 

Schedule, page 19) 
 Increase for the minimum cost of special events tickets from $30 to $40 to 

include additional event hours and quantity of event/promotional items (see 
Schedule, page 21) 

 Increase maximum fee for Event Booth to include mobile vendor trucks and the 
additional space required for events (Schedule, page 21) 
 

Public Works, Community Facilities Rentals 
 For softball field preparations, light watering, minor field dragging—proposed 

increase from $13 to $15 to reflect true cost of preparation (see Schedule, page 
50) 
 

Master Fee Schedule Administrative Corrections 
 
Grand Theatre 
 Rental rate reduction for non-primetime rental of studio theatre for performances 

and rehearsals from $330 to $240 (see Schedule, page 11) 
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Development Services, Planning 
 The “Zone Change” fee was incorrectly stated as $6,417 (beginning in August, 

2013 when the fees took effect) and has been changed to $2,758.  A refund to 
the single affected applicant is being coordinated (see Schedule, page 34) 

 
Police, Animal Services 
 The fee for animal collar identification was changed from $24, the result of a 

typographical error, to $2 (see Schedule, page 38) 
  

Public Works, Community Rentals 
 The inclusion of Banner fees (for installation and removal) that were previously 

approved by Council was inadvertently omitted from the prior Schedule updates 
(see Schedule, page 43) 

 
General Changes  
 Other changes include the update of staff names and referenced reports, and 

correction of typographical and rounding errors. 
 
The fees set forth in the Schedule represent no more than the estimated reasonable 
costs, or actual costs of the services or facilities provided.  In many cases, the fees are 
significantly below the City’s costs as further explained under the fiscal impact section.  
 
When establishing new fees, time and motion assessments are conducted which factor 
in the hourly rates of staff that provides the service.  The most recent Cost of Services 
Study Update was performed in 2003. Therefore, it is anticipated that a phased2 update 
will be performed during the next Fiscal Year.  The cost of the update is estimated to be 
approximately $45,000. 
 
Automatic Cost of Living Adjustment 
 
In keeping with Council action, the master fee Schedule has been prepared with an 
automatic adjustment, rounded to the nearest dollar (except where cents are already 
used) with the exception of fees related to: (1) recreation (2) Grand Theatre and Cultural 
Arts; and (3) other fees indicated by an asterisk in the attached Proposed FY 14/15 
Master Fee Schedule. 
 
The adoption of this Schedule is permitted under the California Constitution, Article 
XIIIC, including the exceptions under Article XIIIC, Section 1(e). The City has given 
notice of the proposed Schedule update as required by Government Code Section 
66016 to interested parties who filed a written request for such notice with the City.  
Notice has also been given by publication, pursuant to Government Code Sections 
66018 and 6062a. 
 
The adoption of the Schedule is not subject to the California Environmental Quality Act 
because it is not a project that has the potential for causing a significant effect on the 
environment (CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of Regulations, §15061(b)(3)). 

 
                                                           
2 Phasing may be necessary due to the cost of having the study performed.   
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STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This item is in accordance with Council Governance Strategy, Goal 2: Ensure continued 
fiscal sustainability through budgetary and financial stewardship. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 

 
The annual update of the Master Fee Schedule ensures that city fees are aligned with 
the cost of providing services; however, it is equally important that fees continue to be 
reasonable and affordable to the community.  
 
It is anticipated that the proposed adjustments to city-wide fees will have a nominal 
impact to users given the low CPI; it is estimated that fees would increase 2 cents per 
dollar.  Based on the prior year’s activity levels, the CPI adjustment is anticipated to 
generate approximately $137,402 in fee revenue. 
 
The table below reflects the FY 12/13 City-wide fee recovery levels.  Overall, revenue 
generated from current user fees is considerably lower than the cost of the service 
provided.  Understanding that there are many competing interests for general fund 
dollars, the City continues to evaluate the City’s recovery levels in light of community 
and financial priorities. 
 

FY 12/13 City-wide Fee Recovery Level 
   

 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
It is recommended that the Mayor open a Public Hearing to receive and consider 
comments on the Schedule update.  Staff recommends that Council adopt the resolution 
approving the updated FY 14/15 Master Fee Schedule.  Upon adoption, the fees will be 
effective on July 1, 2014. 
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Prepared by: Anne Bell, Management Analyst II, Administrative Services Department 
 
Reviewed by: Jenny Haruyama, Administrative Services Director 

Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
ATTACHMENTS  
 

Attachment 1: FY 14/15 Proposed Master Fee Schedule – Comparison of Current and 
Proposed Fees 
 
Attachment 2: FY14/15 Proposed Master Fee Schedule – Proposed Fees Only 

 
 
 



Attachment 1
Comparison of Current and Proposed Fees

Adopted by City Council Resolution No. 2011-101, May 17, 2011

Amended by Resolution No. 2012-111, June 5, 2012
Amended by Resolution No. 2013-047, April 2, 2013
Amended by Resolution No. 2013-086 June 4, 2013

Effective July 1, 2014

City of Tracy

Master Fee Schedule

Amended by Resolution No. ______ April 15, 2014
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Introduction

The City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule is a compilation of most of the fees charged by the City for services.
It is organized by Department and does not include the following types of fees: 

 ▪ development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act;
 ▪ mitigation fees (ie habitat mitigation, agricultural mitigation fees);
 ▪ business license fees (taxes);
 ▪ enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, transit);
 ▪ fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC Chapter 8.10; franchise contractor 
   for collection of solid waste, yard waste and recycling under TMC Chapter 5.20);
 ▪ landscape maintenance district assessments;
 ▪ fines (imposed as penalties);
 ▪ leases of City property; and
 ▪ rates established by separate agreements (ie Tracy Unified School District).

The Master Fee Schedule will generally be updated annually, and most fees will increase by a cost-of-living
adjustment (CPI) rounded to the nearest dollar. The fees which are updated by some other method are
indicated as such.

Public services  may be classified as community-supported public services, such as police and fire services.
These are typically provided to the community as a whole and are supported by general tax dollars from the
City’s general fund.  

Personal choice services  are optional, such as taking a class, and are requested by the customer.

Property development services (requiring a building permit or land use entitlement) is done at the 
request, and for the benefit, of the owner. Fees are usually charged for these types of services, though some 
may be subsidized with general tax dollars when they have some social, safety, or welfare benefit.

City Staff whom worked to update this Master Fee Schedule include the following representatives from
 each Department:

     Administrative Services, Finance Division Anne Bell
     Administrative Services, Finance Division Robert Harmon
     City Attorney's Office Judith Robbins
     City Clerk'S Department Sandra Edwards
     City Manager’s Department, Cultural Arts Division Kim Scarlata, Laura Smith
     City Manager’s Department, Recreation Division Kim Scarlata, Jolene Jauregui-Correll
     City Manager’s Department, Theater Division Kim Scarlata, Laura Johnston
     Development Services, Engineering Division
     Development Services, Planning Division William Dean 
     Development Services, Building Division Delores Ohm
     Fire Department, Fire Administration Division David Bramell
     Police Department, Support Operations Division Lani Smith
     Public Works Department, Community Facilities Division Brian MacDonald
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ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT
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Administrative Services Department 1.02556

Finance Division 1.024

Department Contact:  Anne Bell, Mgt. Analyst II Robert Harmon, Senior Accountant

Fire Sprinkler Charges
(Water Access/Availability) Resolution 2013-086

2” line $5 $5 Resolution 95-018
4” line $10 $11
6” line $21 $22
8” line $31 $32

10” line $41 $43
12” line $52 $54

Returned Check Processing (NSF-Not Sufficient Funds) $16
$38

Business Licenses:
 · State disability access fee $1 /application or renewal GC §4467

 TMC6.04.130

 · Transfer, assignment or duplication fee $5 /duplication TMC6.04.130

  
Note: Business Licenses:
 ▪ Business license fee amounts are established by ordinance, at TMC Chapter 6.04.
 ▪ 

Note: Transient Occupancy Tax
 ▪ Established by ordinance as 10% of rent, at TMC 8.48.230.

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation: 
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2012-243 2013-086 and assoicated staff report.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 and associated staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Department.   See City Council

Resolution No. 2003-059  (Relates to water delinquencies, business licenses and returned checks).
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study.
 ▪ City Council Resolution 95-018 and associated staff report.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Cod B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

For failure to pay a business tax when due, the Collector shall add a penalty of ten (10%) percent of such 
business tax on the first day of delinquency and shall add a further penalty of ten (10%) percent of such 
business tax on the first day of every subsequent calendar month following such first day of delinquency 
provided the amount of such penalties to be added shall in no event exceed fifty (50%) percent of the 
business tax due. The penalties provided in this subsection shall be assessed from the date when such 
deficiency was required to be paid pursuant to TMC 6.04.170.

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
Reso.2012-111

Reso. 2003-059
Delinquent Water Turn-off/Turn-on Reso. 2003-059



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 6 of 51

Division Contact:  Midori Dearborn, Senior Human Resources Analyst

Administrative Services Department
Human Resources Division

    There are no Human Resources Division Fees.
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                      Division Contact:  Matt Engen, Manager

                There are no Information Technology Division Fees.

Administrative Services Department
Information Technology Division
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CITY CLERK & CITY MANAGER'S DEPARTMENTS

CITY-WIDE FEES
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City-Wide Fees 1.02556

City Clerk and City Manager's Departments 1.024

Department Contacts:  Maria Hurtado, Assistant City Manager; Sandra Edwards, City Clerk

TMC §3.36.010
Annual Subscriptions (City Council, GC §6253
Planning Commission)
   Agendas $38 / month Reso. 2007-258

$36 / month
$2 / disc / agenda

     Minutes* $0.15 / page GC §6253
Appeals
     To City Council $162 $155 TMC §1.12.020(B)(2)
     To City Manager $162 $155 TMC §1.12.010(D)(2)
     By Impartial Hearing Officer         May be shared equally by parties TMC §1.12.030
Document Certification $16  / document b

$15

     Photocopies
Paper Copy * $0.15 / page GC §6253
Oversized Copy At cost
Maps * At cost GC §6253

Duplicating Recording of Public Meeting:
Video or Audio At cost
DVD of Council Meeting $2

Notary Fee * $10 GC §8211

Palmistry License Fee (through Police Dept) TMC §4.12.190
New $595
New $567
Renewal $379
Renewal $360  

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
      ▪  City Council Resolution No. 2012-111 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
      ▪  Updated Council Policies and Procedures, City Council Resolution No. 2007-258.
      ▪  Resolution No. 2003-059 and accompanying staff report.
      ▪ b 1998 Cost of Service Study, and 2003 Cost of Services Update, prepared by Finance Department.
          (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059).

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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City Manager's Department 1.04946 1.02556

Grand Theatre\Cultural Arts Divisions 1.024

Division Contact:  Division Contacts:  
Kim Scarlata, Recreation Program Manager
Jeffrey Haskett, Theater Manager
William Wilson, Gallery Supervisor, Cultural Arts

* Fees are set by this Department annually and are not subject to automatic CPI adjustments.

DEPOSITS
Grand Theatre (Refundable) $500
Studio Theatre $250
Movement Theatre $100
Art Studio $100
Art Studio 2 $100
Children’s Art Studio $100
Music Rooms 1-1 $100

ETK THEATRE
Note:

Commercial
Prime Time Rental: Performance

First 8 hours $574 or 10% $1,722 or 15%
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
First 8 hours $574 $1,722
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Non-Prime Time Rental: Performance
First 8 hours $287 $750
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Non-Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
First 8 hours $143 $375
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Prime Time Resident Company
Rental: Performance or Rehearsal $460  / 8 hours
Non-Prime Time Resident Company

$230  / 8 hours
Non-Prime Time Resident Company

$115 / 8 hours

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Rental: Rehearsal Not Applicable

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

Grand Theatre base rental is 8 hours and includes:  1   staff technician and 1 front-of-house supervisor.

Prime time is Friday through Sunday. Percentage payment is based on gross receipts.   Fee is either minimum or percentage, whichever is 
greater.

Non-profit

Not Applicable

 Rental: Performance Not Applicable

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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STUDIO THEATRE

Prime Time Rental: Performance
   First 5 Hours $110 or 10% $330 or 15%
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
   First 5 Hours $110 $330
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Non-Prime Time Rental: Performance $240
   First 5 Hours $80 $330 or 15%
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Non-Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal $240
   First 5 Hours $80 $330
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Meeting $225  / 2 hrs
   Each Additional Hour $40 $115

$88 / 5 hrs
$64  / 5 hrs
$64  / 5 hours

Class/Meeting or Studio Theatre
First 2 Hours $75 $225
Each Additional Hour $40 $115

ART PARTIES
First 2 Hours $50 $150
Each Additional Hour $35 $75

Materials Fee (activity dependent) $5 - $25  / person

LARGE MUSIC ROOM

Class/Meeting
First 2 Hours $25 $100
Each Additional Hour $35 $125

MUSIC ROOM 

Class (medium) or 
First 2 Hours $25 $100
Practice & Each Additional Hour $35 $125

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Non-Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable
DANCE STUDIO, ART STUDIO I AND 
II, AND CHIDREN’S ART STUDIO

(Includes Any Room Set Up & Tear 

(Includes any room set up and tear 

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

Non-profit Commercial

Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable
Non-Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010

Note: Prime time is Friday through Sunday. Percentage payment is based on gross receipts.  Fee 
is either minimum of percentage, whichever is greater.
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GRAND GALLERIES $75 /2 hrs $225 /2 hrs
Each Additional Hour $50 $150

LOBBY AREAS
Upstairs $250 /4 hrs $500 /4 hrs
Downstairs $200 /4 hrs $400 /4 hrs

OLD TOWN HALL & JAIL  
Weekday (Mon 8am – Fri 6 pm) $40 /2 hrs $60 /2 hrs
Weekend (Fri 6 pm – Mon 8 am) $50 /2 hrs $100 /2 hrs

2ND FLOOR ARTS OFFICE
Weekday (Mon 8am – Fri 6 pm) $30 /2 hrs
Weekend (Fri 6 pm – Mon 8 am) $40 /2 hrs

(LOGGIA)
May only be rented as part of 
Reception (hourly rate) $50 $150

BOX OFFICE SERVICES   
Per Performance $100 $300
Per Ticket Charge to Patron $3
General Admission Per Ticket to 
Patron

$1

/ Installation
Marquee Listing $50 / day $100 / day

MISCELLANEOUS RENTALS
Grand Piano $900 / use
Baby Grand Piano $500 / use
Piano Tuning at Renter’s Expense $150  each
Installation/Removal of Floor for Or  $250 / use
Wireless Microphones $25 / day
Microphone Stands $0 / use
Follow Spot $350 / use
Video Projector $130 /4 hours

$100 / day
Laptop Computer $50 / use
Screen $30 / use $90 / use
LCD Projector per Day/Event $0 / use
Marquee Sign Listing $50 / Installation

$100 / use
Marley Dance Floor $180 /use
6' Mitey Lite Tables $5 each
46" Round Tables $10 /each
Cocktail Table Stools $15 /each
Cocktail Tables $10 /each
Wooden Classroom Chairs $5 /each
Music Stands >20 $10 /each
Black Wenger Orchestra Chairs >25 $10 /each

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Non-profit Commercial

Not Available

/ Installation

$100 / Installation

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE
LEGAL AUTHORITY                          

TMC §3.36.010
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LABOR FEES TMC §3.36.010
Technical Theatre Supervisor $56 / hr 
Theatre Technicians $40 / hr 
General Stagehands $20 / hr 
Follow Spot Operator $15 / hr 
Merchandise Sales Person $15 / hr 
Gallery Supervisor $40 / hr 
Gallery Docents $15r / hr 
Arts Education Instructor $25 / hr 
Recreation Leader $15 / hr 

ADDITIONAL FEES
Janitorial Fees $150 / day
Season Discount/Reward Card $20  / year
Large Format Printing (posters, signs) $2 / Sq Ft
Agreement Processing Fee $35 /contract

CERAMICS
Building
Example Classes: Wheel Throwing, Hand Building, Molding 
Firing 
Example Classes: Kiln Loading, Firing Tecniques
Glazing
Example Classes: Glazing & Finishing 
Workshops
Workshop Example: Artist Talks and Demonstrations 
DANCE
Children's Classical
Example Classes: Ballet, Lyrical 
Children's Modern
Example Classes: Jazz, Hip-Hop, Tap, Creative Dance 
Children's Workshops $10-$200
Adult Classical
Example Classes: Ballet, Lyrical 
Adult Modern
Example Classes: Hip-Hop, Tap, Jazz
Adult Ballroom
Example Classes: Swing, Salsa, Waltz
Adult Workshops $10-$300
DRAMA
Acting Technique
Example Classes: Improvisation, Beginning Acting
Technical Theater
Example Classes: Set Building, Lighting/ Audio 
Performance
Example Classes: Musical Theater, Scene Study 
Workshops
Example Workshops: Audtion Workshops, Theater Camps

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$40-$250

$10-$300

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

$30-$150

$30-$150

$30-$150

$30-$150

$40-$250

$40-$250

TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232

$50-$300

$40-$300

$20-$300

$10-$300

$30-$150

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 14 of 51

MUSIC
Perucssion
Example Classes: Drumming, Muisc & Rhythm 
Strings
Example Classes: Guitar, Violin 
Horns
Example Classes: Trumpet, Saxophone, Clarinet 
Keyboard
Example Classes: Piano, Group Keyboarding 
Voice
Example: Group & Private Voice 
Music Methodologies 
Example: Music Theory, Music History 
Workshops
Example: Music PR, Breaking into the Music Business 
VISUAL ARTS
Children's Drawing
Example Classes: Pre-School Drawing, Cartooning 
Children's Painting
Example Classes: Acrylic & Watercolor Painting 
Children's Design
Example Classes: Color and Light, Graphic Design 
Children's Mixed Media
Example Classes: Print Making, Storybook Building 
Children's Workshops

Adult Drawing
Example Classes: Landscape, Figure, Still Life Drawing 
Adult Painting
Example Classes: Acyrlic, Oil, and Watercolor Painting 
Adult Design
Example Classes: Graphic Design, Fashion Design 
Adult Mixed Media

Adult Workshops

Performance Admission Fees

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2007-232 and associated staff report.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

Cost to City Based on Performer

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$40-$300

$40-$300

$40-$300

$40-$300Example Classes: Apparel Construction, Weaving, Sculpting 

$10-$300
       

Demonstrations 

$40-$120

$40-$120

$40-$150

$40-150

$10-$250
      

Making 

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$10-$300

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232

$50-$200
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City Manager's Department
Recreation Division

Division Contact:  Kim Scarlata, Recreation Manager

* Fees are set by this Department annually and are not subject to automatic CPI adjustments.

Advertising Fee for Activity Guide¹
 Full page, back cover $1,000
Full page, inside back cover $500
½ page, inside $350
¼ page, inside $200

Insurance Processing Fee $35  / transaction
Fee for public purchase of event Insurance

Program Transaction Fee $5  / transaction
Applied to withdrawal, refund, credit or 

Fac. Rental Applic. Processing Fee $35  / transaction
            

Early Registration Discount ($10) / registration
   

Online Registration Discount ($10) / registration
   

Sibling Registration Discount 10% / registration
  

20% / registration

Baby Sitter Training $85/Non-Res $77/Res
Cardio Kick Boxing $55/Non-Res $50/Res
Cheer Prep $50/Non-Res $45/Res
Cheer-Preschool $50/Non-Res $45/Res
Classic Gym-Preschoolers $53/Non-Res $48/Res
Classic Gym-Youth $57/Non-Res $52/Res

CPR/FA $55/Non-Res $50/Res
Dog Obedience-Advanced $105/Non-Res $95/Res
Dog Obedience-Basic $127/Non-Res $115/Res

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code SF Ft - Square Feet
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code hr(s) - hour(s)FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/7-week session
/7-week session

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice Res - Resident; Non-Res, Non-resident
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

/6-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/1-day session

¹Applied to advertising in City's Activity Guide 

Range of Fee Increase for Contract 
 To be used based on staff’s assessment of 

     CURRENT SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES

/2-day session

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
ADMINISTRATION TMC §3.36.010
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Golf Lessons-Adult $66/Non-Res $60/Res
Gymnastic Camps $66/Non-Res $60/Res
Just 4 Kicks-Preschool $79/Non-Res $72/Res
Just 4 Kicks-Youth $79/Non-Res $72/Res /8-week session
KidSAFE $99/Non-Res $90/Res
LEGO Camp (Half Day) $189/Non-Res $172/Res /per week
Mad Science (Half Day) $185/Non-Res /$169/Res /per week
Preschool AM $193/Non-Res $175/Res /per calendar month
Preschool PM $418/Non-Res $380/Res /per calendar month
Safety Club $21/Non-Res $18/Res /1-day workshop
SNAP Summer Day Camp $55/Non-Res $50/Res /per week
SNAP After School Program $28/Non-Res $25/Res /per week
Tennis-Adult $55/Non-Res $50/Res /4-week session
Tennis-Tiny Tots $48/Non-Res $44/Res /4-week session
Tennis-Youth $55/Non-Res $50/Res /4-week session
Tracy Online Learning $97/Non-Res $88/Res /6-week session
Yoga-Adults $35/Non-Res $32/Res /4-week session
Yoga-Seniors $33/Non-Res $30/Res /per calendar month
Action Gymnastics $83/Non-Res $75/Res /8-week session
Action Gymnastics Parent/Tot $28/Non-Res $25/Res /4-week session

Action Gymnastics Parent/Tot Adv $33/Non-Res $30/Res /4-week session

Zumba 10-day Pass $88/Non-Res $80/Res /10-day pass 
Zumba 20-day Pass $165/Non-Res $150/Res /20-day pass
Zumba Drop In $13/Non-Res $10/Res /per drop in
Tai Chi $44/Non-Res $40/Res /6-week session
Tiny Tots Hooked on Books $53 /Non-Res $48/Res /4-week session  
Basic Gardening $28/Non-Res $25/Res /4-week session
Bowling for Beginners $99/Non-Res $90/Res 6-week session
Camps-Biology Camp $220/Non-Res $200/Res /per week
Camps-Build a Robot $198/Non-Res $180/Res /per week
Camps-Chess $59/Non-Res $54/Res /3-week session
Camps-Eagal Lakes $94/Non-Res $85/Res /3-day session
Camps-Kidsafe $99/Non-Res $90/Res /3-week session
Computer Tech Camp $204-$149/Non-Res $185-135/Res /5-day session
Fly Fishing $33/Non-Res $30/Res /1-day workshop
Just 4 Hoops $59/Non-Res $54/Res /6-week session
Just 4 Kicks Camps Preschoolers $94/Non-Res $85/Res /5-day session
Just 4 Kicks Camps Youth $110/Non-Res $100/Res /5-day session
Kindergarten Tutoring $63/Non-Res $57/Res /4-week session
Tae Kwon Do Tots $47/Non-Res $43/Res /4-week session
Tennis Camp Preschoolers $50/Non-Res $45/Res /1-week session
Tennis Camp Youths $55/Non-Res $50/Res /1-week session

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/4-week session
/per week
/8-week session

/10 -week session

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

CURRENT SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES, 
CONTINUED

TMC §3.36.010
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Adventure Thursdays Field Trip $65/Non-Res $59/Res /per trip
Arthritis Foundation Tai Chi $64/Non-Res $58/Res /8-day session
Athletic Perfection - Play Date $23/Non-Res $20/Res /1-day session
Athletic Perfection - Discover the $50/Non-Res $45/Res /4-week session
Camps - Fencing $220/Non-Res $200/Res /per week
Camp - Flag Football $165/Non-Res $150/Res /per week
Camps - Skyhawks Basketball $54/Non-Res $49/Res /4-sessions
Camps  -Skyhawks Baseball $54/Non-Res $49/Res /4-sessions
Camps - Skyhawks Sports $175/Non-Res $159/Res /per week

$164/Non-Res $149/Res
Camps - Tennis $165/Non-Res $150/Res /per week
Classic Gym - Open Gym $13/Non-Res $10 Res /per drop-in

$3 
Classic Gym - Crafty Time $72/Non-Res $65/Res /4-week session
Classic Gym - School's Out Party $20 /per drop-in
Fencing for Beginners $99/Non-Res $90/Res /4-week session
Get Up & Moving Fitness $66-$220/Non-Res $60-$200/Res /4, 10, 20-day 
Leaders in Training: Jr Rec Leaders $83/Non-Res $75/Res /2-day session
Tai Chi Arthritis Foundation $70/Non-Res $64/Res /6-sessions
Tennis - Cardio Workshop $28/Non-Res $25/Res /1-day workshop
Workshop Series for Adults $8/Non-Res $5/Res /1-day workshop
Yoga - Adults $83/Non-Res $75/Res /10-day pass 

YOUTH & TEENS
BBQ and Game Day $3
Teen Swim Events $5
Teen Events
   Minimum $5
   Maximum $20
Girls Retreat $10
Teen Camps $77/Non-Res/week
Teen Chill Out Night (Movie & Popcorn) $3
Extreme Sports Day (competition registration) $10
Fashion Show $10
Ski/Snowboard Trip $90

$125
$125

$55
$5

Minimum: $50
Maximum: $100

$0
*Fee ranges based on direct costs $5

$5

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/ scrapbooking class 
/ cooking class

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

/ helmet rental
S.A.F.E. (Teen After School 
Program)

/ membership/school yr
/ membership/school yr
/ drop-in for members

 / person
 / person
/ lift ticket only
/rental & lift ticket
/rentals, lift & lesson
/ transportation only

 / person

 / person
 / person
 / person

$70/Res/week
 / person

NEW SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES

TMC §3.36.010

 / person

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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MCYSN
Mobile recreation (Roll’n Rec) $0  / person

YOUTH DEVELOPMENT
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $180 / regular-per month
   Maximum $240 / regular-per month
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $15  / daily-per day
   Maximum $24  / daily-per day
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $105  / hourly-per month
   Maximum $144  / hourly-per month
Summer Camp (Full Day) 7am-6pm*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $140 / week
   Maximum $192 / week

$35 / week
Summer Camp 9am-3pm ONLY*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

Summer Camp (Half Day)
9am-12pm or 1pm-4pm*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $65 / week
   Maximum $90 / week

SENIORS
Senior Health & Wellness

Wii Jubilee Fitness $0 / class 
Virtues $0 / class 
Power Walk $0 / class 
Cardio and Core $1 / class
Cardio and Stretch $1 / class
Tone Your Body $1 / class
Abs, Backs and Gluts $1 / class
Cardio Drill $1 / class
25 Visit - Senior Fitness Pass $20  / card
Tai Chi $44/Non-Res $40/Res

Senior Arts & Music
Senior Idol $0 / class 
Wood Carving $0 / class 
Arts & Craft Class $0 / class 
Arts & Craft Project $5 min/$10 max / project

$5
Painting $0 / class 

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Summer Camp Extended Care Fees (7am-9am, 3pm-

$150 / week
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SENIORS, Senior Health and Wellness, Continued

Scrapbooking $0 / class 
Sewing $0 / class 
Beading $7 / month
Card Making $2  / class
Tap Dancing $2  / class
Line Dancing $2  / class
Country Jams $2  / class

Senior Recreation
Tea Social $0 / class 
Bingo $0 / class 
Social Recreation Programs $0 / class 
Table Games $0 / class 

Senior Special Events
Minimum $5 / event
Maximum $20 / event
Booth for Special Events 

$25
St. Patty’s Day & Oktoberfest Lunch $5 / person
Dances $5 / person
Fashion Show $0 / class 
SNAP Friday Night Dance $0 / class 
20 Visit Drop-In Activities Card $20 / card

Senior Trips
Golden Agers Bus Trips $33/Non-Res $30/Res

Senior Social Services 
Lunch Program $0  / month
AARP Programs $0  / month
Other Services $0  / month
Clubs $0  / month

ATHLETICS
Adult Sports 

Adult Slow Pitch Leagues*
  Minimum $280 / team
  Maximum $520 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & srvcs

Adult/Youth Fast Pitch Leagues*
  Minimum $450 / team
  Maximum $600 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & srvcs

Adult/Youth Softball Tournament*
  Minimum $250 / team
  Maximum $500 / team
*Tournaments vary based on type of tournament and awards provided

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

TMC §3.36.010

$25/non profit; $50 for profit per event
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ATHLETICS
Adult Sports, Continued

Adult Softball Protest Fee $25
Adult Flag Football League
  Minimum $400 / team
  Maximum $600 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & services

Adult Kick Ball League ¹
  Minimum $275 / team
  Maximum $400 / team

 ¹
Youth Sports

Youth Basketball League (Youth Hoops) Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
  Minimum $75 $75
  Maximum $85 $80
Jr. Giants Youth Baseball (Free Program) $0 $0
Youth Sports Camps Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
  Minimum $60 $60
  Maximum $88 $80
Flag Football League Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
Minimum $75 $75
Maximum $99 $90

AQUATICS
General Recreation Swim

Individual Entrance Fee $2 / person
10-Visit Pass $25  / pass

Swim Lessons
Parent/Tot $55 / parent/tot
Learn To Swim*

  Minimum $29/Non-Res $26/Res/team
  Maximum $66/Non-Res $60/Res 2 week 

session
*Fees vary based on number of instruction days

Water Aerobics
Drop-In $4  / person
10-Visit Pass $30  / pass

Lap Swimming
Individual Entrance Fee $3  / person
10-Visit Pass $25  / pass

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

TMC §3.36.010

/ per protest

League Fees pending format, number of games & 
services.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Other Classes/Programs
      Introduction to Lifesaving $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 

session
      Swim Camp $80/Non-Res $75/Res 2 week 

session
      Diving $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 

session
      Basic Water Polo $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 

session
     Lifeguard Training $253/Non-Res $230/Res 1 week 

session
     Private Swim Lesson (one ½-hour session) $105/Non-Res $100/Res 2 week 

session
     Discover SCUBA $18/Non-Res $15/Res
SPECIAL EVENTS

  Event Ticket
  Minimum $18 / person
  Maximum $40 / person $30
Event Booth Fee
  Minimum $25  / booth
  Maximum $150  / booth $75

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 2011-101 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City of Tracy Parks and Community Services Department, General Fund, Cost of Services Study Findings,
    June, 2008, prepared by MGT of America, Inc.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

TMC §3.36.010

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Note: The DS Department fees in this Schedule do not include:

▪ development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act; 

▪ mitigation fees (ie habitat mitigation, agricultural mitigation fees); 

▪ fees adopted by separate agreement with a developer.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARMENT
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Development Services Department FY1415 1.02556

Building Safety and Fire Prevention Division 1.04956 FY1314 1.024

Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development and Engineering Services
Kevin Jorgensen, Chief Building Official and Acting Fire Marshal

Note: Whenever called for, employee hourly rates are based on the particular employee position, salary, benefits & overhead.

Building Safety

Building Permit Fee

Electrical Permit
Mechanical Permit
Plumbing Permit

1997 UAC §304.5.2

Employee hourly rates

Strong Motion Instrumentation Tax (SMI)
Valuation multiplied by $0.0001 =

Valuation multiplied by $0.00022
=

(CA State fee forwarded quarterly) 
Residential, for first $7,215 in value, plus $0.52 / $7,215 plus
for each additional $1,000 or portion thereof. $0.07 /$1000
Commercial, for first $7,215 in value, plus $1.03 / $7,215 plus
for each additional $1,000 or portion thereof. $0.15 /$1000

Elevator Permit $96  plus $2
$94 $1.73

Elevator, escalator or moving walk
Commercial dumbwaiter $27 plus  $2

$1.69

$58

$57 GC §66014

Bldg./Moving or Oversized Load-Initial insp. fee $108 TMC §9.32.040
$105

Expedited Plan Check and Inspection Fees TMC §3.36.010

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 for each $1,000 or fraction over $10,000

Electrical Meter Re-Set (City safety inspection before 
PG&E turns on utilities.)

Employee hourly rates

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice

PRC §2705
Group R (Resid). occupancies, one to three stories in 
height except for hotels and motels: Fee (minimum $0.50)

All other buildings (commercial):
Fee (minimum $0.50)

 for each $1,000 or fraction over $40,000

Amount established by 1997 Uniform Administrative 
Code, Tables 3-A through 3-D and §304

GC §66014, H&S §17951, 
Uniform Adm Code Section 304 
& Table 3A-D.                                    
TMC §9.02.030, 9.08.080,                  
CFR Title 24

(Based upon project value, as determined by building 
valuation data table, with regional modifiers, as most 
recently published in the “Building Safety Journal”.)

Investigation Fee (when work was begun without 
permit)

Equal to amount of permit fee, in addition 
to permit

Title 24 Energy Inspection  (including Photovoltaic 
Systems)

GC §66014, CFR Title 24

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Micro-Imaging Fees:

Reso. 2013-086

$0.08 each +2%¹

    0.07

$0.81 each +2%¹

$0.14 each +2%¹

    $0.13

$0.49 each +2%¹

$0.47

$1 each +2%¹
   $1.37

Fire Prevention

Permit fee $103 /Permit $100
Inspection fee: plus:

Employee Hourly Rate

$43 $42

$59 $58

$87 $84

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Type B: open candles, flames & torches.

Type C: covered mall buildings; fire hydrants & 
valves; liquid or gas-fueled vehicles or equipment in 
assembly buildings; private fire hydrants.

Type D: aviation facilities; cellulose nitrate film; 
cutting & welding; hot work operations; magnesium; 
temporary membrane structures, tents & canopies.

TMC §3.36.010 and CFC 113
Annual Operational Fire Permit and 
Inspection

CFC 105.6 113

Type A: amusement buildings; Christmas tree lots; 
exhibits & trade shows; open burning; pyroxylin 
plastics; rooftop heliports; haunted houses & corn 
mazes; pumpkin patches.

 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, with a two field index

Sign Permit
Based on valuation for building and 
electrical permits

TMC §9.28.050

Note: The Chief Building Official and Acting Fire Marshal has the authority to not charge wholly duplicative fees, for example for a construction fire 
permit and operational fire permit in the same year.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Reso. 2005-161  

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for  pick-up and delivery):
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or gray scale 
document with 2” field index

 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black & white or 
gray scale document with a two field index

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color document, with a two-
field index

 ▪ 18” x 24” color document,  with a two-field index

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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$119 $116 CFC 113

$178 $174

$265 $258

$357 $348

$530 $517

Fire sprinkler plan check
$87 $84

$260 $253

Fire sprinkler inspection
$265 $258
$492 $480

Alarm plan check
$357 $348

Alarm inspection
$178 $174

Hood and duct
Plan check $43 /applic. $42
Inspection $135 /applic. $132

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$0 - $20,000
$20,001+ Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

$5,001 - $20,000
$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

$0 - 20,000
$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

CFC 105.7

$0 - $5,000

$5,001 - $20,000

$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

$0 - $5,000

Type E: aerosol products; carnivals & fairs; 
combustible fibers; compressed gasses; dry cleaning 
plants; fruit & crop ripening; industrial ovens; 
miscellaneous combustible storage; wood products; 
floor finishing.

Type F: above/below ground fuel storage tank 
installation, per tank; combustible dust-producing 
operations; cryogenic fluids; flammable & 
combustible liquids; LP-gas; organic coatings; places 
of assembly; repair garages & motor fuel-dispensing 
facilities; spraying or dipping; storage of scrap tires 
& tire byproducts; tire-rebuilding plants; fumigation 
& thermal insecticidal fogging.

Type G: above/below ground fuel tank removal, per 
tank; lumber yards & woodworking plants; 
refrigeration equipment; production facilities; live 
audiences.

Type H: explosives; hazardous materials; hazardous 
production material facilities; pyrotechnic/special 
effects displays; waste handling facilities.

Type I: high-piled storage.
Construction Fire Permit, Including Plan Check, 
Review and Inspection

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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State Mandated Occupancy Inspection

Pre-inspection request:
$54 $52

$108 $105

$135 $132

$305 $297
Hydrant System Flow Testing

Testing $343 / test $335
Witnessing $119 / test $116

Fire Reinspection Fee will be based on employee hourly rate Ordin. 1192, Section 106.2.3
Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:

Building:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ Resolution No. 2003-267 .
 ▪ 1997 Uniform Administrative Code adopted by TMC §9.02.030.

Fire Safety:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2008 MGT of America, Inc. Fire Department cost of services study. (Note: based on this study, many fees
    are now set at 50% of actual cost).
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept. (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059.)
   (See also Feb 18, 2003 staff report).
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study, prepared by MSI.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

   25 or less

   26 or more

Day care, 14 or fewer

Day care, more than 14, or  Convalescent Home

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
Title 19, CCR  H & S Section 
13235
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Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development Services Department
Ana Contreras, Code Enforcement Officer

 ▪ Administrative Citations and Penalties: TMC Chapter 1.28.
 ▪ Public Nuisance Abatement: TMC Chapter 1.32.
 ▪ Abandoned Shopping Carts: TMC Chapter 6.24.

Development Services Department
Code Enforcement Division

The Code Enforcement Division has no fees as such. However, there are various 
fines and costs of abatement established in the Tracy Municipal Code under the 
following chapters:
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                  Department Contact:  Amie Mendes, Analyst

The Economic Development Division has no fees.

established in the Tracy Municipal Code under the following chapters:

Development Services Department
Economic Development Division
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Development Services Department
Engineering Division

Department Contact:  Victoria Dion, Kuldeep Sharma, City Engineer
Cris Mina, Senior Civil Engineer

LEGAL AUTHORITY

AGREEMENT PROCESSING FEE $6,607 / agmt
$6,442 / agmt

GRADING TMC §12.12.070
Grading plan check (base amount) $2,524 $2,589
  0-10,000 cubic yards (CY) Base amt. 
  10,001-100,000 CY Base amt. plus $137 /10,000 CY

$134

  100,001-200,000 CY Base amt. plus $117 /10,000 CY
$114

  200,000 + CY Additional Base amt. plus $91 /10,000 CY
$89 /10,000 CY

Grading permit and inspection TMC §12.12.070
  5 or fewer lots (residential or commercial) $1,427 $1,463
  Subdivisions (5 or more lots) $3,605 $3,697
  Additional plan review required by multiple Hourly personnel costs $103
  changes, additions, revisions after initial Hourly personnel costs $103 /hour
  review completed. Hourly personnel costs $100 /hour

SUBDIVISIONS
Tentative subdivision map (See Planning) TMC §12.12.070; 12.16.060

Vesting tentative subdivision map (See Planning) TMC §12.28.050
Final Parcel Map Review $2,337 $2,397
Final Subdivision Map Review $1,895 $1,943 TMC §12.12.070
Map amendment review $1,164 $1,194
Certificate of correction $3,554 $3,645 TMC §12.28.050
Certificate of compliance – lot line adjustment $2,781 $2,852 TMC §12.04.080

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Deferred improvement agreement
Off-site improvement agreement
Park improvement and reimbursement agreement

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

Inspection improvement agreement
Subdivision improvement agreement
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LEGAL AUTHORITY

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS 
Inspection improvement agreement $6,442 $6,607
(SIA, DIA, OIA, PIRA, any amendment) 
Plan check (% of improvement constr cost) 5.78%
Inspection (% of improvement constr cost) 3.50%
As-builts, review after construction $31 $32

Micro-Imaging Fees Reso 2005-161

Reso. 2013-086

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or $0.07 each +2%¹
    gray scale document with 2” field index
 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black $0.81 each +2%¹
    and white or gray scale document with $0.79
    a two field index
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color $0.14 each +2%¹
    document with a two-field index $0.13

 ▪ 18” x 24” color document, $0.49 each +2%¹
    with a two-field index 0.47

 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, $1 each +2%¹
    with a two field index $1.37

SEGREGATON OF ASSESSMEMT $42  / lot
(Within any assessment districts) $41

RECORD OF SURVEY $313 $305

STREET/EASEMENT ABANDONMENT $1,521 $1,483

ENCROACHMENT PERMIT $370  plus $16 / Sq Ft or $53 / hr TMC §7.04.020

$361  plus $15 / Sq Ft or $50 / hr

Sidewalks, plus whichever is less $58  plus $16 / Sq Ft or $53 / hr
$57  plus $15 / Sq Ft or $50 / hr

Driveways, Curbs, plus whichever is less $58  plus $53 / hr
$57  plus $50 / hr

Trees, Utility Boxes/per hour $58
$57

(1 hour minimum) / permit plus $85 / hr / permit plus $89 / hr 

Miscellaneous Encroachment Permit, plus $116 $113
hourly rate for inspection and engineering
review.

OVERSIZE LOAD PERMIT
Single Permit $116 $16
Annual or Blanket Permit (fix route) $95 $93

BUILDING MOVING OR OVERSIZED LOAD $604 TMC §9.32.040
Permit fee $589
Other                Hourly rate for City personnel

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for pick-up and delivery):

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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REPRODUCTION, MAP Reso. 2013-086
AND DOCUMENT SALES:

$16 $15
$81 $77
$22 $21

$5
$2  / sheet $1.55

CONSTRUCTION WATER METERS
Deposit for use of City-owned meter $793 $773
Service reinstatement fee $53 $52
Winter rates per ccf  (Nov - Apr)
  (100 cubic feet or 748 gal)
  0 - 12 ccf; 13 - 19 ccf; $1; $2 $1.03; $1.49
  20 - 191 ccf; 192+ ccf $2; $2 $1.70; $1.85
Summer rates per ccf  (May - Oct)
  0 - 18 ccf; 19 - 29 ccf $1; $2 $1.03; $1.49
  30 - 287 ccf; 288+ ccf $2; $2 $1.70; $1.85

Monthly service charge $10 / day + 15% adm fee plus:

(Meter code and size)
  LL (LIRA) – 1” $9 $8.96
  WL (LIRA) – varies $0 $0
  W1 - 5/8” or ¾” $12 $12.05
  W2 – 1” $22 $21.01
  W3 – 1 ½” $49 $48.05
  W4 – 2” $87 $85.23
  W5 – 3” $197 $191.84
  W6 – 4” $350 $341.19
  W7 – 6” $787 $767.61
  W8 – 8” $1,400 $1,364.80
  W9 – 10” $2,187 $2,132.51

NEW ADDRESS MAPPING FEES
Single-family $68  / lot $66
Multi-family projects, plus dwelling unit cost $68  / lot plus $66
In buildings with 5 or more units $34 / dwelling unit $33

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ Resolution No. 2008-063 (regarding water rates for construction water meters).
 ▪ Resolution No. 2003-265 and 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept.
 ▪ Resolution No. 2002-176, re mapping fee for multi-family residential.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Reso. 2008-063 & 93-130

Reso. 99-094
Reso. 2002-176

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

Standard Plans, Standard Specs, and
Design Standards
Parks Manual
Storm Drainage Master Plans
Subdivision Maps
Reproduction Fees

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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DevelopmentServices Department
Planning Division

Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development Services

The Planning Division fees represent application processing fees only, and do not reflect capital improvement
in-lieu fees, school fees, or any other city or other agency fees or deposits that may be applicable to the
proposed project. Regarding building permit fees, plan check fees and inspection fees, see Building Division.
Regarding encroachment permit fees, see Engineering Division.

Symbol Key

□ Plus Actual Costs Incurred: including fees for consultant services, environmental documentation
filing fees, other agency fees, etc.

● Environmental Assessment Fee not applicable.

PLANNING DIVISION APPLICATION PROCESSING FEES

Adult Business Use Permit Cost Recovery Agreement
Annexation $11,358 $11,075 TMC §10.08.4150
Appeal to City Council ● $299 $291
Appeal to Planning Commission ● $299 $291
Conditional Use Permit a

class A $5,733 $5,590
class B $3,651 $3,559

class A $591 $559
class B $379 $358

Development Review b

class A $4,234 $4,008
class B $3,008 $2,848

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Conditional Use Permit (Non-Profit 
Organizations)

TMC §10.08.4270(h)

TMC §10.08.4150

TMC §10.28.808

TMC §10.08.4150
TMC §10.08.4150
TMC §10.08.4270(h)

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Generally, TMC §10.08.4150; 
12.12.070
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ENVIRONMENTAL CEQA Guidelines
§15045 (14 CCR 15045)

Environmental Assessment $105 $108
(charged for all projects not requiring a 

      

$1,498 $1,536
Environment Impact Report

General Plan Amendment TMC §10.08.4150
Lot Line Adjustment $430 $441 TMC §12.04.080; 12.12.070
Micro-Imaging Fees Reso. 2005-161

Reso. 2013-086
each each

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or $0.08 +2%¹
   gray scale document with 2” field index 0.07
 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black and $0.79 $0.81 +2%¹
   white or gray scale document with a two
   field index
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color document, $0.13 $0.14 +2%¹
   with a two-field index
 ▪ 18” x 24” color document, $0.47 $0.48 +2%¹
   with a two-field index
 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, $1.37 $1 +2%¹
   with a two field index

Noise Ordinance Variation $4,320 $4,327 TMC §4.12.780(B)(4)
Planned Unit Development $8,280 $8,491 TMC §10.08.4150

Planned Unit Development Amendment $4,746 $4,868
Planning Commission Determination $1,060 $1,087 TMC §10.08.4150

Residential Growth Allotment ● $1,760 $1,805

Sign Permit ● TMC §10.08.4150
Master Sign Program $1,067 $1,095
Individual Sign Complying w/MSP $79 $81
All other signs $481 $493

Specific Plan            Cost Recovery Agreement TMC §10.20.040(c)(1);
Specific Plan Amendment $5,379 $5,517 10.20.080

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Environmental Initial Study / Negative Declaration
           Cost Recovery Agreement
           Cost Recovery Agreement

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for pick-up and delivery):

TMC §10.12.070(c);                  
GMO Guidelines §2 G

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Temporary Use Permit ● $76 $78 TMC §10.08.4240;
10.08.4150

Tentative Map TMC §12.12.070
Parcel map $7,699 $7,896
5 – 100 lots $10,547 $10,817
100 & over lots $16,454 $16,874

Time Extension ● $443 $454 TMC §12.12.070 for Subd
Variance $709 $727 TMC §10.08.3630; 10.08.4150

 
Zoning TMC §10.08.4150

Zone Change $6,417 $2,758
Zone Text Amendment $2,637 $2,704
Zoning Research Letter ● $84 $87

a Conditional Use Permit -  Classification by type of project:

Residential Commercial

Class A: 4+ lots +3,000 Sq Ft or 4+ lots +10,000 Sq Ft or 4+ lots
Class B: 1-3 lots -3,000 Sq Ft or 1-3 lots -10,000 Sq Ft or 1-2 lots

b Development Review Permit - Classification by type of project:

Residential Commercial

Class A: 4+ units +3,000 Sq Ft +10,000 Sq Ft
Class B: 1-3 units -3,000 Sq. Ft. -10,000 Sq Ft 

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ Resolution No. 2003-265, and 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 98-373 and 1998 Cost of Services Study and Cost Allocation Plan, prepared by
    Management Services Institute.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Industrial

Industrial

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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FIRE DEPARTMENT
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Fire Department

Department Contact: David Bramell, Division Chief

Note: The South County Fire authority has adopted separate fees for areas under its jurisdiction.

Illegal Burn Response $119 /hr/ engine, with ½ hr min TMC §3.36.010; CFC

$113
Hazardous Materials Clean-Up Actual costs for all responding personnel

Special Event Fire Protection (Stand-by) Actual costs for all responding personnel

Weed Abatement Contract cost + 25% overhead charge
Fireworks Sales Permit Fee

$243 $238 TMC §3.04.040(a)

Public Display of Fireworks Actual costs for fire TMC §3.04.020

(In addition to inspection fee and 
permit fee specified under Fire 
Prevention, Annual Operational 
Fire Inspection and Permit, 
Inspection Type H.)

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation: 
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept. (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059.  See also
    February 18, 2003 staff report).
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study, prepared by MSI.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

(Including  initial stand inspection,  safety seminar, 
and lottery processing.)

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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POLICE DEPARTMENT
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Police Department

Department Contact:  Lani Smith, Support Operations Manager

LEGAL AUTHORITY
Alarm Permit; False Alarms

Alarm user permit $22 TMC §3.40.060
False alarm costs:
  4th response $32 $32 TMC §3.40.150
  5th response $59 $58
  6th response $76 $74
  7th response $87 $84

  (plus penalties) TMC Ch. 1.28
Animal Services TMC §3.36.010

Animal adoption, plus veterinary services $5 TMC §5.08.130(L)
Animal bite $32 $32
Board and care (daily): 
  for impounded dogs $16 $15
  for impounded cats $13 $12
Cat carrier $5 TMC §5.08.130
Cat neuter $54 $53
Cat spay $97 $95
Collar identification $2 $24
Dog neuter $108 $105 TMC §5.08.130

Dog spay $162 $159

Impound: 1 $22 TMC §5.08.130; 5.08.240

Impound: 2 $32 $32
Impound: 3+ $43 $42
*Impound, additional state fee for unaltered,
at large, animals: 1st; 2nd; 3rd $35;  $50  $100 FAC 30804.7
License fee: unaltered dogs $54 /yr $53 TMC §5.08.130
License fee: altered dogs $11 /yr $10
License fee: replacement for lost $5

License fee: late $22
Low cost spay/neuter voucher $22
Multiple pet permit application $27 TMC §5.08.420
Owner surrender:
  Live animal $49 $47
  Deceased animal (not at shelter) $22
Rabies vaccination voucher $17 $16 TMC §5.08.130
Vaccination $5 TMC §5.08.130
Veterinary costs At Cost

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

TMC §5.08.170; 
5.08.180; 5.08.240
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
BICYCLES

License and registration $6 /3 years TMC §3.20.060
Renewal $3 /3 years TMC §3.20.070

BINGO
License $54 $53 TMC §4.24.050
Renewal $11 $10

CARD ROOMS TMC §4.04.030
License and renewal $27 TMC §4.04.050
Dealer/work permit $65 plus $63 TMC §4.04.070
Department of Justice Fee $32 *

$16 $15 TMC §3.36.010
GC §2.67.461                           
GC 26746.1

CLEARANCE LETTER (for immigration or other clearance  $16 $15 TMC §3.36.010
plus fingerprint fees)
CONCEALED WEAPONS
Permit $100 * PC 26150; 26190

 (20% at application; 80% at permit issuance)
Department of Justice Processing Fee - Payable to DOJ $52 *
Department of Justice Live Scan Fee $95 *
Renewal $26 $25
Department of Justice Fee - Payable to DOJ $52 *
Amended License $10 $10
CRIME REPORT COPY $0.15 /page TMC §3.36.010

$0.15  /page bulletin entries

$10.00
/report + .15 
/page after 25th 

Traffic collision report (for other than victim) VC 20012
DOJ, FBI AND FINGERPRINT

PC 11105
DOJ and FBI fee * $32-$100 * TMC §3.36.010
Fingerprint (City’s rolling fee) * $20 / request PC 26150
DUI GC §53150 - 53159; 

Accident response and investigation Actual personnel cost, up  * CVC 20012
Arrest and report Actual personnel cost, up to $1,000 *

Firearms Sales Permit $32 plus $31 PC 12071(a)(F)(7)
Department of Justice fee $32 *  

Massage Establishment
New $81 plus $77 TMC §4.20.060
Department of Justice fee $32 *
Renewal $27 $26 TMC §4.20.040
Transfer of permit $81 $77 TMC §4.20.110
Change of location $27 $26 TMC §4.20.130

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

CITATION SIGN-OFF FOR AGENCIES OUTSIDE THE CITY

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
Massage Permit

New $28 $26 plus $32* TMC §4.20.180
Renewal $28 $26 plus $32* TMC §4.20.160
(Plus fingerprint fees) DOJ, PC 11105
Registration by state certificate holder $0 TMC §4.20.155

Palmistry License Fee
New $595 $581 TMC §4.12.190
Renewal $379 $370 TMC §4.12.109

Police Photo (reproduction) $0.31 /photo TMC §3.36.010
Plus traffic photo processing fee to insurance company $45 plus $0.30 /photo VC 20012

$44
Police Special Services Actual personnel costs GC §6257
(for school and other semi-public special events)
RESPOSSESSION RELEASE $16 / vehicle $15 VC 9255 (3)
SECOND-HAND DEALER/PAWN BROKER
New or Renewal (Check payable to DOJ) $308 $300 BP 21642.5
Department of Justice Livescan (for new permits) $33 $32 PC 11105
Solicitor Permit $16 $15 TMC §4.12.210; 3.36.010
Taxi Driver

Permit $119 $113 plus $32* TMC §3.16.030
Renewal $87 $82 TMC §3.16.040
Background investigation $11 $10 TMC §3.16.150
(City fingerprint fee)   

Tow Truck Driver/Attendant TMC §3.44.140
Permit $65 $62 plus $32*
Renewal $32 $31

Vehicle Release $117 / vehicle $114 VC 22850.5(a)
VIN Verification $22 / request TMC §3.36.010
Storage of Firearms $55 / firearm, plus $54 TMC §3.52.050

(per domestic violence protective order) $2 / day PC 12021.3(j)

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-047 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Res 2009-178, regarding animal services, and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Res 2008-234, regarding storage of firearms.
 ▪ City Council Res 2006-209 regarding alarm permits.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Department.
   (See City Council Resolution No. 2003-059 re storage of firearms).
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE
                DOJ Fee

                DOJ Fee

                DOJ Fee

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
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Department Contact:   Rod Buchanan, Interim Director David Ferguson

Note: This Master Fee Schedule does not include all fees, and excludes the following:

 ▪ enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, and transit); 

 ▪ fines (imposed as penalties);
 ▪ rates established by separate agreements.
 ▪ rates established by landscape maintenance districts

Administration, Community Facilities, Maintenance, and Operations Divisions

 ▪ fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC      
Chapter 8.10; franchise contractor for collection of solid waste, yard waste and 
recycling under TMC Chapter 5.20); 

Public Works Department
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Public Works Department FY1415 1.02556

Community Facilities Division 1.04956 FY1314 1.024

Division Contact:  Vanessa Carrera, Brian MacDonald, Management Analyst II

LEGAL AUTHORITY
COMMUNITY CENTER RENTALS TMC §3.36.010
Main Hall (5,300 Sq Ft)
Week Day Only (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $36 /hour $35
Private Classification $61 /hour $59
Commercial Classification $86 /hour $84

Conference Room A or B (250 Sq Ft)
Week Day Only (2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $7 /hour
Private Classification $11 /hour
Commercial Classification $15 /hour $15

Entire Facility (6,200 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $40 $41 $61 $59
Private Classification $69 $70 $104 $101
Commercial Classification $97 $100 $148 $144

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required 
for all activities where alcohol is sold

Main Hall $400 $410 / rental
Conference Room A or B $200 $205  / rental
Entire Facility $400 $410 / rental

TRACY SPORTS COMPLEX MEETING ROOM RENTAL
TSC Meeting Room (700 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $14 /hour
Private Classification $25 $26 /hour
Commercial Classification $35 $36 /hour

Deposits

Meeting Room $200 $205  / rental

$200 /banner $200

¹ $4,000.00 Zone 1 $4,000 Resolution 2010-025

$1,000.00 Zone 2 $1,000
$1,000.00 Zone 3 $1,000

¹ Zone 1: Eleventh Street between Lammers Road and Corral Hollow Road

Zone 2: Tenth Street between A Street and East Street
Zone 3: Central Avenue between Eleventh Street and Sixth Street

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

An additional $200 Deposit is 
required for all activities where 
alcohol is sold

BANNER INSTALLATION AND 
REMOVAL

TMC Article 35,  
10.08.4465

For Each Over-the-Street Banner 
Location

For Each Street Light Banner Zone

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

Week Day/ Hour Week End/ Hour
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
TRACY TRANSIT STATION TMC §3.36.010
Room 103 or 104 (590 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $18 $28 $27
Private Classification $32 $33 $48 $47
Commercial Classification $45 $46 $70 $68

Rooms 103-104 Combined (1,180 sf)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $36 $37 $55 $54
Private Classification $63 $65 $97 $95
Commercial Classification $90 $92 $138 $135

Room 105 (913 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $28 $29 $43 $42
Private Classification $49 $50 $76 $74
Commercial Classification $70 $72 $108 $105

Lobby or Patio (1,762 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $18 $18 $28 $27
Private Classification $32 $33 $48 $47
Commercial Classification $45 $46 $70 $68

Entire Facility (4,445 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $82 $84 $126 $123
Private Classification $144 $148 $222 $216
Commercial Classification $205 $210 $316 $308

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required 
for all activities where alcohol is sold

All Rooms $200 per rental
TRACY CIVIC CENTER RENTAL
Council Chambers (3,500 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $20 $21 $36 $35
Private Classification $56 $57 $86 $84
Commercial Classification $80 $82 $123 $120

Conference Room #109 (500 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $15 $15 $24 $23
Private Classification $26 $27 $40 $39
Commercial Classification $38 $39 $57 $56

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 45 of 51

LEGAL AUTHORITY
66.12228 TMC §3.36.010

Conference Room #203 (825 sf) Reso. 2013-086
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $25 $26 $39 $38
Private Classification $44 $45 $68 $66
Commercial Classification $63 $65 $96 $94

Lobby and Both Conference Rooms
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $40 $41 $42 $60
Private Classification $70 $72 $74 $105
Commercial Classification $100 $103 $154 $150

Special Events in Civic Center Park
(May through October)

Full Service Event Coordination $1,538 $1,500
Deposit

An additional $400 Deposit is required 
for all activities where alcohol is sold
Rental Deposit $410  / rental 400

PARK AND PICNIC AREA RENTAL
Park/Picnic ~ 1 to 50 people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $13 /hour 13
Private Classification $24 /hour 23
Commercial Classification $34 /hour 33

Park/Picnic ~ 51 to 100 people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $19 /hour $19
Private Classification $34 /hour $33
Commercial Classification $49 /hour $48

Park/Picnic ~ 101 + people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $26 /hour $25
Private Classification $45 /hour $44
Commercial Classification $65 /hour $63

All Classifications (new) $46 / day / structure
(applied to all approved “jumpy” requests 
to $45

accompany a park rental)

Non-Profit Org ~ $100 Max $103 / rental
Non-Profit Classification $100

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

Inflatable Structures Administrative 
Fee

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION 46.18064

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
Deposits Per Rental TMC §3.36.010

Less than 50, traditionally activity $0 / rental Reso. 2013-086

50-100; or less than 5 non-
traditional

$103 /rental $100

101-200 attendees $205 /rental $200
201-300 attendees $308 /rental $300
301 and above attendees $513 /rental $500

PARKING LOT RENTAL
Locations and Availability at City 
Discretion
(10 hour maximum)
Base Fee $103 plus: $100, plus:
Use Fee: Per Parking Space
Non-Profit Classification $2
Private Classification $359 $350
Commercial Classification $5

MOBILE STAGE RENTAL        Non-Profit Per Rental
“A” Set Up (36’ X 14’) $328 $320 $815 $795
“B” Set Up (36’ x 18’) $513 $500 $2,225 $2,170
“C” Set Up (36’ x 22’) $585 $570 $2,877 $2,805

Deposits
All Stage Rentals $410  / rental $400

TENNIS COURT RENTAL

Rental Private League
Non-Profit Youth Classification $0 $5
 $0 $5
Private Classification $5 $7
Commercial Classification $10 $10

Lights Fee Private League
Non-Profit Youth Classification $0 $5
Non-Profit Adult Classification $0 $5
Private Classification $5 $10
Commercial Classification $0 $10

Deposits
Tennis Court Rental Deposit / day / crt $50

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$10
$12
$12

$51

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

$10
$15
$15

Per Hour / Per Court
Tournament

$7

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

Private Per Rental

Per Hour / Per Court
Tournament

$5
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
WEST HIGH SWIMMING POOL RENTALS TMC §3.36.010
Any Size Groups, When Organization Reso. 2013-086
Provides Own Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $59 /hour $58

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $113 /hour $111

Up to 50 People, Includes 2 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $108 /hour $105

Private Classification (Half Pool) $118 /hour $115

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $133 /hour $130

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $210 /hour $205

Private Classification (Full Pool) $231 /hour $225

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $251 /hour $245

Up to 75 People, Includes 3 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $123 /hour $120

Private Classification (Half Pool) $133 /hour $130

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $144 /hour $140

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $241 /hour $235

Private Classification (Full Pool) $262 /hour $255

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $282 /hour $275

Up to 100 People, Includes 4 Lifeguards 

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $138 /hour $135

Private Classification (Half Pool) $149 /hour $145

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $159 /hour $155

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $272 /hour $265

Private Classification (Full Pool) $292 /hour $285

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $313 /hour $305

100 to 150 People, Includes 5 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $154 /hour $150

Private Classification (Half Pool) $164 /hour $160

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $174 /hour $170

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $303 /hour $295

Private Classification (Full Pool) $323 /hour $315

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $344 /hour $335

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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WEST HIGH SWIMMING POOL RENTALS, Continued TMC TMC §3.36.010

Over 150 People, Includes 6 Lifeguards Reso. 20 Reso. 2013-086

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $169 /hour $165
Private Classification (Half Pool) $179 /hour $175
Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $190 /hour $185
Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $333 /hour $325
Private Classification (Full Pool) $354 /hour $345
Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $374 /hour $365

Deposits 
All Classifications, All Group Sizes $103 / rental $100

Additional WHS Pool Rental Fees
Restrooms (for non-pool events) $41 /hour $40
Restrooms (for non-pool events) $205 / day $200
Extra lifeguard (as deemed necessary 
by staff, based on event) $15 / hour / lifeguard $15

JOE WILSON COMMUNITY POOL RENTALS
Any Size Groups, When Organization
Provides Own Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification $51 /hour $50
Up to 50 People, Includes 2 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification $72 /hour $70
Private Classification $82 /hour $80
Commercial Classification $92 /hour $90

Up to 75 People, Includes 3 Lifeguards
Non-Profit Classification $87 /hour $85
Private Classification $97 /hour $95
Commercial Classification $108 /hour $105

Up to 100 People Max, Includes 4 Lifeguards
Non-Profit Classification $103 /hour $100
Private Classification $113 /hour $110
Commercial Classification $123 /hour $120

Deposits
All Classifications, All Group Sizes $103 / rental $100

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010

LOLLY HANSEN SENIOR CENTER RENTAL Reso. 2013-086
Multi-Purpose Room (2,225 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $13 /hour 13
Private Classification $24 /hour 23
Commercial Classification $0 / hour

Arts and Crafts Room (675 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $5 /hour 5
Private Classification $9 /hour 9
Commercial Classification $0 / hour 0

Entire Facility (4, 350 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $27 / hour 26
Private Classification $47 / hour 46
Commercial Classification $0 / hour
MOU – Hours Provided to Non-Profits/Gov $0 / hour

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required 
for all activities where alcohol is sold

Multi-Purpose Room $205 / rental 200
Arts and Crafts Room $205 / rental 200
Entire Facility $205 / rental 200

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 50 of 51

LEGAL AUTHORITY
SPORT FACILITIES (TBP, TSC, Plasencia Fields, Tiago, Galli, & Bland Ball Fields) TMC §3.36.010
Hourly Fee ~ League/Individual Reso. 2013-086

Non-Profit Youth Classification $5 / hour / field $5
Non-Profit Adult Classification $11 / hour / field $11
Private Classification $19 / hour / field $19
Commercial Classification $27 / hour / field $26

Lights Fee ~ League/Individual
Non-Profit Youth Classification $7 / hour / field $7
Non-Profit Adult Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Private Classification $12 / hour / field $12
Commercial Classification $18 / hour / field $18

$250 /rental

Storage Container License $0.40 /square foot of ground space
Daily Fee ~ Tournaments

Non-Profit Youth Classification $62 / hour / field $60 1.02556
Non-Profit Adult Classification $103 / hour / field $100 1.024
Private Classification $123 / hour / field $120 1.04956
Commercial Classification $123 / hour / field $120

Lights Fee ~ Tournaments
Non-Profit Youth Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Non-Profit Adult Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Private Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Commercial Classification $10 / hour / field $10

Staff for Sports Complex Use
Non-Profit Youth Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Non-Profit Adult Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Private Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Commercial Classification $26 / hour / complex $25

Softball Field Preparations
A Prep – Light Watering $5 / preparation $5
B Prep – Light Watering, Minor Dragging $15 / preparation $13
C Prep – Full Field Preparation $40 / preparation $40
Use of Temporary Outfield Fencing $103 / field $100

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:

 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2011-101 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City of Tracy Parks and Community Services Department, General Fund, Cost of Services Study Findings,
   June, 2008, prepared by MGT of America, Inc.
 ▪ C               Parks Commission reviewed and supported rates for FY14/15

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Deposit for Baseball/Softball Bases

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION CURRENT FEE
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Department Contact:  Kuldeep Sharma

Note: This Master Fee Schedule does not include utility fees

Utilities Department



Attachment 2
(Proposed Fees for FY14/15)

Adopted by City Council Resolution No. 2011-101, May 17, 2011

Amended by Resolution No. 2012-111, June 5, 2012
Amended by Resolution No. 2013-047, April 2, 2013
Amended by Resolution No. 2013-086 June 4, 2013

Amended by Resolution No. ________ April 15, 2014

Effective July 1, 2014

City of Tracy

Master Fee Schedule
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Introduction

The City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule is a compilation of most of the fees charged by the City for services.
It is organized by Department and does not include the following types of fees: 

 ▪ development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act;
 ▪ mitigation fees (ie habitat mitigation, agricultural mitigation fees);
 ▪ business license fees (taxes);
 ▪ enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, transit);
 ▪ fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC Chapter 8.10; franchise contractor 
   for collection of solid waste, yard waste and recycling under TMC Chapter 5.20);
 ▪ landscape maintenance district assessments;
 ▪ fines (imposed as penalties);
 ▪ leases of City property; and
 ▪ rates established by separate agreements (ie Tracy Unified School District).

The Master Fee Schedule will generally be updated annually, and most fees will increase by a cost-of-living
adjustment (CPI) rounded to the nearest dollar. The fees which are updated by some other method are
indicated as such.

Public services  may be classified as community-supported public services, such as police and fire services.
These are typically provided to the community as a whole and are supported by general tax dollars from the
City’s general fund.  

Personal choice services  are optional, such as taking a class, and are requested by the customer.

Property development services (requiring a building permit or land use entitlement) is done at the 
request, and for the benefit, of the owner. Fees are usually charged for these types of services, though some 
may be subsidized with general tax dollars when they have some social, safety, or welfare benefit.

City Staff whom worked to update this Master Fee Schedule include the following representatives from
 each Department:

     Administrative Services, Finance Division Anne Bell
     Administrative Services, Finance Division Robert Harmon
     City Attorney's Office Judith Robbins
     City Clerk'S Department Sandra Edwards
     City Manager’s Department, Cultural Arts Division Kim Scarlata, Laura Smith
     City Manager’s Department, Recreation Division Kim Scarlata, Jolene Jauregui-Correll
     City Manager’s Department, Theater Division Kim Scarlata, Laura Johnston
     Development Services, Engineering Division
     Development Services, Planning Division William Dean 
     Development Services, Building Division Delores Ohm
     Fire Department, Fire Administration Division David Bramell
     Police Department, Support Operations Division Lani Smith
     Public Works Department, Community Facilities Division Brian MacDonald
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ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT
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Administrative Services Department 1.02556

Finance Division 1.024

Department Contact:  Robert Harmon, Senior Accountant

Fire Sprinkler Charges
(Water Access/Availability)

2” line $5
4” line $10 $11
6” line $21 $22
8” line $31 $32

10” line $41 $43
12” line $52 $54

Returned Check Processing (NSF-Not Sufficient Funds) $16
Delinquent Water Turn-off/Turn-on $38

Business Licenses:
 · State disability access fee $1 /application or renewal GC §4467

 TMC6.04.130

 · Transfer, assignment or duplication fee $5 /duplication TMC6.04.130

  
Note: Business Licenses:
 ▪ Business license fee amounts are established by ordinance, at TMC Chapter 6.04.
 ▪ 

Note: Transient Occupancy Tax
 ▪ Established by ordinance as 10% of rent, at TMC 8.48.230.

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation: 
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and assoicated staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Department. (See City Council
 ▪ Resolution No. 2003-059  (Relates to water delinquencies, business licenses and returned checks).
 ▪ City Council Resolution 95-018 and associated staff report.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Cod B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Reso. 2003-059

For failure to pay a business tax when due, the Collector shall add a penalty of ten (10%) percent of such 
business tax on the first day of delinquency and shall add a further penalty of ten (10%) percent of such 
business tax on the first day of every subsequent calendar month following such first day of delinquency 
provided the amount of such penalties to be added shall in no event exceed fifty (50%) percent of the 
business tax due. The penalties provided in this subsection shall be assessed from the date when such 
deficiency was required to be paid pursuant to TMC 6.04.170.

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Resolution 2013-086

Reso. 2003-059
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Division Contact:  Midori Dearborn, Senior Human Resources Analyst

Administrative Services Department
Human Resources Division

    There are no Human Resources Division Fees.
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                      Division Contact:  Matt Engen, Manager

                There are no Information Technology Division Fees.

Administrative Services Department
Information Technology Division
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CITY-WIDE FEES

CITY CLERK & CITY MANAGER'S DEPARTMENTS
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City-Wide Fees 1.02556

City Clerk and City Manager's Departments 1.024

Department Contacts:  Maria Hurtado, Assistant City Manager; Sandra Edwards, City Clerk

TMC §3.36.010
Annual Subscriptions (City Council, GC §6253
Planning Commission)
   Agendas $38 / month Reso. 2007-258

$2 / disc / agenda
     Minutes* $0.15 / page GC §6253
Appeals
     To City Council $162 $155 TMC §1.12.020(B)(2)
     To City Manager $162 $155 TMC §1.12.010(D)(2)
     By Impartial Hearing Officer         May be shared equally by parties TMC §1.12.030

$15
Document Certification $16  / document b

     Photocopies
Paper Copy * $0.15 / page GC §6253
Oversized Copy At cost
Maps * At cost GC §6253

Duplicating Recording of Public Meeting:
Video or Audio At cost
DVD of Council Meeting $2

Notary Fee * $10 GC §8211

Palmistry License Fee (through Police Dept) TMC §4.12.190
New $595
Renewal $379

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
      ▪  City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
      ▪  Updated Council Policies and Procedures, City Council Resolution No. 2007-258.
      ▪  Resolution No. 2003-059 and accompanying staff report.
      ▪2003 Cost of Services Update, prepared by Finance Department.
          (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059).

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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City Manager's Department 1.04946 1.02556

Grand Theatre\Cultural Arts Divisions 1.024

Division Contact:  Division Contacts:  
Kim Scarlata, Recreation Program Manager

* Fees are set by this Department annually and are not subject to automatic CPI adjustments.

DEPOSITS
Grand Theatre (Refundable) $500
Studio Theatre $250
Movement Theatre $100
Art Studio $100
Art Studio 2 $100
Children’s Art Studio $100
Music Rooms 1-1 $100

ETK THEATRE
Note:

Commercial
Prime Time Rental: Performance

First 8 hours $574 or 10% $1,722 or 15%
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
First 8 hours $574 $1,722
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Non-Prime Time Rental: Performance
First 8 hours $287 $750
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Non-Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
First 8 hours $143 $375
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Prime Time Resident Company
Rental: Performance or Rehearsal $460  / 8 hours
Non-Prime Time Resident Company

$230  / 8 hours
Non-Prime Time Resident Company

$115 / 8 hours
Prime Time Rental: Performance
   First 5 Hours $110 or 10% $330 or 15%
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
   First 5 Hours $110 $330
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Rental: Rehearsal Not Applicable

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

TMC §3.36.010

Grand Theatre base rental is 8 hours and includes:  1   staff technician and 1 front-of-house supervisor.

Prime time is Friday through Sunday. Percentage payment is based on gross receipts.   Fee is either minimum or percentage, whichever is 
greater.

Non-profit

Not Applicable

 Rental: Performance Not Applicable

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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STUDIO THEATRE

Reso. 2013-086

Non-Prime Time Rental: Performance
   First 5 Hours $80 $240 or 15%
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Non-Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
   First 5 Hours $80 $240
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Meeting $225  / 2 hrs
   Each Additional Hour $40 $115

$88 / 5 hrs
$64  / 5 hrs
$64  / 5 hours

Class/Meeting or Studio Theatre
First 2 Hours $75 $225
Each Additional Hour $40 $115

ART PARTIES
First 2 Hours $50 $150
Each Additional Hour $35 $75

Materials Fee (activity dependent) $5 - $25  / person

LARGE MUSIC ROOM

Class/Meeting
First 2 Hours $25 $100
Each Additional Hour $35 $125

MUSIC ROOM 

Class (medium) or 
First 2 Hours $25 $100
Practice & Each Additional Hour $35 $125

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Non-Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable
DANCE STUDIO, ART STUDIO I AND II, 
AND CHIDREN’S ART STUDIO

(Includes Any Room Set Up & Tear 

(Includes any room set up and tear 

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

Non-profit Commercial

Prime Time Resident Company Rental -  Not Applicable
Non-Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

TMC §3.36.010

Note: Prime time is Friday through Sunday. Percentage payment is based on gross receipts.  Fee is 
either minimum of percentage, whichever is greater.
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Reso. 2013-086
GRAND GALLERIES $75 /2 hrs $225 /2 hrs

Each Additional Hour $50 $150
LOBBY AREAS

Upstairs $250 /4 hrs $500 /4 hrs
Downstairs $200 /4 hrs $400 /4 hrs

OLD TOWN HALL & JAIL  
Weekday (Mon 8am – Fri 6 pm) $40 /2 hrs $60 /2 hrs
Weekend (Fri 6 pm – Mon 8 am) $50 /2 hrs $100 /2 hrs

2ND FLOOR ARTS OFFICE
Weekday (Mon 8am – Fri 6 pm) $30 /2 hrs
Weekend (Fri 6 pm – Mon 8 am) $40 /2 hrs

(LOGGIA)
May only be rented as part of 
Reception (hourly rate) $50 $150

BOX OFFICE SERVICES   
Per Performance $100 $300
Per Ticket Charge to Patron $3
General Admission Per Ticket to $1
Marquee Listing $50 / Installation

MISCELLANEOUS RENTALS
Baby Grand Piano $500 / use
Piano Tuning at Renter’s Expense $150  each
Installation/Removal of Floor for Orc  $250 / use
Wireless Microphones $25 / day
Microphone Stands $0 / use
Follow Spot $350 / use
Video Projector $130 /4 hours
Laptop Computer $50 / use
Marquee Sign Listing $50 / Installation
Marley Dance Floor $180 /use
6' Mitey Lite Tables $5 each
46" Round Tables $10 /each
Cocktail Table Stools $15 /each
Cocktail Tables $10 /each
Wooden Classroom Chairs $5 /each
Music Stands >20 $10 /each
Black Wenger Orchestra Chairs >25 $10 /each

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Non-profit Commercial

Not Available

$100/Installation

$100 / Installation

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
LEGAL AUTHORITY                          

TMC §3.36.010
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LABOR FEES TMC §3.36.010
Technical Theatre Supervisor $56 / hr Reso. 2013-086
Theatre Technicians $40 / hr 
General Stagehands $20 / hr 
Follow Spot Operator $15 / hr 
Merchandise Sales Person $15 / hr 
Gallery Supervisor $40 / hr 
Gallery Docents $15r / hr 
Arts Education Instructor $25 / hr 
Recreation Leader $15 / hr 

ADDITIONAL FEES
Janitorial Fees $150 / day
Season Discount/Reward Card $20  / year
Large Format Printing (posters, signs) $2 / Sq Ft
Agreement Processing Fee $35 /contract

CERAMICS
Building
Example Classes: Wheel Throwing, Hand Building, Molding 
Firing 
Example Classes: Kiln Loading, Firing Tecniques
Glazing
Example Classes: Glazing & Finishing 
Workshops
Workshop Example: Artist Talks and Demonstrations 
DANCE
Children's Classical
Example Classes: Ballet, Lyrical 
Children's Modern
Example Classes: Jazz, Hip-Hop, Tap, Creative Dance 
Children's Workshops $10-$200
Adult Classical
Example Classes: Ballet, Lyrical 
Adult Modern
Example Classes: Hip-Hop, Tap, Jazz
Adult Ballroom
Example Classes: Swing, Salsa, Waltz
Adult Workshops $10-$300
DRAMA
Acting Technique
Example Classes: Improvisation, Beginning Acting
Technical Theater
Example Classes: Set Building, Lighting/ Audio 
Performance
Example Classes: Musical Theater, Scene Study 
Workshops
Example Workshops: Audtion Workshops, Theater Camps

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$40-$250

$10-$300

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

$30-$150

$30-$150

$30-$150

$30-$150

$40-$250

$40-$250

TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232

$50-$300

$40-$300

$20-$300

$10-$300

$30-$150

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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MUSIC
Perucssion
Example Classes: Drumming, Muisc & Rhythm 
Strings
Example Classes: Guitar, Violin 
Horns
Example Classes: Trumpet, Saxophone, Clarinet 
Keyboard
Example Classes: Piano, Group Keyboarding 
Voice
Example: Group & Private Voice 
Music Methodologies 
Example: Music Theory, Music History 
Workshops
Example: Music PR, Breaking into the Music Business 
VISUAL ARTS
Children's Drawing
Example Classes: Pre-School Drawing, Cartooning 
Children's Painting
Example Classes: Acrylic & Watercolor Painting 
Children's Design
Example Classes: Color and Light, Graphic Design 
Children's Mixed Media
Example Classes: Print Making, Storybook Building 
Children's Workshops

Adult Drawing
Example Classes: Landscape, Figure, Still Life Drawing 
Adult Painting
Example Classes: Acyrlic, Oil, and Watercolor Painting 
Adult Design
Example Classes: Graphic Design, Fashion Design 
Adult Mixed Media

Adult Workshops

Performance Admission Fees

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2007-232 and associated staff report.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

Cost to City Based on Performer

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$40-$300

$40-$300

$40-$300

$40-$300Example Classes: Apparel Construction, Weaving, Sculpting 

$10-$300
       

Demonstrations 

$40-$120

$40-$120

$40-$150

$40-150

$10-$250Example Workshops: Cartoon Workshop, Fused Glass Making 

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$10-$300

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232

$50-$200
Reso. 2013-086
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City Manager's Department
Recreation Division

Division Contact:  Kim Scarlata, Recreation Manager

* Fees are set by this Department annually and are not subject to automatic CPI adjustments.

Advertising Fee for Activity Guide¹
 Full page, back cover $1,000
Full page, inside back cover $500
½ page, inside $350
¼ page, inside $200

Insurance Processing Fee $35  / transaction
Fee for public purchase of event Insurance

Program Transaction Fee $5  / transaction
Applied to withdrawal, refund, credit or 

Fac. Rental Applic. Processing Fee $35  / transaction
            

Early Registration Discount ($10) / registration
   

Online Registration Discount ($10) / registration
   

Sibling Registration Discount 10% / registration
  

20% / registration

Baby Sitter Training $85/Non-Res $77/Res
Cardio Kick Boxing $55/Non-Res $50/Res
Cheer Prep $50/Non-Res $45/Res
Cheer-Preschool $50/Non-Res $45/Res
Classic Gym-Preschoolers $53/Non-Res $48/Res
Classic Gym-Youth $57/Non-Res $52/Res

CPR/FA $55/Non-Res $50/Res
Dog Obedience-Advanced $105/Non-Res $95/Res
Dog Obedience-Basic $127/Non-Res $115/Res

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code SF Ft - Square Feet
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code hr(s) - hour(s)

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/1-day session
/7-week session
/7-week session

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice Res - Resident; Non-Res, Non-resident

/2-day session
/6-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session

Reso. 2013-086

¹Applied to advertising in City's Activity Guide 

Range of Fee Increase for Contract 
 To be used based on staff’s assessment of 

     PROPOSED SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
ADMINISTRATION TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232
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Golf Lessons-Adult $66/Non-Res $60/Res
Gymnastic Camps $66/Non-Res $60/Res
Just 4 Kicks-Preschool $79/Non-Res $72/Res
Just 4 Kicks-Youth $79/Non-Res $72/Res /8-week session
KidSAFE $99/Non-Res $90/Res
LEGO Camp (Half Day) $189/Non-Res $172/Res /per week
Mad Science (Half Day) $185/Non-Res /$169/Res /per week
Preschool AM $193/Non-Res $175/Res /per calendar month
Preschool PM $418/Non-Res $380/Res /per calendar month
Safety Club $21/Non-Res $18/Res /1-day workshop
SNAP Summer Day Camp $55/Non-Res $50/Res /per week
SNAP After School Program $28/Non-Res $25/Res /per week
Tennis-Adult $55/Non-Res $50/Res /4-week session
Tennis-Tiny Tots $48/Non-Res $44/Res /4-week session
Tennis-Youth $55/Non-Res $50/Res /4-week session
Tracy Online Learning $97/Non-Res $88/Res /6-week session
Yoga-Adults $35/Non-Res $32/Res /4-week session
Yoga-Seniors $33/Non-Res $30/Res /per calendar month
Action Gymnastics $83/Non-Res $75/Res /8-week session
Action Gymnastics Parent/Tot $28/Non-Res $25/Res /4-week session

Action Gymnastics Parent/Tot Adv $33/Non-Res $30/Res /4-week session

Zumba 10-day Pass $88/Non-Res $80/Res /10-day pass 
Zumba 20-day Pass $165/Non-Res $150/Res /20-day pass
Zumba Drop In $13/Non-Res $10/Res /per drop in
Tai Chi $44/Non-Res $40/Res /6-week session
Tiny Tots Hooked on Books $53 /Non-Res $48/Res /4-week session  
Basic Gardening $28/Non-Res $25/Res /4-week session
Bowling for Beginners $99/Non-Res $90/Res 6-week session
Camps-Biology Camp $220/Non-Res $200/Res /per week
Camps-Build a Robot $198/Non-Res $180/Res /per week
Camps-Chess $59/Non-Res $54/Res /3-week session
Camps-Eagal Lakes $94/Non-Res $85/Res /3-day session
Camps-Kidsafe $99/Non-Res $90/Res /3-week session
Computer Tech Camp $204-$149/Non-Res $185-135/Res /5-day session
Fly Fishing $33/Non-Res $30/Res /1-day workshop
Just 4 Hoops $59/Non-Res $54/Res /6-week session
Just 4 Kicks Camps Preschoolers $94/Non-Res $85/Res /5-day session
Just 4 Kicks Camps Youth $110/Non-Res $100/Res /5-day session
Kindergarten Tutoring $63/Non-Res $57/Res /4-week session
Tae Kwon Do Tots $47/Non-Res $43/Res /4-week session
Tennis Camp Preschoolers $50/Non-Res $45/Res /1-week session
Tennis Camp Youths $55/Non-Res $50/Res /1-week session

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/4-week session Reso. 2013-086
/per week
/8-week session

/10 -week session

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

PROPOSED SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES, CONTINUED

TMC §3.36.010
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Adventure Thursdays Field Trip $65/Non-Res $59/Res /per trip Reso. 2013-086
Arthritis Foundation Tai Chi $64/Non-Res $58/Res /8-day session
Athletic Perfection - Play Date $23/Non-Res $20/Res /1-day session
Athletic Perfection - Discover the $50/Non-Res $45/Res /4-week session
Camps - Fencing $220/Non-Res $200/Res /per week
Camp - Flag Football $165/Non-Res $150/Res /per week
Camps - Skyhawks Basketball $54/Non-Res $49/Res /4-sessions
Camps  -Skyhawks Baseball $54/Non-Res $49/Res /4-sessions
Camps - Skyhawks Sports $175/Non-Res $159/Res /per week
Camps - Tennis $165/Non-Res $150/Res /per week
Classic Gym - Open Gym $13/Non-Res $10 Res /per drop-in
Classic Gym - Crafty Time $72/Non-Res $65/Res /4-week session
Classic Gym - School's Out Party $20 /per drop-in
Fencing for Beginners $99/Non-Res $90/Res /4-week session
Get Up & Moving Fitness $66-$220/Non-Res $60-$200/Res /4, 10, 20-day 
Leaders in Training: Jr Rec Leaders $83/Non-Res $75/Res /2-day session
Tai Chi Arthritis Foundation $70/Non-Res $64/Res /6-sessions
Tennis - Cardio Workshop $28/Non-Res $25/Res /1-day workshop
Workshop Series for Adults $8/Non-Res $5/Res /1-day workshop
Yoga - Adults $83/Non-Res $75/Res /10-day pass 

YOUTH & TEENS
BBQ and Game Day $3
Teen Swim Events $5
Teen Events
   Minimum $5
   Maximum $20
Girls Retreat $10
Teen Camps $77/Non-Res/week
Teen Chill Out Night (Movie & Popcorn) $3
Extreme Sports Day (competition registration) $10
Fashion Show $10
Ski/Snowboard Trip $90

$125
$125

$55
$5

Minimum: $50
Maximum: $100

$0
*Fee ranges based on direct costs $5

$5

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/ drop-in for members
/ scrapbooking class 
/ cooking class

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

/rental & lift ticket
/rentals, lift & lesson
/ transportation only
/ helmet rental

S.A.F.E. (Teen After School 
Program)

/ membership/school yr

 / person
$70/Res/week

 / person
 / person
 / person
/ lift ticket only

 / person
 / person

 / person
 / person

/ membership/school yr

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

NEW SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES

TMC §3.36.010
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MCYSN
Mobile recreation (Roll’n Rec) $0  / person Reso. 2013-086

YOUTH DEVELOPMENT
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $180 / regular-per month
   Maximum $240 / regular-per month
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $15  / daily-per day
   Maximum $24  / daily-per day
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $105  / hourly-per month
   Maximum $144  / hourly-per month
Summer Camp (Full Day) 7am-6pm*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $140 / week
   Maximum $192 / week

$35 / week
Summer Camp 9am-3pm ONLY*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

Summer Camp (Half Day)
9am-12pm or 1pm-4pm*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $65 / week
   Maximum $90 / week

SENIORS
Senior Health & Wellness

Wii Jubilee Fitness $0 / class 
Virtues $0 / class 
Power Walk $0 / class 
Cardio and Core $1 / class
Cardio and Stretch $1 / class
Tone Your Body $1 / class
Abs, Backs and Gluts $1 / class
Cardio Drill $1 / class
25 Visit - Senior Fitness Pass $20  / card
Tai Chi $44/Non-Res $40/Res

Senior Arts & Music
Senior Idol $0 / class 
Wood Carving $0 / class 
Arts & Craft Class $0 / class 
Arts & Craft Project $5 min/$10 max / project
Painting $0 / class 

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Summer Camp Extended Care Fees (7am-9am, 3pm-

$150 / week

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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SENIORS, Senior Health and Wellness, Continued

Scrapbooking $0 / class Reso. 2013-086
Sewing $0 / class 
Beading $7 / month
Card Making $2  / class
Tap Dancing $2  / class
Line Dancing $2  / class
Country Jams $2  / class

Senior Recreation
Tea Social $0 / class 
Bingo $0 / class 
Social Recreation Programs $0 / class 
Table Games $0 / class 

Senior Special Events
Minimum $5 / event
Maximum $20 / event
Booth for Special Events 
St. Patty’s Day & Oktoberfest Lunch $5 / person
Dances $5 / person
Fashion Show $0 / class 
SNAP Friday Night Dance $0 / class 
20 Visit Drop-In Activities Card $20 / card

Senior Trips
Bus Trips $33/Non-Res $30/Res

Senior Social Services 
Lunch Program $0  / month
AARP Programs $0  / month
Other Services $0  / month
Clubs $0  / month

ATHLETICS
Adult Sports 

Adult Slow Pitch Leagues*
  Minimum $280 / team
  Maximum $520 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & srvcs

Adult/Youth Fast Pitch Leagues*
  Minimum $450 / team
  Maximum $600 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & srvcs

Adult/Youth Softball Tournament*
  Minimum $250 / team
  Maximum $500 / team
*Tournaments vary based on type of tournament and awards provided

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

TMC §3.36.010

$25/non profit; $50 for profit per event
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ATHLETICS
Adult Sports, Continued Reso. 2013-086

Adult Softball Protest Fee $25
Adult Flag Football League
  Minimum $400 / team
  Maximum $600 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & services

Adult Kick Ball League ¹
  Minimum $275 / team
  Maximum $400 / team

 ¹
Youth Sports

Youth Basketball League (Youth Hoops) Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
  Minimum $75 $75
  Maximum $85 $80
Jr. Giants Youth Baseball (Free Program) $0 $0
Youth Sports Camps Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
  Minimum $60 $60
  Maximum $88 $80
Flag Football League Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
Minimum $75 $75
Maximum $99 $90

AQUATICS
General Recreation Swim

Individual Entrance Fee $2 / person
10-Visit Pass $25  / pass

Swim Lessons
Parent/Tot $55 / parent/tot
Learn To Swim*

  Minimum $29/Non-Res $26/Res/team

  Maximum $66/Non-Res $60/Res 2 week 
session

*Fees vary based on number of instruction days

Water Aerobics
Drop-In $4  / person
10-Visit Pass $30  / pass

Lap Swimming
Individual Entrance Fee $3  / person
10-Visit Pass $25  / pass

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

TMC §3.36.010

/ per protest

League Fees pending format, number of games & services.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Other Classes/Programs

      Introduction to Lifesaving $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 
session Reso. 2013-086

      Swim Camp $80/Non-Res $75/Res 2 week 
session

      Diving $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 
session

      Basic Water Polo $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 
session

     Lifeguard Training $253/Non-Res $230/Res 1 week 
session

     Private Swim Lesson (one ½-hour session) $105/Non-Res $100/Res 2 week 
session

     Discover SCUBA $18/Non-Res $15/Res
SPECIAL EVENTS

  Event Ticket
  Minimum $18 / person
  Maximum $40 / person $30
Event Booth Fee
  Minimum $25  / booth
  Maximum $150  / booth $75

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 2011-101 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City of Tracy Parks and Community Services Department, General Fund, Cost of Services Study Findings,
    June, 2008, prepared by MGT of America, Inc.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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Note: The DS Department fees in this Schedule do not include:

▪ development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act; 

▪ mitigation fees (ie habitat mitigation, agricultural mitigation fees); 

▪ fees adopted by separate agreement with a developer.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARMENT
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Development Services Department FY1415 1.02556

Building Safety and Fire Prevention Division 1.04956 FY1314 1.024

Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development and Engineering Services
Kevin Jorgensen, Chief Building Official and Acting Fire Marshal

Note: Whenever called for, employee hourly rates are based on the particular employee position, salary, benefits & overhead.

Building Safety

Building Permit Fee

Electrical Permit
Mechanical Permit
Plumbing Permit

1997 UAC §304.5.2

Employee hourly rates

Strong Motion Instrumentation Tax (SMI)

Elevator Permit $96  plus $2
Elevator, escalator or moving walk
Commercial dumbwaiter $27 plus  $2

$58 GC §66014

Bldg./Moving or Oversized Load-Initial insp. fee $108 TMC §9.32.040
Expedited Plan Check and Inspection Fees TMC §3.36.010

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 for each $1,000 or fraction over $10,000

Electrical Meter Re-Set (City safety inspection before 
PG&E turns on utilities.)

Employee hourly rates

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

PRC §2705
Group R (Resid). occupancies, one to three stories in 
height except for hotels and motels:

All other buildings (commercial):

 for each $1,000 or fraction over $40,000

Valuation X $0.0001 (minimum $0.50)

Valuation X $0.00022 (minimum $0.50)

Amount established by 1997 Uniform Administrative 
Code, Tables 3-A through 3-D and §304

GC §66014, H&S §17951, 
Uniform Adm Code Section 304 
& Table 3A-D.                                    
TMC §9.02.030, 9.08.080,                  
CFR Title 24

(Based upon project value, as determined by building 
valuation data table, with regional modifiers, as most 
recently published in the “Building Safety Journal”.)

Investigation Fee (when work was begun without 
permit)

Equal to amount of permit fee, in addition 
to permit

Title 24 Energy Inspection  (including Photovoltaic 
Systems)

GC §66014, CFR Title 24

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Micro-Imaging Fees:

Reso. 2013-086

$0.08 each +2%¹

    

$0.81 each +2%¹

$0.14 each +2%¹

$0.49 each +2%¹

$1 each +2%¹
   

Fire Prevention

Permit fee $103 /Permit $100
Inspection fee: plus:

Employee Hourly Rate

$43 $42

$59 $58

$87 $84

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Type B: open candles, flames & torches.

Type C: covered mall buildings; fire hydrants & valves; 
liquid or gas-fueled vehicles or equipment in 
assembly buildings; private fire hydrants.

Type D: aviation facilities; cellulose nitrate film; 
cutting & welding; hot work operations; magnesium; 
temporary membrane structures, tents & canopies.

TMC §3.36.010 and CFC 113
Annual Operational Fire Permit and 
Inspection

CFC 113

Type A: amusement buildings; Christmas tree lots; 
exhibits & trade shows; open burning; pyroxylin 
plastics; rooftop heliports; haunted houses & corn 
mazes; pumpkin patches.

Sign Permit
Based on valuation for building and 
electrical permits

TMC §9.28.050

Note: The Chief Building Official and Acting Fire Marshal has the authority to not charge wholly duplicative fees, for example for a construction fire 
permit and operational fire permit in the same year.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for  pick-up and delivery):

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or gray scale 
document with 2” field index

 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black & white or 
gray scale document with a two field index

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color document, with a two-
field index

 ▪ 18” x 24” color document,  with a two-field index

 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, with a two field index

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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$119 $116 CFC 113

$178 $174

$265 $258

$357 $348

$530 $517

Fire sprinkler plan check
$87 $84

$260 $253

Fire sprinkler inspection
$265 $258
$492 $480

Alarm plan check
$357 $348

Alarm inspection
$178 $174

Hood and duct
Plan check $43 /applic. $42
Inspection $135 /applic. $132

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$0 - $20,000
$20,001+ Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

$5,001 - $20,000
$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

$0 - 20,000
$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

CFC 105.7

$0 - $5,000

$5,001 - $20,000

$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

$0 - $5,000

Type E: aerosol products; carnivals & fairs; 
combustible fibers; compressed gasses; dry cleaning 
plants; fruit & crop ripening; industrial ovens; 
miscellaneous combustible storage; wood products; 
floor finishing.

Type F: above/below ground fuel storage tank 
installation, per tank; combustible dust-producing 
operations; cryogenic fluids; flammable & 
combustible liquids; LP-gas; organic coatings; places 
of assembly; repair garages & motor fuel-dispensing 
facilities; spraying or dipping; storage of scrap tires & 
tire byproducts; tire-rebuilding plants; fumigation & 
thermal insecticidal fogging.

Type G: above/below ground fuel tank removal, per 
tank; lumber yards & woodworking plants; 
refrigeration equipment; production facilities; live 
audiences.

Type H: explosives; hazardous materials; hazardous 
production material facilities; pyrotechnic/special 
effects displays; waste handling facilities.

Type I: high-piled storage.
Construction Fire Permit, Including Plan Check, Review 
and Inspection

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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State Mandated Occupancy Inspection

Pre-inspection request:
$54 $52

$108 $105

$135 $132

$305 $297
Hydrant System Flow Testing

Testing $343 / test $335
Witnessing $119 / test $116

Fire Reinspection Fee will be based on employee hourly rate Ordin. 1192, Section 106.2.3
Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:

Building:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.

 ▪ 1997 Uniform Administrative Code adopted by TMC §9.02.030.

Fire Safety:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2008 MGT of America, Inc. Fire Department cost of services study. (Note: based on this study, many fees
    are now set at 50% of actual cost).
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept. (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059.)
   (See also Feb 18, 2003 staff report).

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

   25 or less

   26 or more

Day care, 14 or fewer

Day care, more than 14, or  Convalescent Home

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
Title 19, CCR  H & S Section 
13235
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Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development Services Department
Ana Contreras, Code Enforcement Officer

 ▪ Administrative Citations and Penalties: TMC Chapter 1.28.
 ▪ Public Nuisance Abatement: TMC Chapter 1.32.
 ▪ Abandoned Shopping Carts: TMC Chapter 6.24.

Development Services Department
Code Enforcement Division

The Code Enforcement Division has no fees as such. However, there are various 
fines and costs of abatement established in the Tracy Municipal Code under the 
following chapters:
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                  Department Contact:  Amie Mendes, Analyst

The Economic Development Division has no fees.

established in the Tracy Municipal Code under the following chapters:

Development Services Department
Economic Development Division
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Development Services Department
Engineering Division

Department Contact:  Victoria Dion, City Engineer
Cris Mina, Senior Civil Engineer

LEGAL AUTHORITY

AGREEMENT PROCESSING FEE $6,607 / agmt TMC §3.36.010
$6,442 / agmt Reso. 2013-086

GRADING TMC §12.12.070
Grading plan check (base amount) $2,524
  0-10,000 cubic yards (CY) Base amt. $2,589
  10,001-100,000 CY Base amt. plus $137 /10,000 CY

  100,001-200,000 CY Base amt. plus $117 /10,000 CY

  200,000 + CY Additional Base amt. plus $91 /10,000 CY
Grading permit and inspection TMC §12.12.070
  5 or fewer lots (residential or commercial) $1,427 $1,463
  Subdivisions (5 or more lots) $3,605 $3,697
  Additional plan review required by multiple Hourly personnel costs $103 /hour
  changes, additions, revisions after initial Hourly personnel costs $103 /hour
  review completed. Hourly personnel costs $100 /hour

SUBDIVISIONS
Tentative subdivision map (See Planning) TMC §12.12.070; 12.16.060

Vesting tentative subdivision map (See Planning) TMC §12.28.050
Final Parcel Map Review $2,337 $2,397
Final Subdivision Map Review $1,895 $1,943 TMC §12.12.070
Map amendment review $1,164 $1,194
Certificate of correction $3,554 $3,645 TMC §12.28.050
Certificate of compliance – lot line adjustment $2,781 $2,852 TMC §12.04.080

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Deferred improvement agreement
Off-site improvement agreement
Park improvement and reimbursement agreement

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

Inspection improvement agreement
Subdivision improvement agreement
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LEGAL AUTHORITY

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS TMC §3.36.010
Inspection improvement agreement $6,442 $6,607 Reso. 2013-086
(SIA, DIA, OIA, PIRA, any amendment) 
Plan check (% of improvement constr cost) 5.78%
Inspection (% of improvement constr cost) 3.50%
As-builts, review after construction $31 $32

Micro-Imaging Fees

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or $0.08 each +2%¹
    gray scale document with 2” field index
 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black $0.81 each +2%¹
    and white or gray scale document with $0.79
    a two field index
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color $0.14 each +2%¹
    document with a two-field index $0.13

 ▪ 18” x 24” color document, $0.49 each +2%¹
    with a two-field index 0.47

 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, $1 each +2%¹
    with a two field index $1.37

SEGREGATON OF ASSESSMEMT $42  / lot
(Within any assessment districts) $41

RECORD OF SURVEY $313 $305

STREET/EASEMENT ABANDONMENT $1,521 $1,483

ENCROACHMENT PERMIT $370  plus $16 / Sq Ft or $53 / hr TMC §7.04.020

Sidewalks, plus whichever is less $58  plus $16 / Sq Ft or $53 / hr

Driveways, Curbs, plus whichever is less $58  plus $53 / hr

Trees, Utility Boxes/per hour $58 / permit plus $89 / hr 

(1 hour minimum) / permit plus $85 / hr 

Miscellaneous Encroachment Permit, plus $116 $113
hourly rate for inspection and engineering
review.

OVERSIZE LOAD PERMIT
Single Permit $16 $16
Annual or Blanket Permit (fix route) $95 $93

BUILDING MOVING OR OVERSIZED LOAD $589 TMC §9.32.040
Permit fee $604
Other                Hourly rate for City personnel

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for pick-up and delivery):

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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REPRODUCTION, MAP
AND DOCUMENT SALES:

$15 $15
$79 $77
$22 $21

$5
$2  / sheet $1.55

CONSTRUCTION WATER METERS
Deposit for use of City-owned meter $793 $773
Service reinstatement fee $53 $52
Winter rates per ccf  (Nov - Apr)
  (100 cubic feet or 748 gal)
  0 - 12 ccf; 13 - 19 ccf; $1; $2 $1.03; $1.49
  20 - 191 ccf; 192+ ccf $2; $2 $1.70; $1.85
Summer rates per ccf  (May - Oct)
  0 - 18 ccf; 19 - 29 ccf $1; $2 $1.03; $1.49
  30 - 287 ccf; 288+ ccf $2; $2 $1.70; $1.85
Monthly service charge $10 / day + 15% adm fee plus:
(Meter code and size)
  LL (LIRA) – 1” $9 $8.96
  WL (LIRA) – varies $0 $0
  W1 - 5/8” or ¾” $12 $12.05
  W2 – 1” $22 $21.01
  W3 – 1 ½” $49 $48.05
  W4 – 2” $87 $85.23
  W5 – 3” $197 $191.84
  W6 – 4” $350 $341.19
  W7 – 6” $787 $767.61
  W8 – 8” $1,400 $1,364.80
  W9 – 10” $2,187 $2,132.51

NEW ADDRESS MAPPING FEES
Single-family $68  / lot $66
Multi-family projects, plus dwelling unit cost $68  / lot plus $66
In buildings with 5 or more units $34 / dwelling unit $33

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Subdivision Maps
Reproduction Fees

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

TMC §3.36.010
Reso. 2013-086

Standard Plans, Standard Specs, and
Design Standards
Parks Manual
Storm Drainage Master Plans

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 32 of 51

Development Services Department
Planning Division

Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development Services

The Planning Division fees represent application processing fees only, and do not reflect capital improvement
in-lieu fees, school fees, or any other city or other agency fees or deposits that may be applicable to the
proposed project. Regarding building permit fees, plan check fees and inspection fees, see Building Division.
Regarding encroachment permit fees, see Engineering Division.

Symbol Key

□ Plus Actual Costs Incurred: including fees for consultant services, environmental documentation
filing fees, other agency fees, etc.

● Environmental Assessment Fee not applicable.

PLANNING DIVISION APPLICATION PROCESSING FEES

Adult Business Use Permit Cost Recovery Agreement
Annexation $11,358 $11,075 TMC §10.08.4150
Appeal to City Council ● $299 $291
Appeal to Planning Commission ● $299 $291

Conditional Use Permit a

class A $5,733 $5,590
class B $3,651 $3,559

class A $573 $559
class B $368 $358

Development Review b

class A $4,234 $4,008
class B $3,008 $2,848

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Conditional Use Permit (Non-Profit 
Organizations)

TMC §10.08.4270(h)

TMC §10.08.4150

Generally, TMC §10.08.4150; 
12.12.070
TMC §10.28.808

TMC §10.08.4150
TMC §10.08.4150
TMC §10.08.4270(h)

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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ENVIRONMENTAL CEQA Guidelines
§15045 (14 CCR 15045)

Environmental Assessment $105 $108
(charged for all projects not requiring a 

      

$1,498 $1,536
Environment Impact Report

General Plan Amendment TMC §10.08.4150
Lot Line Adjustment $430 $441 TMC §12.04.080; 12.12.070
Micro-Imaging Fees Reso. 2013-086

each each
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or $0.08 +2%¹
   gray scale document with 2” field index
 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black and $0.79 $0.81 +2%¹
   white or gray scale document with a two
   field index
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color document, $0.13 $0.14 +2%¹
   with a two-field index
 ▪ 18” x 24” color document, $0.47 $0.49 +2%¹
   with a two-field index
 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, $1.37 $1 +2%¹
   with a two field index

Noise Ordinance Variation $4,320 $4,327 TMC §4.12.780(B)(4)

Planned Unit Development $8,280 $8,491 TMC §10.08.4150

Planned Unit Development Amendment $4,746 $4,868

Planning Commission Determination $1,060 $1,087 TMC §10.08.4150

Residential Growth Allotment ● $1,760 $1,805

Sign Permit ● TMC §10.08.4150
Master Sign Program $1,067 $1,095
Individual Sign Complying w/MSP $79 $81
All other signs $481 $493

Specific Plan            Cost Recovery Agreement TMC §10.20.040(c)(1);
Specific Plan Amendment $5,379 $5,517 10.20.080

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for pick-up and delivery):

TMC §10.12.070(c);                  
GMO Guidelines §2 G

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Environmental Initial Study / Negative Declaration
           Cost Recovery Agreement
           Cost Recovery Agreement
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Temporary Use Permit ● $76 $78 TMC §10.08.4240;
10.08.4150

Tentative Map TMC §12.12.070
Parcel map $7,699 $7,896
5 – 100 lots $10,547 $10,817
100 & over lots $16,454 $16,874

Time Extension ● $443 $455 TMC §12.12.070 for Subd

Variance $709 $727 TMC §10.08.3630; 10.08.4150

 
Zoning TMC §10.08.4150

Zone Change $6,417 $2,758
Zone Text Amendment $2,637 $2,704
Zoning Research Letter ● $84 $86

a Conditional Use Permit -  Classification by type of project:

Residential Commercial

Class A: 4+ lots +3,000 Sq Ft or 4+ lots +10,000 Sq Ft or 4+ lots
Class B: 1-3 lots -3,000 Sq Ft or 1-3 lots -10,000 Sq Ft or 1-2 lots

b Development Review Permit - Classification by type of project:

Residential Commercial

Class A: 4+ units +3,000 Sq Ft +10,000 Sq Ft
Class B: 1-3 units -3,000 Sq. Ft. -10,000 Sq Ft 

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 98-373 and 1998 Cost of Services Study and Cost Allocation Plan, prepared by
    Management Services Institute.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Industrial

Industrial
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FIRE DEPARTMENT
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Fire Department

Department Contact: David Bramell, Division Chief

Note: The South County Fire authority has adopted separate fees for areas under its jurisdiction.

Illegal Burn Response $119 /hr/ engine, with ½ hr min TMC §3.36.010; CFC
Hazardous Materials Clean-Up

Special Event Fire Protection (Stand-by)

Weed Abatement
Fireworks Sales Permit Fee

$243 $238 TMC §3.04.040(a)

Public Display of Fireworks Actual costs for fire TMC §3.04.020

(In addition to inspection fee and 
permit fee specified under Fire 
Prevention, Annual Operational 
Fire Inspection and Permit, 
Inspection Type H.)

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation: 
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept. (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059.  See also
    February 18, 2003 staff report).
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study, prepared by MSI.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

(Including  initial stand inspection,  safety seminar, 
and lottery processing.)

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Actual costs for all responding personnel

Actual costs for all responding personnel

Contract cost + 25% overhead charge
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POLICE DEPARTMENT
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Police Department

Department Contact:  Lani Smith, Support Operations Manager

LEGAL AUTHORITY

Alarm Permit; False Alarms
Alarm user permit $22 TMC §3.40.060
False alarm costs:
  4th response $32 $32 TMC §3.40.150
  5th response $59 $58
  6th response $76 $74
  7th response $87 $84

  (plus penalties) TMC Ch. 1.28
Animal Services TMC §3.36.010

Animal adoption, plus veterinary services $5 TMC §5.08.130(L)
Animal bite $32 $32
Board and care (daily): 
  for impounded dogs $16 $15
  for impounded cats $13 $12
Cat carrier $5 TMC §5.08.130
Cat neuter $54 $53
Cat spay $97 $95
Collar identification $2 $24
Dog neuter $108 $105 TMC §5.08.130

Dog spay $162 $159

Impound: 1 $22 TMC §5.08.130; 5.08.240

Impound: 2 $32 $32
Impound: 3+ $43 $42
*Impound, additional State fee for unaltered,
at large, animals: 1st; 2nd; 3rd $35;  $50  $100 FAC 30804.7
License fee: unaltered dogs $54 /yr $53 TMC §5.08.130
License fee: altered dogs $11 /yr $10
License fee: replacement for lost $5

License fee: late $22
Low cost spay/neuter voucher $22
Multiple pet permit application $27 TMC §5.08.420
Owner surrender:
  Live animal $49 $47
  Deceased animal (not at shelter) $22
Rabies vaccination voucher $17 $16 TMC §5.08.130
Vaccination $5 TMC §5.08.130
Veterinary costs At Cost

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

TMC §5.08.170; 
5.08.180; 5.08.240

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
BICYCLES

License and registration $6 /3 years TMC §3.20.060
Renewal $3 /3 years TMC §3.20.070

BINGO
License $54 $53 TMC §4.24.050
Renewal $11 $10

CARD ROOMS TMC §4.04.030
License and renewal $27 TMC §4.04.050
Dealer/work permit $65 plus $63 TMC §4.04.070
Department of Justice Fee $32 *

$16 $15 TMC §3.36.010

GC 26746.1

CLEARANCE LETTER (for immigration or other clearance le  $16 $15 TMC §3.36.010
plus fingerprint fees)
CONCEALED WEAPONS
Permit $100 * PC 26150; 26190

 (20% at application; 80% at permit issuance)
Department of Justice Processing Fee - Payable to DOJ $52 *
Department of Justice Live Scan Fee $95 *
Renewal $26 $25
Department of Justice Fee - Payable to DOJ $52 *
Amended License $10 $10
CRIME REPORT COPY $0.15 /page TMC §3.36.010

$0.15  /page bulletin entries

Traffic collision report (for other than victim) $10.00 VC 20012
DOJ, FBI AND FINGERPRINT

PC 11105
DOJ and FBI fee * $32-$100 * TMC §3.36.010
Fingerprint (City’s rolling fee) * $20 / request PC 26150
DUI GC §53150 - 53159; 

Accident response and investigation CVC 20012
Arrest and report Actual personnel cost, up to $1,000 *

Firearms Sales Permit $32 plus $31 PC 12071(a)(F)(7)
Department of Justice fee $32 *  

Massage Establishment
New $81 plus $77 TMC §4.20.060
Department of Justice fee $32 *
Renewal $27 TMC §4.20.040
Transfer of permit $81 $77 TMC §4.20.110
Change of location $27 TMC §4.20.130

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

CITATION SIGN-OFF FOR AGENCIES OUTSIDE THE CITY

Actual personnel cost, up to $12,000

/report + .15 /page after 25th page



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 40 of 51

LEGAL AUTHORITY
Massage Permit

New $28 $26 plus $32* TMC §4.20.180
Renewal $28 $26 plus $32* TMC §4.20.160
(Plus fingerprint fees) DOJ, PC 11105
Registration by state certificate holder $0 TMC §4.20.155

Palmistry License Fee
New $595 $581 TMC §4.12.190
Renewal $379 $370 TMC §4.12.109

Police Photo (reproduction) $0.31 /photo TMC §3.36.010
Plus traffic photo processing fee to insurance company $45 plus $0.30 /photo VC 20012
Police Special Services Actual personnel costs GC §6257
(for school and other semi-public special events)
RESPOSSESSION RELEASE $16 / vehicle VC 9255 (3)
SECOND-HAND DEALER/PAWN BROKER
New or Renewal (Check payable to DOJ) $308 BP 21642.5
Department of Justice Livescan (for new permits) $33 PC 11105
Solicitor Permit $16 TMC §4.12.210; 3.36.010
Taxi Driver

Permit $119 $113 plus $32* TMC §3.16.030
Renewal $87 $82 TMC §3.16.040
Background investigation $11 $10 TMC §3.16.150
(City fingerprint fee)   

Tow Truck Driver/Attendant TMC §3.44.140
Permit $65 $62 plus $32*
Renewal $32 $31

Vehicle Release $117 / vehicle $114 VC 22850.5(a)
VIN Verification $22 / request TMC §3.36.010
Storage of Firearms $55 / firearm, plus $54 TMC §3.52.050

(per domestic violence protective order) $2 / day PC 12021.3(j)

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-047 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Res 2009-178, regarding animal services, and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Res 2006-209 regarding alarm permits.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Department.
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

                DOJ Fee

                DOJ Fee

                DOJ Fee

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
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Department Contact:  David Ferguson, Director

Note: This Master Fee Schedule does not include all fees, and excludes the following:

 ▪ Enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, and transit); 

 ▪ Fines (imposed as penalties);
 ▪ Rates established by separate agreements.
 ▪ Rates established by landscape maintenance districts

Public Works Department
Administration, Community Facilities, Maintenance, and Operations Divisions

 ▪ Fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC                                  
Chapter 8.10; franchise contractor for collection of solid waste, yard waste and 
recycling under TMC Chapter 5.20); 
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Public Works Department FY1415 1.02556

Community Facilities Division 1.04956 FY1314 1.024

Division Contact:  Brian MacDonald, Management Analyst II

LEGAL AUTHORITY
COMMUNITY CENTER RENTALS TMC §3.36.010
Main Hall (5,300 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
Week Day Only (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $36 /hour $35
Private Classification $61 /hour $59
Commercial Classification $86 /hour $84

Conference Room A or B (250 Sq Ft)
Week Day Only (2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $7 /hour
Private Classification $11 /hour
Commercial Classification $15 /hour $15

Entire Facility (6,200 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $40 $41 $61 $59
Private Classification $69 $70 $104 $101
Commercial Classification $97 $100 $148 $144

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold

Main Hall $400 $410 / rental
Conference Room A or B $200 $205  / rental
Entire Facility $400 $410 / rental

TRACY SPORTS COMPLEX MEETING ROOM RENTAL
TSC Meeting Room (700 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $14 /hour
Private Classification $25 $26 /hour
Commercial Classification $35 $36 /hour

Deposits

Meeting Room $200 $205  / rental

$200 /banner

¹ $4,000.00 Zone 1 Resolution 2010-025

$1,000.00 Zone 2
$1,000.00 Zone 3

¹ Zone 1: Eleventh Street between Lammers Road and Corral Hollow Road

Zone 2: Tenth Street between A Street and East Street
Zone 3: Central Avenue between Eleventh Street and Sixth Street

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

TMC Article 35,  
10.08.4465

For Each Over-the-Street Banner 
Location

For Each Street Light Banner Zone

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

Week Day/ Hour Week End/ Hour

An additional $200 Deposit is required 
for all activities where alcohol is sold

Banner Installation and Removal
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
TRACY TRANSIT STATION TMC §3.36.010
Room 103 or 104 (590 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $18 $28 $27
Private Classification $32 $33 $48 $47
Commercial Classification $45 $46 $70 $68

Rooms 103-104 Combined (1,180 sf)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $36 $37 $55 $54
Private Classification $63 $65 $97 $95
Commercial Classification $90 $92 $138 $135

Room 105 (913 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $28 $29 $43 $42
Private Classification $49 $50 $76 $74
Commercial Classification $70 $72 $108 $105

Lobby or Patio (1,762 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $18 $18 $28 $27
Private Classification $32 $33 $48 $47
Commercial Classification $45 $46 $70 $68

Entire Facility (4,445 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $82 $84 $126 $123
Private Classification $144 $148 $222 $216
Commercial Classification $205 $210 $316 $308

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold

All Rooms $200 per rental
TRACY CIVIC CENTER RENTAL
Council Chambers (3,500 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $20 $21 $36 $35
Private Classification $56 $57 $86 $84
Commercial Classification $80 $82 $123 $120

Conference Room #109 (500 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $15 $15 $24 $23
Private Classification $26 $27 $40 $39
Commercial Classification $38 $39 $57 $56

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
66.12228 TMC §3.36.010

Conference Room #203 (825 sf) Reso. 2013-086
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $25 $26 $39 $38
Private Classification $44 $45 $68 $66
Commercial Classification $63 $65 $96 $94

Lobby and Both Conference Rooms
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $40 $41 $42 $60
Private Classification $70 $72 $74 $105
Commercial Classification $100 $103 $154 $150

Special Events in Civic Center Park
(May through October)

Full Service Event Coordination $1,538 $1,500
Deposit

An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold
Rental Deposit $410  / rental 400

PARK AND PICNIC AREA RENTAL
Park/Picnic ~ 1 to 50 people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $13 /hour 13
Private Classification $24 /hour 23
Commercial Classification $34 /hour 33

Park/Picnic ~ 51 to 100 people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $19 /hour $19
Private Classification $34 /hour $33
Commercial Classification $49 /hour $48

Park/Picnic ~ 101 + people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $26 /hour $25
Private Classification $45 /hour $44
Commercial Classification $65 /hour $63

$46 / day / structure

$45

Non-Profit Org ~ $100 Max $103 / rental
Non-Profit Classification $100

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Inflatable Structures Administrative 
Fee

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

All Classifications: applied to all 
approved "jumpy requests to 
accompany a park rental.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION 46.18064
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
Deposits Per Rental TMC §3.36.010

Less than 50, traditionally activity $0 / rental Reso. 2013-086

50-100; or less than 5 non-
traditional

$103 /rental $100

101-200 attendees $205 /rental $200
201-300 attendees $308 /rental $300
301 and above attendees $513 /rental $500

PARKING LOT RENTAL
Locations and Availability at City 
Discretion
(10 hour maximum)
Base Fee $103 plus: $100, plus:
Use Fee: Per Parking Space
Non-Profit Classification $2
Private Classification $359 $350
Commercial Classification $5

MOBILE STAGE RENTAL        Non-Profit Per Rental
“A” Set Up (36’ X 14’) $328 $320 $815 $795
“B” Set Up (36’ x 18’) $513 $500 $2,225 $2,170
“C” Set Up (36’ x 22’) $585 $570 $2,877 $2,805

Deposits
All Stage Rentals $410  / rental $400

TENNIS COURT RENTAL

Rental Private League
Non-Profit Youth Classification $0 $5
 $0 $5
Private Classification $5 $7
Commercial Classification $10 $10

Lights Fee Private League
Non-Profit Youth Classification $0 $5
Non-Profit Adult Classification $0 $5
Private Classification $5 $10
Commercial Classification $0 $10

Deposits
Tennis Court Rental Deposit / day / crt $50

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$12

$51

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

$15
Per Hour / Per Court

Tournament
$7

$10
$12

    Private Per Rental

Per Hour / Per Court
Tournament

$5
$10
$15

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
WEST HIGH SWIMMING POOL RENTALS TMC §3.36.010
Any Size Groups, When Organization Reso. 2013-086
Provides Own Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $59 /hour $58

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $113 /hour $111

Up to 50 People, Includes 2 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $108 /hour $105

Private Classification (Half Pool) $118 /hour $115

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $133 /hour $130

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $210 /hour $205

Private Classification (Full Pool) $231 /hour $225

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $251 /hour $245

Up to 75 People, Includes 3 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $123 /hour $120

Private Classification (Half Pool) $133 /hour $130

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $144 /hour $140

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $241 /hour $235

Private Classification (Full Pool) $262 /hour $255

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $282 /hour $275

Up to 100 People, Includes 4 Lifeguards 

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $138 /hour $135

Private Classification (Half Pool) $149 /hour $145

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $159 /hour $155

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $272 /hour $265

Private Classification (Full Pool) $292 /hour $285

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $313 /hour $305

100 to 150 People, Includes 5 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $154 /hour $150

Private Classification (Half Pool) $164 /hour $160

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $174 /hour $170

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $303 /hour $295

Private Classification (Full Pool) $323 /hour $315

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $344 /hour $335

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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WEST HIGH SWIMMING POOL RENTALS, Continued

Over 150 People, Includes 6 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $169 /hour $165
Private Classification (Half Pool) $179 /hour $175
Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $190 /hour $185
Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $333 /hour $325
Private Classification (Full Pool) $354 /hour $345
Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $374 /hour $365

Deposits 
All Classifications, All Group Sizes $103 / rental $100

Additional WHS Pool Rental Fees
Restrooms (for non-pool events) $41 /hour $40
Restrooms (for non-pool events) $205 / day $200
Extra lifeguard (as deemed necessary 
by staff, based on event) $15 / hour / lifeguard $15

JOE WILSON COMMUNITY POOL RENTALS
Any Size Groups, When Organization
Provides Own Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification $51 /hour $50
Up to 50 People, Includes 2 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification $72 /hour $70
Private Classification $82 /hour $80
Commercial Classification $92 /hour $90

Up to 75 People, Includes 3 Lifeguards
Non-Profit Classification $87 /hour $85
Private Classification $97 /hour $95
Commercial Classification $108 /hour $105

Up to 100 People Max, Includes 4 Lifeguards
Non-Profit Classification $103 /hour $100
Private Classification $113 /hour $110
Commercial Classification $123 /hour $120

Deposits
All Classifications, All Group Sizes $103 / rental $100

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Reso. 2013-086

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010

LOLLY HANSEN SENIOR CENTER RENTAL
Multi-Purpose Room (2,225 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $13 /hour 13
Private Classification $24 /hour 23
Commercial Classification $0 / hour

Arts and Crafts Room (675 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $5 /hour 5
Private Classification $9 /hour 9
Commercial Classification $0 / hour 0

Entire Facility (4, 350 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $27 / hour 26
Private Classification $47 / hour 46
Commercial Classification $0 / hour
MOU – Hours Provided to Non-Profits/Gov $0 / hour

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold

Multi-Purpose Room $205 / rental 200
Arts and Crafts Room $205 / rental 200
Entire Facility $205 / rental 200

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
SPORT FACILITIES (TBP, TSC, Plasencia Fields, Tiago, Galli, & Bland Ball Fields) TMC §3.36.010
Hourly Fee ~ League/Individual

Non-Profit Youth Classification $5 / hour / field $5 Reso. 2013-086
Non-Profit Adult Classification $11 / hour / field $11
Private Classification $19 / hour / field $19
Commercial Classification $27 / hour / field $26

Lights Fee ~ League/Individual
Non-Profit Youth Classification $7 / hour / field $7
Non-Profit Adult Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Private Classification $12 / hour / field $12
Commercial Classification $18 / hour / field $18

$250 /rental

Storage Container License $0.40 /square foot of ground space
Daily Fee ~ Tournaments

Non-Profit Youth Classification $62 / hour / field $60 1.02556
Non-Profit Adult Classification $103 / hour / field $100 1.024
Private Classification $123 / hour / field $120 1.04956
Commercial Classification $123 / hour / field $120

Lights Fee ~ Tournaments
Non-Profit Youth Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Non-Profit Adult Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Private Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Commercial Classification $10 / hour / field $10

Staff for Sports Complex Use
Non-Profit Youth Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Non-Profit Adult Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Private Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Commercial Classification $26 / hour / complex $25

Softball Field Preparations
A Prep – Light Watering $5 / preparation $5
B Prep – Light Watering, Minor Dragging $15 / preparation $13
C Prep – Full Field Preparation $40 / preparation $40
Use of Temporary Outfield Fencing $103 / field $100

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:

 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City of Tracy Parks and Community Services Department, General Fund, Cost of Services Study Findings,
   June, 2008, prepared by MGT of America, Inc.
∙ Approved by Parks Commission on March 13, 2014.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Deposit for Baseball/Softball Bases

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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Department Contact:  Kuldeep Sharma

Note: This Master Fee Schedule does not include utility fees

Utilities Department



RESOLUTION ________ 
 

APPROVING THE MASTER FEE SCHEDULE 
 

WHEREAS, City departments have proposed, and the City Council has adopted, various 
fees relating to the work of City departments, and  

 
WHEREAS, The City desires to improve public and customer information dissemination, 

and  
 
WHEREAS, On June 4, 2013, the City Council adopted the most recent consolidated 

City-wide Master Fee Schedule to provide for a record of fees in a single document, improve 
public information, and provide consistent updating of the fees (Resolution 2013-086), and  

  
WHEREAS, The Master Fee Schedule reflects fees charged for City services but does 

not include the following types of fees and charges: 
 

• development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act;  
• mitigation fees (i.e., habitat and agricultural mitigation fees); 
• business license fees (taxes);  
• enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, transit);  
• fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC Chapter 8.10; 

franchise contractor for collection of solid and yard waste, and recycling under TMC 
Chapter 5.20);  

• landscape maintenance district (special assessments);  
• fines (imposed as penalties);  
• leases of City property; and  
• rates established by separate agreements (i.e., Tracy Unified School District and 

performance artists), and  
 
WHEREAS, The City shall continue to update the Master Fee Schedule on an annual 

basis, based on an automatic cost-of-living adjustment calculated since the fees were last set,  
with the exception of: (1) Recreation fees (2) Cultural Arts and Grand Theatre fees; and (3) 
other fees indicated by an asterisk, and  
 
 WHEREAS, The adoption of the Master Fee Schedule is not subject to the California 
Environmental Quality Act because it is not a project that has the potential for causing a significant 
effect on the environment (CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of Regulations, §15061(b)(3)), 
and  
 
 WHEREAS, On April 15, 2014, the City Council held a public meeting where all interested 
parties were able to provide testimony; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Tracy City Council hereby resolves, declares, 
determines, and orders as follows: 
 

1. The Master Fee Schedule, attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A, is approved. 
 

2. This Resolution takes effect on July 1, 2014. 
 



Resolution ________ 
Page 2 
 

3. This Resolution supersedes Resolution No. 2013-086. 
 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * 
 

The foregoing Resolution ________ was adopted by the Tracy City Council on the 15th 
day of April, 2014 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 
 
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

 
 

_____________________________ 
MAYOR 

ATTEST: 
 
________________________ 
CITY CLERK 
 
 
 
Attachment: Exhibit A, Master Fee Schedule 



Exhibit A to Resolution

Adopted by City Council Resolution No. 2011-101, May 17, 2011

Amended by Resolution No. 2012-111, June 5, 2012
Amended by Resolution No. 2013-047, April 2, 2013
Amended by Resolution No. 2013-086 June 4, 2013

Amended by Resolution No. ________ April 15, 2014

Effective July 1, 2014

City of Tracy

Master Fee Schedule
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Introduction

The City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule is a compilation of most of the fees charged by the City for services.
It is organized by Department and does not include the following types of fees: 

 ▪ development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act;
 ▪ mitigation fees (ie habitat mitigation, agricultural mitigation fees);
 ▪ business license fees (taxes);
 ▪ enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, transit);
 ▪ fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC Chapter 8.10; franchise contractor 
   for collection of solid waste, yard waste and recycling under TMC Chapter 5.20);
 ▪ landscape maintenance district assessments;
 ▪ fines (imposed as penalties);
 ▪ leases of City property; and
 ▪ rates established by separate agreements (ie Tracy Unified School District).

The Master Fee Schedule will generally be updated annually, and most fees will increase by a cost-of-living
adjustment (CPI) rounded to the nearest dollar. The fees which are updated by some other method are
indicated as such.

Public services  may be classified as community-supported public services, such as police and fire services.
These are typically provided to the community as a whole and are supported by general tax dollars from the
City’s general fund.  

Personal choice services  are optional, such as taking a class, and are requested by the customer.

Property development services (requiring a building permit or land use entitlement) is done at the 
request, and for the benefit, of the owner. Fees are usually charged for these types of services, though some 
may be subsidized with general tax dollars when they have some social, safety, or welfare benefit.

City Staff whom worked to update this Master Fee Schedule include the following representatives from
 each Department:

     Administrative Services, Finance Division Anne Bell
     Administrative Services, Finance Division Robert Harmon
     City Attorney's Office Judith Robbins
     City Clerk'S Department Sandra Edwards
     City Manager’s Department, Cultural Arts Division Kim Scarlata, Laura Smith
     City Manager’s Department, Recreation Division Kim Scarlata, Jolene Jauregui-Correll
     City Manager’s Department, Theater Division Kim Scarlata, Laura Johnston
     Development Services, Engineering Division
     Development Services, Planning Division William Dean 
     Development Services, Building Division Delores Ohm
     Fire Department, Fire Administration Division David Bramell
     Police Department, Support Operations Division Lani Smith
     Public Works Department, Community Facilities Division Brian MacDonald
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ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES DEPARTMENT
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Administrative Services Department 1.02556

Finance Division 1.024

Department Contact:  Robert Harmon, Senior Accountant

Fire Sprinkler Charges
(Water Access/Availability)

2” line $5
4” line $10 $11
6” line $21 $22
8” line $31 $32

10” line $41 $43
12” line $52 $54

Returned Check Processing (NSF-Not Sufficient Funds) $16
Delinquent Water Turn-off/Turn-on $38

Business Licenses:
 · State disability access fee $1 /application or renewal GC §4467

 TMC6.04.130

 · Transfer, assignment or duplication fee $5 /duplication TMC6.04.130

  
Note: Business Licenses:
 ▪ Business license fee amounts are established by ordinance, at TMC Chapter 6.04.
 ▪ 

Note: Transient Occupancy Tax
 ▪ Established by ordinance as 10% of rent, at TMC 8.48.230.

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation: 
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and assoicated staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Department. (See City Council
 ▪ Resolution No. 2003-059  (Relates to water delinquencies, business licenses and returned checks).
 ▪ City Council Resolution 95-018 and associated staff report.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Cod B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Reso. 2003-059

For failure to pay a business tax when due, the Collector shall add a penalty of ten (10%) percent of such 
business tax on the first day of delinquency and shall add a further penalty of ten (10%) percent of such 
business tax on the first day of every subsequent calendar month following such first day of delinquency 
provided the amount of such penalties to be added shall in no event exceed fifty (50%) percent of the 
business tax due. The penalties provided in this subsection shall be assessed from the date when such 
deficiency was required to be paid pursuant to TMC 6.04.170.

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Resolution 2013-086

Reso. 2003-059
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Division Contact:  Midori Dearborn, Senior Human Resources Analyst

Administrative Services Department
Human Resources Division

    There are no Human Resources Division Fees.
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                      Division Contact:  Matt Engen, Manager

                There are no Information Technology Division Fees.

Administrative Services Department
Information Technology Division
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CITY-WIDE FEES

CITY CLERK & CITY MANAGER'S DEPARTMENTS
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City-Wide Fees 1.02556

City Clerk and City Manager's Departments 1.024

Department Contacts:  Maria Hurtado, Assistant City Manager; Sandra Edwards, City Clerk

TMC §3.36.010
Annual Subscriptions (City Council, GC §6253
Planning Commission)
   Agendas $38 / month Reso. 2007-258

$2 / disc / agenda
     Minutes* $0.15 / page GC §6253
Appeals
     To City Council $162 $155 TMC §1.12.020(B)(2)
     To City Manager $162 $155 TMC §1.12.010(D)(2)
     By Impartial Hearing Officer         May be shared equally by parties TMC §1.12.030

$15
Document Certification $16  / document b

     Photocopies
Paper Copy * $0.15 / page GC §6253
Oversized Copy At cost
Maps * At cost GC §6253

Duplicating Recording of Public Meeting:
Video or Audio At cost
DVD of Council Meeting $2

Notary Fee * $10 GC §8211

Palmistry License Fee (through Police Dept) TMC §4.12.190
New $595
Renewal $379

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
      ▪  City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
      ▪  Updated Council Policies and Procedures, City Council Resolution No. 2007-258.
      ▪  Resolution No. 2003-059 and accompanying staff report.
      ▪2003 Cost of Services Update, prepared by Finance Department.
          (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059).

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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City Manager's Department 1.04946 1.02556

Grand Theatre\Cultural Arts Divisions 1.024

Division Contact:  Division Contacts:  
Kim Scarlata, Recreation Program Manager

* Fees are set by this Department annually and are not subject to automatic CPI adjustments.

DEPOSITS
Grand Theatre (Refundable) $500
Studio Theatre $250
Movement Theatre $100
Art Studio $100
Art Studio 2 $100
Children’s Art Studio $100
Music Rooms 1-1 $100

ETK THEATRE
Note:

Commercial
Prime Time Rental: Performance

First 8 hours $574 or 10% $1,722 or 15%
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
First 8 hours $574 $1,722
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Non-Prime Time Rental: Performance
First 8 hours $287 $750
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Non-Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
First 8 hours $143 $375
Each Additional Hour $100 $300

Prime Time Resident Company
Rental: Performance or Rehearsal $460  / 8 hours
Non-Prime Time Resident Company

$230  / 8 hours
Non-Prime Time Resident Company

$115 / 8 hours
Prime Time Rental: Performance
   First 5 Hours $110 or 10% $330 or 15%
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
   First 5 Hours $110 $330
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Rental: Rehearsal Not Applicable

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

TMC §3.36.010

Grand Theatre base rental is 8 hours and includes:  1   staff technician and 1 front-of-house supervisor.

Prime time is Friday through Sunday. Percentage payment is based on gross receipts.   Fee is either minimum or percentage, whichever is 
greater.

Non-profit

Not Applicable

 Rental: Performance Not Applicable

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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STUDIO THEATRE

Reso. 2013-086

Non-Prime Time Rental: Performance
   First 5 Hours $80 $240 or 15%
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Non-Prime Time Rental: Rehearsal
   First 5 Hours $80 $240
   Each Additional Hour $60 $180
Meeting $225  / 2 hrs
   Each Additional Hour $40 $115

$88 / 5 hrs
$64  / 5 hrs
$64  / 5 hours

Class/Meeting or Studio Theatre
First 2 Hours $75 $225
Each Additional Hour $40 $115

ART PARTIES
First 2 Hours $50 $150
Each Additional Hour $35 $75

Materials Fee (activity dependent) $5 - $25  / person

LARGE MUSIC ROOM

Class/Meeting
First 2 Hours $25 $100
Each Additional Hour $35 $125

MUSIC ROOM 

Class (medium) or 
First 2 Hours $25 $100
Practice & Each Additional Hour $35 $125

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Non-Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable
DANCE STUDIO, ART STUDIO I AND II, 
AND CHIDREN’S ART STUDIO

(Includes Any Room Set Up & Tear 

(Includes any room set up and tear 

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

Non-profit Commercial

Prime Time Resident Company Rental -  Not Applicable
Non-Prime Time Resident Company Not Applicable

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

TMC §3.36.010

Note: Prime time is Friday through Sunday. Percentage payment is based on gross receipts.  Fee is 
either minimum of percentage, whichever is greater.
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Reso. 2013-086
GRAND GALLERIES $75 /2 hrs $225 /2 hrs

Each Additional Hour $50 $150
LOBBY AREAS

Upstairs $250 /4 hrs $500 /4 hrs
Downstairs $200 /4 hrs $400 /4 hrs

OLD TOWN HALL & JAIL  
Weekday (Mon 8am – Fri 6 pm) $40 /2 hrs $60 /2 hrs
Weekend (Fri 6 pm – Mon 8 am) $50 /2 hrs $100 /2 hrs

2ND FLOOR ARTS OFFICE
Weekday (Mon 8am – Fri 6 pm) $30 /2 hrs
Weekend (Fri 6 pm – Mon 8 am) $40 /2 hrs

(LOGGIA)
May only be rented as part of 
Reception (hourly rate) $50 $150

BOX OFFICE SERVICES   
Per Performance $100 $300
Per Ticket Charge to Patron $3
General Admission Per Ticket to $1
Marquee Listing $50 / Installation

MISCELLANEOUS RENTALS
Baby Grand Piano $500 / use
Piano Tuning at Renter’s Expense $150  each
Installation/Removal of Floor for Orc  $250 / use
Wireless Microphones $25 / day
Microphone Stands $0 / use
Follow Spot $350 / use
Video Projector $130 /4 hours
Laptop Computer $50 / use
Marquee Sign Listing $50 / Installation
Marley Dance Floor $180 /use
6' Mitey Lite Tables $5 each
46" Round Tables $10 /each
Cocktail Table Stools $15 /each
Cocktail Tables $10 /each
Wooden Classroom Chairs $5 /each
Music Stands >20 $10 /each
Black Wenger Orchestra Chairs >25 $10 /each

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Non-profit Commercial

Not Available

$100/Installation

$100 / Installation

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
LEGAL AUTHORITY                          

TMC §3.36.010
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LABOR FEES TMC §3.36.010
Technical Theatre Supervisor $56 / hr Reso. 2013-086
Theatre Technicians $40 / hr 
General Stagehands $20 / hr 
Follow Spot Operator $15 / hr 
Merchandise Sales Person $15 / hr 
Gallery Supervisor $40 / hr 
Gallery Docents $15r / hr 
Arts Education Instructor $25 / hr 
Recreation Leader $15 / hr 

ADDITIONAL FEES
Janitorial Fees $150 / day
Season Discount/Reward Card $20  / year
Large Format Printing (posters, signs) $2 / Sq Ft
Agreement Processing Fee $35 /contract

CERAMICS
Building
Example Classes: Wheel Throwing, Hand Building, Molding 
Firing 
Example Classes: Kiln Loading, Firing Tecniques
Glazing
Example Classes: Glazing & Finishing 
Workshops
Workshop Example: Artist Talks and Demonstrations 
DANCE
Children's Classical
Example Classes: Ballet, Lyrical 
Children's Modern
Example Classes: Jazz, Hip-Hop, Tap, Creative Dance 
Children's Workshops $10-$200
Adult Classical
Example Classes: Ballet, Lyrical 
Adult Modern
Example Classes: Hip-Hop, Tap, Jazz
Adult Ballroom
Example Classes: Swing, Salsa, Waltz
Adult Workshops $10-$300
DRAMA
Acting Technique
Example Classes: Improvisation, Beginning Acting
Technical Theater
Example Classes: Set Building, Lighting/ Audio 
Performance
Example Classes: Musical Theater, Scene Study 
Workshops
Example Workshops: Audtion Workshops, Theater Camps

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$40-$250

$10-$300

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

$30-$150

$30-$150

$30-$150

$30-$150

$40-$250

$40-$250

TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232

$50-$300

$40-$300

$20-$300

$10-$300

$30-$150

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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MUSIC
Perucssion
Example Classes: Drumming, Muisc & Rhythm 
Strings
Example Classes: Guitar, Violin 
Horns
Example Classes: Trumpet, Saxophone, Clarinet 
Keyboard
Example Classes: Piano, Group Keyboarding 
Voice
Example: Group & Private Voice 
Music Methodologies 
Example: Music Theory, Music History 
Workshops
Example: Music PR, Breaking into the Music Business 
VISUAL ARTS
Children's Drawing
Example Classes: Pre-School Drawing, Cartooning 
Children's Painting
Example Classes: Acrylic & Watercolor Painting 
Children's Design
Example Classes: Color and Light, Graphic Design 
Children's Mixed Media
Example Classes: Print Making, Storybook Building 
Children's Workshops

Adult Drawing
Example Classes: Landscape, Figure, Still Life Drawing 
Adult Painting
Example Classes: Acyrlic, Oil, and Watercolor Painting 
Adult Design
Example Classes: Graphic Design, Fashion Design 
Adult Mixed Media

Adult Workshops

Performance Admission Fees

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2007-232 and associated staff report.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

Cost to City Based on Performer

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$40-$300

$40-$300

$40-$300

$40-$300Example Classes: Apparel Construction, Weaving, Sculpting 

$10-$300
       

Demonstrations 

$40-$120

$40-$120

$40-$150

$40-150

$10-$250Example Workshops: Cartoon Workshop, Fused Glass Making 

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$50-$200

$10-$300

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232

$50-$200
Reso. 2013-086
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City Manager's Department
Recreation Division

Division Contact:  Kim Scarlata, Recreation Manager

* Fees are set by this Department annually and are not subject to automatic CPI adjustments.

Advertising Fee for Activity Guide¹
 Full page, back cover $1,000
Full page, inside back cover $500
½ page, inside $350
¼ page, inside $200

Insurance Processing Fee $35  / transaction
Fee for public purchase of event Insurance

Program Transaction Fee $5  / transaction
Applied to withdrawal, refund, credit or 

Fac. Rental Applic. Processing Fee $35  / transaction
            

Early Registration Discount ($10) / registration
   

Online Registration Discount ($10) / registration
   

Sibling Registration Discount 10% / registration
  

20% / registration

Baby Sitter Training $85/Non-Res $77/Res
Cardio Kick Boxing $55/Non-Res $50/Res
Cheer Prep $50/Non-Res $45/Res
Cheer-Preschool $50/Non-Res $45/Res
Classic Gym-Preschoolers $53/Non-Res $48/Res
Classic Gym-Youth $57/Non-Res $52/Res

CPR/FA $55/Non-Res $50/Res
Dog Obedience-Advanced $105/Non-Res $95/Res
Dog Obedience-Basic $127/Non-Res $115/Res

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code SF Ft - Square Feet
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code hr(s) - hour(s)

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/1-day session
/7-week session
/7-week session

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice Res - Resident; Non-Res, Non-resident

/2-day session
/6-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session
/4-week session

Reso. 2013-086

¹Applied to advertising in City's Activity Guide 

Range of Fee Increase for Contract 
 To be used based on staff’s assessment of 

     PROPOSED SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
ADMINISTRATION TMC §3.36.010; Reso. 2007-232



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 16 of 51

Golf Lessons-Adult $66/Non-Res $60/Res
Gymnastic Camps $66/Non-Res $60/Res
Just 4 Kicks-Preschool $79/Non-Res $72/Res
Just 4 Kicks-Youth $79/Non-Res $72/Res /8-week session
KidSAFE $99/Non-Res $90/Res
LEGO Camp (Half Day) $189/Non-Res $172/Res /per week
Mad Science (Half Day) $185/Non-Res /$169/Res /per week
Preschool AM $193/Non-Res $175/Res /per calendar month
Preschool PM $418/Non-Res $380/Res /per calendar month
Safety Club $21/Non-Res $18/Res /1-day workshop
SNAP Summer Day Camp $55/Non-Res $50/Res /per week
SNAP After School Program $28/Non-Res $25/Res /per week
Tennis-Adult $55/Non-Res $50/Res /4-week session
Tennis-Tiny Tots $48/Non-Res $44/Res /4-week session
Tennis-Youth $55/Non-Res $50/Res /4-week session
Tracy Online Learning $97/Non-Res $88/Res /6-week session
Yoga-Adults $35/Non-Res $32/Res /4-week session
Yoga-Seniors $33/Non-Res $30/Res /per calendar month
Action Gymnastics $83/Non-Res $75/Res /8-week session
Action Gymnastics Parent/Tot $28/Non-Res $25/Res /4-week session

Action Gymnastics Parent/Tot Adv $33/Non-Res $30/Res /4-week session

Zumba 10-day Pass $88/Non-Res $80/Res /10-day pass 
Zumba 20-day Pass $165/Non-Res $150/Res /20-day pass
Zumba Drop In $13/Non-Res $10/Res /per drop in
Tai Chi $44/Non-Res $40/Res /6-week session
Tiny Tots Hooked on Books $53 /Non-Res $48/Res /4-week session  
Basic Gardening $28/Non-Res $25/Res /4-week session
Bowling for Beginners $99/Non-Res $90/Res 6-week session
Camps-Biology Camp $220/Non-Res $200/Res /per week
Camps-Build a Robot $198/Non-Res $180/Res /per week
Camps-Chess $59/Non-Res $54/Res /3-week session
Camps-Eagal Lakes $94/Non-Res $85/Res /3-day session
Camps-Kidsafe $99/Non-Res $90/Res /3-week session
Computer Tech Camp $204-$149/Non-Res $185-135/Res /5-day session
Fly Fishing $33/Non-Res $30/Res /1-day workshop
Just 4 Hoops $59/Non-Res $54/Res /6-week session
Just 4 Kicks Camps Preschoolers $94/Non-Res $85/Res /5-day session
Just 4 Kicks Camps Youth $110/Non-Res $100/Res /5-day session
Kindergarten Tutoring $63/Non-Res $57/Res /4-week session
Tae Kwon Do Tots $47/Non-Res $43/Res /4-week session
Tennis Camp Preschoolers $50/Non-Res $45/Res /1-week session
Tennis Camp Youths $55/Non-Res $50/Res /1-week session

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/4-week session Reso. 2013-086
/per week
/8-week session

/10 -week session

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

PROPOSED SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES, CONTINUED

TMC §3.36.010
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Adventure Thursdays Field Trip $65/Non-Res $59/Res /per trip Reso. 2013-086
Arthritis Foundation Tai Chi $64/Non-Res $58/Res /8-day session
Athletic Perfection - Play Date $23/Non-Res $20/Res /1-day session
Athletic Perfection - Discover the $50/Non-Res $45/Res /4-week session
Camps - Fencing $220/Non-Res $200/Res /per week
Camp - Flag Football $165/Non-Res $150/Res /per week
Camps - Skyhawks Basketball $54/Non-Res $49/Res /4-sessions
Camps  -Skyhawks Baseball $54/Non-Res $49/Res /4-sessions
Camps - Skyhawks Sports $175/Non-Res $159/Res /per week
Camps - Tennis $165/Non-Res $150/Res /per week
Classic Gym - Open Gym $13/Non-Res $10 Res /per drop-in
Classic Gym - Crafty Time $72/Non-Res $65/Res /4-week session
Classic Gym - School's Out Party $20 /per drop-in
Fencing for Beginners $99/Non-Res $90/Res /4-week session
Get Up & Moving Fitness $66-$220/Non-Res $60-$200/Res /4, 10, 20-day 
Leaders in Training: Jr Rec Leaders $83/Non-Res $75/Res /2-day session
Tai Chi Arthritis Foundation $70/Non-Res $64/Res /6-sessions
Tennis - Cardio Workshop $28/Non-Res $25/Res /1-day workshop
Workshop Series for Adults $8/Non-Res $5/Res /1-day workshop
Yoga - Adults $83/Non-Res $75/Res /10-day pass 

YOUTH & TEENS
BBQ and Game Day $3
Teen Swim Events $5
Teen Events
   Minimum $5
   Maximum $20
Girls Retreat $10
Teen Camps $77/Non-Res/week
Teen Chill Out Night (Movie & Popcorn) $3
Extreme Sports Day (competition registration) $10
Fashion Show $10
Ski/Snowboard Trip $90

$125
$125

$55
$5

Minimum: $50
Maximum: $100

$0
*Fee ranges based on direct costs $5

$5

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

/ drop-in for members
/ scrapbooking class 
/ cooking class

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

/rental & lift ticket
/rentals, lift & lesson
/ transportation only
/ helmet rental

S.A.F.E. (Teen After School 
Program)

/ membership/school yr

 / person
$70/Res/week

 / person
 / person
 / person
/ lift ticket only

 / person
 / person

 / person
 / person

/ membership/school yr

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

NEW SPECIAL INTEREST 
(CONTRACTOR) CLASSES

TMC §3.36.010



City of Tracy Master Fee Schedule, 2014
Page 18 of 51

MCYSN
Mobile recreation (Roll’n Rec) $0  / person Reso. 2013-086

YOUTH DEVELOPMENT
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $180 / regular-per month
   Maximum $240 / regular-per month
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $15  / daily-per day
   Maximum $24  / daily-per day
ROC (Recreation on Campus After School)*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $105  / hourly-per month
   Maximum $144  / hourly-per month
Summer Camp (Full Day) 7am-6pm*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $140 / week
   Maximum $192 / week

$35 / week
Summer Camp 9am-3pm ONLY*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

Summer Camp (Half Day)
9am-12pm or 1pm-4pm*
*Fee ranges based on direct costs

   Minimum $65 / week
   Maximum $90 / week

SENIORS
Senior Health & Wellness

Wii Jubilee Fitness $0 / class 
Virtues $0 / class 
Power Walk $0 / class 
Cardio and Core $1 / class
Cardio and Stretch $1 / class
Tone Your Body $1 / class
Abs, Backs and Gluts $1 / class
Cardio Drill $1 / class
25 Visit - Senior Fitness Pass $20  / card
Tai Chi $44/Non-Res $40/Res

Senior Arts & Music
Senior Idol $0 / class 
Wood Carving $0 / class 
Arts & Craft Class $0 / class 
Arts & Craft Project $5 min/$10 max / project
Painting $0 / class 

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Summer Camp Extended Care Fees (7am-9am, 3pm-

$150 / week

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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SENIORS, Senior Health and Wellness, Continued

Scrapbooking $0 / class Reso. 2013-086
Sewing $0 / class 
Beading $7 / month
Card Making $2  / class
Tap Dancing $2  / class
Line Dancing $2  / class
Country Jams $2  / class

Senior Recreation
Tea Social $0 / class 
Bingo $0 / class 
Social Recreation Programs $0 / class 
Table Games $0 / class 

Senior Special Events
Minimum $5 / event
Maximum $20 / event
Booth for Special Events 
St. Patty’s Day & Oktoberfest Lunch $5 / person
Dances $5 / person
Fashion Show $0 / class 
SNAP Friday Night Dance $0 / class 
20 Visit Drop-In Activities Card $20 / card

Senior Trips
Bus Trips $33/Non-Res $30/Res

Senior Social Services 
Lunch Program $0  / month
AARP Programs $0  / month
Other Services $0  / month
Clubs $0  / month

ATHLETICS
Adult Sports 

Adult Slow Pitch Leagues*
  Minimum $280 / team
  Maximum $520 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & srvcs

Adult/Youth Fast Pitch Leagues*
  Minimum $450 / team
  Maximum $600 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & srvcs

Adult/Youth Softball Tournament*
  Minimum $250 / team
  Maximum $500 / team
*Tournaments vary based on type of tournament and awards provided

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

TMC §3.36.010

$25/non profit; $50 for profit per event
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ATHLETICS
Adult Sports, Continued Reso. 2013-086

Adult Softball Protest Fee $25
Adult Flag Football League
  Minimum $400 / team
  Maximum $600 / team
*League fees pending format, number of games & services

Adult Kick Ball League ¹
  Minimum $275 / team
  Maximum $400 / team

 ¹
Youth Sports

Youth Basketball League (Youth Hoops) Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
  Minimum $75 $75
  Maximum $85 $80
Jr. Giants Youth Baseball (Free Program) $0 $0
Youth Sports Camps Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
  Minimum $60 $60
  Maximum $88 $80
Flag Football League Per Non-Res Player Per Res Player
Minimum $75 $75
Maximum $99 $90

AQUATICS
General Recreation Swim

Individual Entrance Fee $2 / person
10-Visit Pass $25  / pass

Swim Lessons
Parent/Tot $55 / parent/tot
Learn To Swim*

  Minimum $29/Non-Res $26/Res/team

  Maximum $66/Non-Res $60/Res 2 week 
session

*Fees vary based on number of instruction days

Water Aerobics
Drop-In $4  / person
10-Visit Pass $30  / pass

Lap Swimming
Individual Entrance Fee $3  / person
10-Visit Pass $25  / pass

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

TMC §3.36.010

/ per protest

League Fees pending format, number of games & services.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Other Classes/Programs

      Introduction to Lifesaving $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 
session Reso. 2013-086

      Swim Camp $80/Non-Res $75/Res 2 week 
session

      Diving $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 
session

      Basic Water Polo $60/Non-Res $55/Res 2 week 
session

     Lifeguard Training $253/Non-Res $230/Res 1 week 
session

     Private Swim Lesson (one ½-hour session) $105/Non-Res $100/Res 2 week 
session

     Discover SCUBA $18/Non-Res $15/Res
SPECIAL EVENTS

  Event Ticket
  Minimum $18 / person
  Maximum $40 / person $30
Event Booth Fee
  Minimum $25  / booth
  Maximum $150  / booth $75

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 2011-101 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City of Tracy Parks and Community Services Department, General Fund, Cost of Services Study Findings,
    June, 2008, prepared by MGT of America, Inc.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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Note: The DS Department fees in this Schedule do not include:

▪ development impact fees adopted under the Mitigation Fee Act; 

▪ mitigation fees (ie habitat mitigation, agricultural mitigation fees); 

▪ fees adopted by separate agreement with a developer.

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARMENT
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Development Services Department FY1415 1.02556

Building Safety and Fire Prevention Division 1.04956 FY1314 1.024

Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development and Engineering Services
Kevin Jorgensen, Chief Building Official and Acting Fire Marshal

Note: Whenever called for, employee hourly rates are based on the particular employee position, salary, benefits & overhead.

Building Safety

Building Permit Fee

Electrical Permit
Mechanical Permit
Plumbing Permit

1997 UAC §304.5.2

Employee hourly rates

Strong Motion Instrumentation Tax (SMI)

Elevator Permit $96  plus $2
Elevator, escalator or moving walk
Commercial dumbwaiter $27 plus  $2

$58 GC §66014

Bldg./Moving or Oversized Load-Initial insp. fee $108 TMC §9.32.040
Expedited Plan Check and Inspection Fees TMC §3.36.010

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

 for each $1,000 or fraction over $10,000

Electrical Meter Re-Set (City safety inspection before 
PG&E turns on utilities.)

Employee hourly rates

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

PRC §2705
Group R (Resid). occupancies, one to three stories in 
height except for hotels and motels:

All other buildings (commercial):

 for each $1,000 or fraction over $40,000

Valuation X $0.0001 (minimum $0.50)

Valuation X $0.00022 (minimum $0.50)

Amount established by 1997 Uniform Administrative 
Code, Tables 3-A through 3-D and §304

GC §66014, H&S §17951, 
Uniform Adm Code Section 304 
& Table 3A-D.                                    
TMC §9.02.030, 9.08.080,                  
CFR Title 24

(Based upon project value, as determined by building 
valuation data table, with regional modifiers, as most 
recently published in the “Building Safety Journal”.)

Investigation Fee (when work was begun without 
permit)

Equal to amount of permit fee, in addition 
to permit

Title 24 Energy Inspection  (including Photovoltaic 
Systems)

GC §66014, CFR Title 24

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Micro-Imaging Fees:

Reso. 2013-086

$0.08 each +2%¹

    

$0.81 each +2%¹

$0.14 each +2%¹

$0.49 each +2%¹

$1 each +2%¹
   

Fire Prevention

Permit fee $103 /Permit $100
Inspection fee: plus:

Employee Hourly Rate

$43 $42

$59 $58

$87 $84

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Type B: open candles, flames & torches.

Type C: covered mall buildings; fire hydrants & valves; 
liquid or gas-fueled vehicles or equipment in 
assembly buildings; private fire hydrants.

Type D: aviation facilities; cellulose nitrate film; 
cutting & welding; hot work operations; magnesium; 
temporary membrane structures, tents & canopies.

TMC §3.36.010 and CFC 113
Annual Operational Fire Permit and 
Inspection

CFC 113

Type A: amusement buildings; Christmas tree lots; 
exhibits & trade shows; open burning; pyroxylin 
plastics; rooftop heliports; haunted houses & corn 
mazes; pumpkin patches.

Sign Permit
Based on valuation for building and 
electrical permits

TMC §9.28.050

Note: The Chief Building Official and Acting Fire Marshal has the authority to not charge wholly duplicative fees, for example for a construction fire 
permit and operational fire permit in the same year.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for  pick-up and delivery):

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or gray scale 
document with 2” field index

 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black & white or 
gray scale document with a two field index

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color document, with a two-
field index

 ▪ 18” x 24” color document,  with a two-field index

 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, with a two field index

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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$119 $116 CFC 113

$178 $174

$265 $258

$357 $348

$530 $517

Fire sprinkler plan check
$87 $84

$260 $253

Fire sprinkler inspection
$265 $258
$492 $480

Alarm plan check
$357 $348

Alarm inspection
$178 $174

Hood and duct
Plan check $43 /applic. $42
Inspection $135 /applic. $132

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$0 - $20,000
$20,001+ Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

$5,001 - $20,000
$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

$0 - 20,000
$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

CFC 105.7

$0 - $5,000

$5,001 - $20,000

$20,001 + Fee will be based on employee hourly rate

$0 - $5,000

Type E: aerosol products; carnivals & fairs; 
combustible fibers; compressed gasses; dry cleaning 
plants; fruit & crop ripening; industrial ovens; 
miscellaneous combustible storage; wood products; 
floor finishing.

Type F: above/below ground fuel storage tank 
installation, per tank; combustible dust-producing 
operations; cryogenic fluids; flammable & 
combustible liquids; LP-gas; organic coatings; places 
of assembly; repair garages & motor fuel-dispensing 
facilities; spraying or dipping; storage of scrap tires & 
tire byproducts; tire-rebuilding plants; fumigation & 
thermal insecticidal fogging.

Type G: above/below ground fuel tank removal, per 
tank; lumber yards & woodworking plants; 
refrigeration equipment; production facilities; live 
audiences.

Type H: explosives; hazardous materials; hazardous 
production material facilities; pyrotechnic/special 
effects displays; waste handling facilities.

Type I: high-piled storage.
Construction Fire Permit, Including Plan Check, Review 
and Inspection

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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State Mandated Occupancy Inspection

Pre-inspection request:
$54 $52

$108 $105

$135 $132

$305 $297
Hydrant System Flow Testing

Testing $343 / test $335
Witnessing $119 / test $116

Fire Reinspection Fee will be based on employee hourly rate Ordin. 1192, Section 106.2.3
Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:

Building:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.

 ▪ 1997 Uniform Administrative Code adopted by TMC §9.02.030.

Fire Safety:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2008 MGT of America, Inc. Fire Department cost of services study. (Note: based on this study, many fees
    are now set at 50% of actual cost).
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept. (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059.)
   (See also Feb 18, 2003 staff report).

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

   25 or less

   26 or more

Day care, 14 or fewer

Day care, more than 14, or  Convalescent Home

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
Title 19, CCR  H & S Section 
13235
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Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development Services Department
Ana Contreras, Code Enforcement Officer

 ▪ Administrative Citations and Penalties: TMC Chapter 1.28.
 ▪ Public Nuisance Abatement: TMC Chapter 1.32.
 ▪ Abandoned Shopping Carts: TMC Chapter 6.24.

Development Services Department
Code Enforcement Division

The Code Enforcement Division has no fees as such. However, there are various 
fines and costs of abatement established in the Tracy Municipal Code under the 
following chapters:
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                  Department Contact:  Amie Mendes, Analyst

The Economic Development Division has no fees.

established in the Tracy Municipal Code under the following chapters:

Development Services Department
Economic Development Division
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Development Services Department
Engineering Division

Department Contact:  Victoria Dion, City Engineer
Cris Mina, Senior Civil Engineer

LEGAL AUTHORITY

AGREEMENT PROCESSING FEE $6,607 / agmt TMC §3.36.010
$6,442 / agmt Reso. 2013-086

GRADING TMC §12.12.070
Grading plan check (base amount) $2,524
  0-10,000 cubic yards (CY) Base amt. $2,589
  10,001-100,000 CY Base amt. plus $137 /10,000 CY

  100,001-200,000 CY Base amt. plus $117 /10,000 CY

  200,000 + CY Additional Base amt. plus $91 /10,000 CY
Grading permit and inspection TMC §12.12.070
  5 or fewer lots (residential or commercial) $1,427 $1,463
  Subdivisions (5 or more lots) $3,605 $3,697
  Additional plan review required by multiple Hourly personnel costs $103 /hour
  changes, additions, revisions after initial Hourly personnel costs $103 /hour
  review completed. Hourly personnel costs $100 /hour

SUBDIVISIONS
Tentative subdivision map (See Planning) TMC §12.12.070; 12.16.060

Vesting tentative subdivision map (See Planning) TMC §12.28.050
Final Parcel Map Review $2,337 $2,397
Final Subdivision Map Review $1,895 $1,943 TMC §12.12.070
Map amendment review $1,164 $1,194
Certificate of correction $3,554 $3,645 TMC §12.28.050
Certificate of compliance – lot line adjustment $2,781 $2,852 TMC §12.04.080

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Deferred improvement agreement
Off-site improvement agreement
Park improvement and reimbursement agreement

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

Inspection improvement agreement
Subdivision improvement agreement
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LEGAL AUTHORITY

PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS TMC §3.36.010
Inspection improvement agreement $6,442 $6,607 Reso. 2013-086
(SIA, DIA, OIA, PIRA, any amendment) 
Plan check (% of improvement constr cost) 5.78%
Inspection (% of improvement constr cost) 3.50%
As-builts, review after construction $31 $32

Micro-Imaging Fees

 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or $0.08 each +2%¹
    gray scale document with 2” field index
 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black $0.81 each +2%¹
    and white or gray scale document with $0.79
    a two field index
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color $0.14 each +2%¹
    document with a two-field index $0.13

 ▪ 18” x 24” color document, $0.49 each +2%¹
    with a two-field index 0.47

 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, $1 each +2%¹
    with a two field index $1.37

SEGREGATON OF ASSESSMEMT $42  / lot
(Within any assessment districts) $41

RECORD OF SURVEY $313 $305

STREET/EASEMENT ABANDONMENT $1,521 $1,483

ENCROACHMENT PERMIT $370  plus $16 / Sq Ft or $53 / hr TMC §7.04.020

Sidewalks, plus whichever is less $58  plus $16 / Sq Ft or $53 / hr

Driveways, Curbs, plus whichever is less $58  plus $53 / hr

Trees, Utility Boxes/per hour $58 / permit plus $89 / hr 

(1 hour minimum) / permit plus $85 / hr 

Miscellaneous Encroachment Permit, plus $116 $113
hourly rate for inspection and engineering
review.

OVERSIZE LOAD PERMIT
Single Permit $16 $16
Annual or Blanket Permit (fix route) $95 $93

BUILDING MOVING OR OVERSIZED LOAD $589 TMC §9.32.040
Permit fee $604
Other                Hourly rate for City personnel

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for pick-up and delivery):

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
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REPRODUCTION, MAP
AND DOCUMENT SALES:

$15 $15
$79 $77
$22 $21

$5
$2  / sheet $1.55

CONSTRUCTION WATER METERS
Deposit for use of City-owned meter $793 $773
Service reinstatement fee $53 $52
Winter rates per ccf  (Nov - Apr)
  (100 cubic feet or 748 gal)
  0 - 12 ccf; 13 - 19 ccf; $1; $2 $1.03; $1.49
  20 - 191 ccf; 192+ ccf $2; $2 $1.70; $1.85
Summer rates per ccf  (May - Oct)
  0 - 18 ccf; 19 - 29 ccf $1; $2 $1.03; $1.49
  30 - 287 ccf; 288+ ccf $2; $2 $1.70; $1.85
Monthly service charge $10 / day + 15% adm fee plus:
(Meter code and size)
  LL (LIRA) – 1” $9 $8.96
  WL (LIRA) – varies $0 $0
  W1 - 5/8” or ¾” $12 $12.05
  W2 – 1” $22 $21.01
  W3 – 1 ½” $49 $48.05
  W4 – 2” $87 $85.23
  W5 – 3” $197 $191.84
  W6 – 4” $350 $341.19
  W7 – 6” $787 $767.61
  W8 – 8” $1,400 $1,364.80
  W9 – 10” $2,187 $2,132.51

NEW ADDRESS MAPPING FEES
Single-family $68  / lot $66
Multi-family projects, plus dwelling unit cost $68  / lot plus $66
In buildings with 5 or more units $34 / dwelling unit $33

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Subdivision Maps
Reproduction Fees

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

TMC §3.36.010
Reso. 2013-086

Standard Plans, Standard Specs, and
Design Standards
Parks Manual
Storm Drainage Master Plans

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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Development Services Department
Planning Division

Department Contact:  William Dean, Assistant Director of Development Services

The Planning Division fees represent application processing fees only, and do not reflect capital improvement
in-lieu fees, school fees, or any other city or other agency fees or deposits that may be applicable to the
proposed project. Regarding building permit fees, plan check fees and inspection fees, see Building Division.
Regarding encroachment permit fees, see Engineering Division.

Symbol Key

□ Plus Actual Costs Incurred: including fees for consultant services, environmental documentation
filing fees, other agency fees, etc.

● Environmental Assessment Fee not applicable.

PLANNING DIVISION APPLICATION PROCESSING FEES

Adult Business Use Permit Cost Recovery Agreement
Annexation $11,358 $11,075 TMC §10.08.4150
Appeal to City Council ● $299 $291
Appeal to Planning Commission ● $299 $291

Conditional Use Permit a

class A $5,733 $5,590
class B $3,651 $3,559

class A $573 $559
class B $368 $358

Development Review b

class A $4,234 $4,008
class B $3,008 $2,848

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Conditional Use Permit (Non-Profit 
Organizations)

TMC §10.08.4270(h)

TMC §10.08.4150

Generally, TMC §10.08.4150; 
12.12.070
TMC §10.28.808

TMC §10.08.4150
TMC §10.08.4150
TMC §10.08.4270(h)

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
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ENVIRONMENTAL CEQA Guidelines
§15045 (14 CCR 15045)

Environmental Assessment $105 $108
(charged for all projects not requiring a 

      

$1,498 $1,536
Environment Impact Report

General Plan Amendment TMC §10.08.4150
Lot Line Adjustment $430 $441 TMC §12.04.080; 12.12.070
Micro-Imaging Fees Reso. 2013-086

each each
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, black & white or $0.08 +2%¹
   gray scale document with 2” field index
 ▪ anything larger than 11” x 17”, black and $0.79 $0.81 +2%¹
   white or gray scale document with a two
   field index
 ▪ 11” x 17” and smaller, color document, $0.13 $0.14 +2%¹
   with a two-field index
 ▪ 18” x 24” color document, $0.47 $0.49 +2%¹
   with a two-field index
 ▪ 24” x 36” color document, $1.37 $1 +2%¹
   with a two field index

Noise Ordinance Variation $4,320 $4,327 TMC §4.12.780(B)(4)

Planned Unit Development $8,280 $8,491 TMC §10.08.4150

Planned Unit Development Amendment $4,746 $4,868

Planning Commission Determination $1,060 $1,087 TMC §10.08.4150

Residential Growth Allotment ● $1,760 $1,805

Sign Permit ● TMC §10.08.4150
Master Sign Program $1,067 $1,095
Individual Sign Complying w/MSP $79 $81
All other signs $481 $493

Specific Plan            Cost Recovery Agreement TMC §10.20.040(c)(1);
Specific Plan Amendment $5,379 $5,517 10.20.080

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

¹(+ 2% of invoice total for pick-up and delivery):

TMC §10.12.070(c);                  
GMO Guidelines §2 G

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Environmental Initial Study / Negative Declaration
           Cost Recovery Agreement
           Cost Recovery Agreement
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Temporary Use Permit ● $76 $78 TMC §10.08.4240;
10.08.4150

Tentative Map TMC §12.12.070
Parcel map $7,699 $7,896
5 – 100 lots $10,547 $10,817
100 & over lots $16,454 $16,874

Time Extension ● $443 $455 TMC §12.12.070 for Subd

Variance $709 $727 TMC §10.08.3630; 10.08.4150

 
Zoning TMC §10.08.4150

Zone Change $6,417 $2,758
Zone Text Amendment $2,637 $2,704
Zoning Research Letter ● $84 $86

a Conditional Use Permit -  Classification by type of project:

Residential Commercial

Class A: 4+ lots +3,000 Sq Ft or 4+ lots +10,000 Sq Ft or 4+ lots
Class B: 1-3 lots -3,000 Sq Ft or 1-3 lots -10,000 Sq Ft or 1-2 lots

b Development Review Permit - Classification by type of project:

Residential Commercial

Class A: 4+ units +3,000 Sq Ft +10,000 Sq Ft
Class B: 1-3 units -3,000 Sq. Ft. -10,000 Sq Ft 

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 98-373 and 1998 Cost of Services Study and Cost Allocation Plan, prepared by
    Management Services Institute.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Industrial

Industrial
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FIRE DEPARTMENT
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Fire Department

Department Contact: David Bramell, Division Chief

Note: The South County Fire authority has adopted separate fees for areas under its jurisdiction.

Illegal Burn Response $119 /hr/ engine, with ½ hr min TMC §3.36.010; CFC
Hazardous Materials Clean-Up

Special Event Fire Protection (Stand-by)

Weed Abatement
Fireworks Sales Permit Fee

$243 $238 TMC §3.04.040(a)

Public Display of Fireworks Actual costs for fire TMC §3.04.020

(In addition to inspection fee and 
permit fee specified under Fire 
Prevention, Annual Operational 
Fire Inspection and Permit, 
Inspection Type H.)

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation: 
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Dept. (City Council Resolution No. 2003-059.  See also
    February 18, 2003 staff report).
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study, prepared by MSI.

Legend:
 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code
 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code
 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code
 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

(Including  initial stand inspection,  safety seminar, 
and lottery processing.)

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations
 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
H&S - CA Health and Safety Code
FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY

Actual costs for all responding personnel

Actual costs for all responding personnel

Contract cost + 25% overhead charge
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POLICE DEPARTMENT
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Police Department

Department Contact:  Lani Smith, Support Operations Manager

LEGAL AUTHORITY

Alarm Permit; False Alarms
Alarm user permit $22 TMC §3.40.060
False alarm costs:
  4th response $32 $32 TMC §3.40.150
  5th response $59 $58
  6th response $76 $74
  7th response $87 $84

  (plus penalties) TMC Ch. 1.28
Animal Services TMC §3.36.010

Animal adoption, plus veterinary services $5 TMC §5.08.130(L)
Animal bite $32 $32
Board and care (daily): 
  for impounded dogs $16 $15
  for impounded cats $13 $12
Cat carrier $5 TMC §5.08.130
Cat neuter $54 $53
Cat spay $97 $95
Collar identification $2 $24
Dog neuter $108 $105 TMC §5.08.130

Dog spay $162 $159

Impound: 1 $22 TMC §5.08.130; 5.08.240

Impound: 2 $32 $32
Impound: 3+ $43 $42
*Impound, additional State fee for unaltered,
at large, animals: 1st; 2nd; 3rd $35;  $50  $100 FAC 30804.7
License fee: unaltered dogs $54 /yr $53 TMC §5.08.130
License fee: altered dogs $11 /yr $10
License fee: replacement for lost $5

License fee: late $22
Low cost spay/neuter voucher $22
Multiple pet permit application $27 TMC §5.08.420
Owner surrender:
  Live animal $49 $47
  Deceased animal (not at shelter) $22
Rabies vaccination voucher $17 $16 TMC §5.08.130
Vaccination $5 TMC §5.08.130
Veterinary costs At Cost

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

TMC §5.08.170; 
5.08.180; 5.08.240

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
BICYCLES

License and registration $6 /3 years TMC §3.20.060
Renewal $3 /3 years TMC §3.20.070

BINGO
License $54 $53 TMC §4.24.050
Renewal $11 $10

CARD ROOMS TMC §4.04.030
License and renewal $27 TMC §4.04.050
Dealer/work permit $65 plus $63 TMC §4.04.070
Department of Justice Fee $32 *

$16 $15 TMC §3.36.010

GC 26746.1

CLEARANCE LETTER (for immigration or other clearance le  $16 $15 TMC §3.36.010
plus fingerprint fees)
CONCEALED WEAPONS
Permit $100 * PC 26150; 26190

 (20% at application; 80% at permit issuance)
Department of Justice Processing Fee - Payable to DOJ $52 *
Department of Justice Live Scan Fee $95 *
Renewal $26 $25
Department of Justice Fee - Payable to DOJ $52 *
Amended License $10 $10
CRIME REPORT COPY $0.15 /page TMC §3.36.010

$0.15  /page bulletin entries

Traffic collision report (for other than victim) $10.00 VC 20012
DOJ, FBI AND FINGERPRINT

PC 11105
DOJ and FBI fee * $32-$100 * TMC §3.36.010
Fingerprint (City’s rolling fee) * $20 / request PC 26150
DUI GC §53150 - 53159; 

Accident response and investigation CVC 20012
Arrest and report Actual personnel cost, up to $1,000 *

Firearms Sales Permit $32 plus $31 PC 12071(a)(F)(7)
Department of Justice fee $32 *  

Massage Establishment
New $81 plus $77 TMC §4.20.060
Department of Justice fee $32 *
Renewal $27 TMC §4.20.040
Transfer of permit $81 $77 TMC §4.20.110
Change of location $27 TMC §4.20.130

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

CITATION SIGN-OFF FOR AGENCIES OUTSIDE THE CITY

Actual personnel cost, up to $12,000

/report + .15 /page after 25th page
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
Massage Permit

New $28 $26 plus $32* TMC §4.20.180
Renewal $28 $26 plus $32* TMC §4.20.160
(Plus fingerprint fees) DOJ, PC 11105
Registration by state certificate holder $0 TMC §4.20.155

Palmistry License Fee
New $595 $581 TMC §4.12.190
Renewal $379 $370 TMC §4.12.109

Police Photo (reproduction) $0.31 /photo TMC §3.36.010
Plus traffic photo processing fee to insurance company $45 plus $0.30 /photo VC 20012
Police Special Services Actual personnel costs GC §6257
(for school and other semi-public special events)
RESPOSSESSION RELEASE $16 / vehicle VC 9255 (3)
SECOND-HAND DEALER/PAWN BROKER
New or Renewal (Check payable to DOJ) $308 BP 21642.5
Department of Justice Livescan (for new permits) $33 PC 11105
Solicitor Permit $16 TMC §4.12.210; 3.36.010
Taxi Driver

Permit $119 $113 plus $32* TMC §3.16.030
Renewal $87 $82 TMC §3.16.040
Background investigation $11 $10 TMC §3.16.150
(City fingerprint fee)   

Tow Truck Driver/Attendant TMC §3.44.140
Permit $65 $62 plus $32*
Renewal $32 $31

Vehicle Release $117 / vehicle $114 VC 22850.5(a)
VIN Verification $22 / request TMC §3.36.010
Storage of Firearms $55 / firearm, plus $54 TMC §3.52.050

(per domestic violence protective order) $2 / day PC 12021.3(j)

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-047 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Res 2009-178, regarding animal services, and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City Council Res 2006-209 regarding alarm permits.
 ▪ 2003 Cost of Services Study Update, prepared by Finance Department.
 ▪ 1998 Cost of Service Study.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

                DOJ Fee

                DOJ Fee

                DOJ Fee

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
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Department Contact:  David Ferguson, Director

Note: This Master Fee Schedule does not include all fees, and excludes the following:

 ▪ Enterprise fund charges (water, sewer, storm water, airport, and transit); 

 ▪ Fines (imposed as penalties);
 ▪ Rates established by separate agreements.
 ▪ Rates established by landscape maintenance districts

Public Works Department
Administration, Community Facilities, Maintenance, and Operations Divisions

 ▪ Fees adopted under franchise agreements (cable franchise under TMC                                  
Chapter 8.10; franchise contractor for collection of solid waste, yard waste and 
recycling under TMC Chapter 5.20); 
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Public Works Department FY1415 1.02556

Community Facilities Division 1.04956 FY1314 1.024

Division Contact:  Brian MacDonald, Management Analyst II

LEGAL AUTHORITY
COMMUNITY CENTER RENTALS TMC §3.36.010
Main Hall (5,300 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
Week Day Only (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $36 /hour $35
Private Classification $61 /hour $59
Commercial Classification $86 /hour $84

Conference Room A or B (250 Sq Ft)
Week Day Only (2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $7 /hour
Private Classification $11 /hour
Commercial Classification $15 /hour $15

Entire Facility (6,200 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $40 $41 $61 $59
Private Classification $69 $70 $104 $101
Commercial Classification $97 $100 $148 $144

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold

Main Hall $400 $410 / rental
Conference Room A or B $200 $205  / rental
Entire Facility $400 $410 / rental

TRACY SPORTS COMPLEX MEETING ROOM RENTAL
TSC Meeting Room (700 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $14 /hour
Private Classification $25 $26 /hour
Commercial Classification $35 $36 /hour

Deposits

Meeting Room $200 $205  / rental

$200 /banner

¹ $4,000.00 Zone 1 Resolution 2010-025

$1,000.00 Zone 2
$1,000.00 Zone 3

¹ Zone 1: Eleventh Street between Lammers Road and Corral Hollow Road

Zone 2: Tenth Street between A Street and East Street
Zone 3: Central Avenue between Eleventh Street and Sixth Street

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

TMC Article 35,  
10.08.4465

For Each Over-the-Street Banner 
Location

For Each Street Light Banner Zone

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

Week Day/ Hour Week End/ Hour

An additional $200 Deposit is required 
for all activities where alcohol is sold

Banner Installation and Removal
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
TRACY TRANSIT STATION TMC §3.36.010
Room 103 or 104 (590 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $18 $28 $27
Private Classification $32 $33 $48 $47
Commercial Classification $45 $46 $70 $68

Rooms 103-104 Combined (1,180 sf)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $36 $37 $55 $54
Private Classification $63 $65 $97 $95
Commercial Classification $90 $92 $138 $135

Room 105 (913 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $28 $29 $43 $42
Private Classification $49 $50 $76 $74
Commercial Classification $70 $72 $108 $105

Lobby or Patio (1,762 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $18 $18 $28 $27
Private Classification $32 $33 $48 $47
Commercial Classification $45 $46 $70 $68

Entire Facility (4,445 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $82 $84 $126 $123
Private Classification $144 $148 $222 $216
Commercial Classification $205 $210 $316 $308

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold

All Rooms $200 per rental
TRACY CIVIC CENTER RENTAL
Council Chambers (3,500 Sq Ft)
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $20 $21 $36 $35
Private Classification $56 $57 $86 $84
Commercial Classification $80 $82 $123 $120

Conference Room #109 (500 Sq Ft)
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $15 $15 $24 $23
Private Classification $26 $27 $40 $39
Commercial Classification $38 $39 $57 $56

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
66.12228 TMC §3.36.010

Conference Room #203 (825 sf) Reso. 2013-086
(2 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $25 $26 $39 $38
Private Classification $44 $45 $68 $66
Commercial Classification $63 $65 $96 $94

Lobby and Both Conference Rooms
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $40 $41 $42 $60
Private Classification $70 $72 $74 $105
Commercial Classification $100 $103 $154 $150

Special Events in Civic Center Park
(May through October)

Full Service Event Coordination $1,538 $1,500
Deposit

An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold
Rental Deposit $410  / rental 400

PARK AND PICNIC AREA RENTAL
Park/Picnic ~ 1 to 50 people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $13 /hour 13
Private Classification $24 /hour 23
Commercial Classification $34 /hour 33

Park/Picnic ~ 51 to 100 people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $19 /hour $19
Private Classification $34 /hour $33
Commercial Classification $49 /hour $48

Park/Picnic ~ 101 + people
(4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $26 /hour $25
Private Classification $45 /hour $44
Commercial Classification $65 /hour $63

$46 / day / structure

$45

Non-Profit Org ~ $100 Max $103 / rental
Non-Profit Classification $100

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Week Day/Hour Week End/Hour

Inflatable Structures Administrative 
Fee

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

All Classifications: applied to all 
approved "jumpy requests to 
accompany a park rental.

SERVICE OR APPLICATION 46.18064
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
Deposits Per Rental TMC §3.36.010

Less than 50, traditionally activity $0 / rental Reso. 2013-086

50-100; or less than 5 non-
traditional

$103 /rental $100

101-200 attendees $205 /rental $200
201-300 attendees $308 /rental $300
301 and above attendees $513 /rental $500

PARKING LOT RENTAL
Locations and Availability at City 
Discretion
(10 hour maximum)
Base Fee $103 plus: $100, plus:
Use Fee: Per Parking Space
Non-Profit Classification $2
Private Classification $359 $350
Commercial Classification $5

MOBILE STAGE RENTAL        Non-Profit Per Rental
“A” Set Up (36’ X 14’) $328 $320 $815 $795
“B” Set Up (36’ x 18’) $513 $500 $2,225 $2,170
“C” Set Up (36’ x 22’) $585 $570 $2,877 $2,805

Deposits
All Stage Rentals $410  / rental $400

TENNIS COURT RENTAL

Rental Private League
Non-Profit Youth Classification $0 $5
 $0 $5
Private Classification $5 $7
Commercial Classification $10 $10

Lights Fee Private League
Non-Profit Youth Classification $0 $5
Non-Profit Adult Classification $0 $5
Private Classification $5 $10
Commercial Classification $0 $10

Deposits
Tennis Court Rental Deposit / day / crt $50

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

$12

$51

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

$15
Per Hour / Per Court

Tournament
$7

$10
$12

    Private Per Rental

Per Hour / Per Court
Tournament

$5
$10
$15

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
WEST HIGH SWIMMING POOL RENTALS TMC §3.36.010
Any Size Groups, When Organization Reso. 2013-086
Provides Own Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $59 /hour $58

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $113 /hour $111

Up to 50 People, Includes 2 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $108 /hour $105

Private Classification (Half Pool) $118 /hour $115

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $133 /hour $130

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $210 /hour $205

Private Classification (Full Pool) $231 /hour $225

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $251 /hour $245

Up to 75 People, Includes 3 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $123 /hour $120

Private Classification (Half Pool) $133 /hour $130

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $144 /hour $140

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $241 /hour $235

Private Classification (Full Pool) $262 /hour $255

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $282 /hour $275

Up to 100 People, Includes 4 Lifeguards 

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $138 /hour $135

Private Classification (Half Pool) $149 /hour $145

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $159 /hour $155

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $272 /hour $265

Private Classification (Full Pool) $292 /hour $285

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $313 /hour $305

100 to 150 People, Includes 5 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $154 /hour $150

Private Classification (Half Pool) $164 /hour $160

Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $174 /hour $170

Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $303 /hour $295

Private Classification (Full Pool) $323 /hour $315

Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $344 /hour $335

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations
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WEST HIGH SWIMMING POOL RENTALS, Continued

Over 150 People, Includes 6 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification (Half Pool) $169 /hour $165
Private Classification (Half Pool) $179 /hour $175
Commercial Classification (Half Pool) $190 /hour $185
Non-Profit Classification (Full Pool) $333 /hour $325
Private Classification (Full Pool) $354 /hour $345
Commercial Classification (Full Pool) $374 /hour $365

Deposits 
All Classifications, All Group Sizes $103 / rental $100

Additional WHS Pool Rental Fees
Restrooms (for non-pool events) $41 /hour $40
Restrooms (for non-pool events) $205 / day $200
Extra lifeguard (as deemed necessary 
by staff, based on event) $15 / hour / lifeguard $15

JOE WILSON COMMUNITY POOL RENTALS
Any Size Groups, When Organization
Provides Own Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification $51 /hour $50
Up to 50 People, Includes 2 Lifeguards

Non-Profit Classification $72 /hour $70
Private Classification $82 /hour $80
Commercial Classification $92 /hour $90

Up to 75 People, Includes 3 Lifeguards
Non-Profit Classification $87 /hour $85
Private Classification $97 /hour $95
Commercial Classification $108 /hour $105

Up to 100 People Max, Includes 4 Lifeguards
Non-Profit Classification $103 /hour $100
Private Classification $113 /hour $110
Commercial Classification $123 /hour $120

Deposits
All Classifications, All Group Sizes $103 / rental $100

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Reso. 2013-086

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
TMC §3.36.010

LOLLY HANSEN SENIOR CENTER RENTAL
Multi-Purpose Room (2,225 Sq Ft) Reso. 2013-086
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $13 /hour 13
Private Classification $24 /hour 23
Commercial Classification $0 / hour

Arts and Crafts Room (675 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $5 /hour 5
Private Classification $9 /hour 9
Commercial Classification $0 / hour 0

Entire Facility (4, 350 Sq Ft)
Week Day & Week End (4 hour minimum)

Non-Profit Classification $27 / hour 26
Private Classification $47 / hour 46
Commercial Classification $0 / hour
MOU – Hours Provided to Non-Profits/Gov $0 / hour

Deposits
An additional $400 Deposit is required for 
all activities where alcohol is sold

Multi-Purpose Room $205 / rental 200
Arts and Crafts Room $205 / rental 200
Entire Facility $205 / rental 200

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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LEGAL AUTHORITY
SPORT FACILITIES (TBP, TSC, Plasencia Fields, Tiago, Galli, & Bland Ball Fields) TMC §3.36.010
Hourly Fee ~ League/Individual

Non-Profit Youth Classification $5 / hour / field $5 Reso. 2013-086
Non-Profit Adult Classification $11 / hour / field $11
Private Classification $19 / hour / field $19
Commercial Classification $27 / hour / field $26

Lights Fee ~ League/Individual
Non-Profit Youth Classification $7 / hour / field $7
Non-Profit Adult Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Private Classification $12 / hour / field $12
Commercial Classification $18 / hour / field $18

$250 /rental

Storage Container License $0.40 /square foot of ground space
Daily Fee ~ Tournaments

Non-Profit Youth Classification $62 / hour / field $60 1.02556
Non-Profit Adult Classification $103 / hour / field $100 1.024
Private Classification $123 / hour / field $120 1.04956
Commercial Classification $123 / hour / field $120

Lights Fee ~ Tournaments
Non-Profit Youth Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Non-Profit Adult Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Private Classification $10 / hour / field $10
Commercial Classification $10 / hour / field $10

Staff for Sports Complex Use
Non-Profit Youth Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Non-Profit Adult Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Private Classification $26 / hour / complex $25
Commercial Classification $26 / hour / complex $25

Softball Field Preparations
A Prep – Light Watering $5 / preparation $5
B Prep – Light Watering, Minor Dragging $15 / preparation $13
C Prep – Full Field Preparation $40 / preparation $40
Use of Temporary Outfield Fencing $103 / field $100

Latest Fee Study or Staff Report Explanation:

 ▪ City Council Resolution No. 2013-086 and accompanying staff report.
 ▪ City of Tracy Parks and Community Services Department, General Fund, Cost of Services Study Findings,
   June, 2008, prepared by MGT of America, Inc.
∙ Approved by Parks Commission on March 13, 2014.

Legend:

 * Not subject to CPI adjustment CBC - CA Building Code B & P - CA Bus. & Professions Code

 TMC - Tracy Municipal Code PC - Penal Code

 GC - CA Government Code VC - Vehicle Code

 PRC - CA Public Resources Code CFC - CA Fire Code

H&S - CA Health and Safety Code

FAC - CA Food & Agriculture Code

Deposit for Baseball/Softball Bases

 CFR - Code of Federal Regulations

 DOJ - CA Department of Justice CCR - CA Code of Regulations

SERVICE OR APPLICATION PROPOSED FEE
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Department Contact:  Kuldeep Sharma

Note: This Master Fee Schedule does not include utility fees

Utilities Department



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 4 
 

REQUEST 
 

ACCEPT STATUS OF ANIMAL SHELTER PROJECT CIP 71064 AND CONSIDER THE 
OPTIONS TO EITHER AWARD THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO THE LOWEST 
BIDDER OR REJECT ALL BIDS AND AUTHORIZE STAFF TO RESCOPE AND REBID 
THE PROJECT 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
  

After completion of the design of the Animal Shelter facility, the project was advertised for 
construction bids.  The City has received an overwhelming response with nine bids and the 
total cost of the project is estimated to exceed the available budget.  This agenda item 
provides the project status and options for Council’s consideration to either award the 
construction contract by appropriating additional funds or reject all the bids and authorize 
staff to rescope and rebid the project. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 
The City’s existing Animal Shelter facility is located on Arbor Road between Holly Drive and 
MacArthur Drive east of the City’s wastewater treatment plant.  The Animal Shelter facility 
consists of an old stone masonry building and a modular building with minor improvements 
completed during the last decade for maintenance purposes. 
 
On April 2, 2013, City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement with Indigo 
Hammond & Playle Architects for completion of the design for the new Animal Shelter 
facility to be located on a 2.19 acre parcel at the south western corner of Grant Line Road 
and Paradise Road. 
 
Initially a total of $3.623 million was allocated for this project toward the cost of land, 
design, construction and inspection services.  Prior to the start of the preliminary design, 
various meetings were held with the stakeholders and it was realized that the cost, based 
on current needs and community expectations, were much higher than the available 
budget.  As a result the project budget was augmented to a total of $4.523 million during 
the 2013-2014 budget process.  This project competed with other priority projects in the 
City at that time and only a portion of the requested funds could be augmented for the 
Animal Shelter Project. 
 
After completion of 50% of the design, the consultant and staff made a presentation to City 
Council on June 18, 2013, and solicited public input for the project.  Based on the available 
information, and after considering various options, Council directed staff to proceed with the 
remaining design of the project. 
 
The consultant and staff worked very diligently to meet the basic needs of the facility and 
provide a cost effective and functional facility.  Staff explored options to use some of the 
existing equipment, caging and furniture to reduce the overall cost to stay within the 
available budget.  However, due to wear and tear and the life expectancy of such 
equipment, it was not practical to use such equipment or furniture in the new facility.   
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Recognizing the increasing cost of construction and present improvements in certain 
sections of the construction industry, staff and consultants divided the total project into base 
bid and additive alternates.  This would allow the City to award the construction contract for 
the base bid with or without additive alternates in the order of priority depending upon the 
availability of limited funds. 
 
The project was advertised for construction bids on February 6 and 13, 2014.  A total of 11 
additive bid items, in order of priority, were listed in the contract documents in addition to 
the base bid as follows:  
 

1. Add Sinks and Casework 
2. Not Used  
3. Add Cat Holding Cages 
4. Add Eight Parking Spaces 
5. Add Tubular Skylights 
6. Add Concrete Wrap at Column Base 
7. Add Grooming Equipment 
8. Add Landscaped Areas 
9. Add Dog Exercise Yards 
10. Add Perimeter Irrigated Trees 
11. Add Entry Trellis Sections 

 
A total of nine bids were received on March 13, 2014, as follows: 
 

Construction Company Base Bid 

D.G Granade Inc. Shingle Springs $   3,334,000 

Pacific Mountain Contractors, Concord $   3,413,538 

Diede Construction Inc., Woodbridge $   3,508,000 

Zovich Construction, Hayward $   3,530,000 
Younger General Contractors Inc., 
Rancho Cordova $   3,663,000 
SCS Simile Construction Service, 
Modesto 

 
$   3,764,000 

SW Allen Construction, Sacramento $   3,810,758 

Roebbelen Contractors, El Dorado Hills $   3,895.000 
Iomlan Construction Services Inc. 
Turlock $   3,978,422 

 
The contract documents require the award of construction to be made: 
 

• Either on the base bid plus additive bid items chosen in the order of priority as long 
as such cost is lower than the construction funding amount publically disclosed at 
the opening of the bids. 
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Or 

• On the basis of the base bid if no bid is received with cost less than the publically 
disclosed funding amount. 

 
All base bid costs and additive bid item costs are higher than the publically disclosed 
funding amount of $2.8 million.  The lowest monetary bid is from D.G. Granade 
Incorporated of Shingle Springs, California.  The bid analysis indicates that the low bid is 
responsive and the bidder is responsible.  D.G. Granade Incorporated has good references 
and has completed similar projects satisfactorily with other public agencies.   
 
After reviewing the cost of additive alternates and the urgency of each additive alternate, 
staff believes that at this time only additive alternate 1 to 3 (additive alternate 2 is not used 
in this bid) be added to the base bid if the project is awarded for construction.  With 
completion of base bid with additive alternates 1 to 3 the facility will be functional.  The 
other additive alternates include some equipment and other site improvements which can 
be deferred for future completion with the future Phase Two improvement of the facility. 
 
D. G. Granade Incorporated of Shingle Springs is still the lowest monetary bidder for base 
bid with bid alternates 1 and 3.  The total cost of the project is estimated to be as follows if 
the project is awarded for construction for base bid with additive alternate 1 to 3. 

 
Base Bid Amount + additive bids 1 - 3 $ 3,462,600 
Contingency (10%) $    346,260 
Right of Way Acquisition $    300,000 
Design Cost (Consultant) $    402,400 
Design City (Plan Check, Building Permit & Project 
Management) $      70,000 
Utility Connection Fees (Gas, Electric, Telephone, Cable) $      50,000 
City Inspection and Project Management $      80,000 
Special Inspections (Specialized Consultants) $      40,000 
Design Support during Construction and Construction 
Management (Consultant) 

 
$    179,200 

City-wide management $    225,000 
Furniture, Appliances and Other equipment $      40,000 
Total Project Cost Estimate $ 5,195,460 

Total Project Budget                    $ 4,523,000 
Additional funding required to award the construction 
contract and to complete the project 

 
    $    672,460 

 
In order to complete the construction of the Animal Shelter Project, staff believes that there 
are two options at this time as listed below.   
 

1. Award the construction contract to the lowest bidder for base bid and additive 
alternatives 1 to 3.   

 
City Council may choose this option to award the construction contract to the lowest 
bidder by authorizing a supplemental appropriation of $672,460 from the General 
Project Fund 301 to Animal Shelter Facility Project CIP 71064. 
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The Animal Shelter Facility project is a Council priority project competing with other 
projects potentially funded from the limited amount available from the General Project 
Fund 301.  This appropriation request will be presented to Council for its consideration 
in the CIP workshop scheduled on April 15, 2014, prior to the Council’s regular meeting. 
 
If Council exercises this option, staff will work diligently with the construction 
management consultant to ensure effective use of construction contingency amounts 
and complete additional additive items from any saving achieved during construction.   
 
During construction, design support and construction management services will be 
needed from the consultant who designed the project since staff is preoccupied by the 
existing work load.  The consultant will be reviewing Reports for Information (RFI) and 
checking shop drawings from the contractor.  In addition, services will be needed for 
resolution of conflicts, unforeseen conditions, substitution of materials and overall 
construction management of the project including review of progress payments, change 
order and field inspections.  The consultant has submitted and staff has reviewed a 
proposal to complete these tasks for a not to exceed amount of $179,200 on a time and 
materials basis. 
 
2. Reject all construction bids for the Animal Shelter Project CIP 71064 and authorize 

staff to rescope and rebid the project. 
 

If Council chooses this option, staff will work with the consultant to reduce the scope of 
work by reducing the facility size.  This will require an amendment to the consultants 
Professional Services Agreement and the project will incur additional design costs.  
Since the existing project is fully designed in terms of structure, architecture, heating, 
ventilation, plumbing, electrical, etc., any deletion will trigger involvement of the 
specialty consultant work. 
 
Staff believes by reducing the scope of work of the project, the facility size may be 
reduced but it may not be able to provide effective services at the desired level.  The 
proportionate benefit of savings in cost may not be enough to offset the reduction in 
level of services.  However, staff has not completed any thorough study or analysis and 
its finding are based upon preliminary information. 

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and is not related to the Council’s Strategic 
Plans. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
 

If Council decides to reject the bids, there is no impact to the General Fund.   
 
If Council exercise option one, a supplement appropriation of $672,460 is needed from 
General Project Fund 301 to CIP 71064 to complete the Animal Shelter Project. 
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RECOMMENDATION: 
 
 That City Council accept the status of Animal Shelter Project CIP 71064 and consider one 

of the following two options;  
 

1. By resolution award the construction contract for Tracy Animal Shelter Project CIP 
71064, to D. G. Granade, Incorporated of Shingle Springs, California in the amount 
of $3,462,600, for base bid with additive alternate bid items 1 to 3, authorize 
approval of Amendment 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with Indigo 
Hammond and Playle Architects in the amount of $179,200, authorize a 
supplemental appropriation in the amount of $672,460 from the General Project 
Fund 301 to CIP 71064, and authorize the Mayor to execute the construction 
contract and the amendment to the Professional Services Agreement. 

 
2. By resolution, reject all bids received for the Animal Shelter Project CIP 71064 and 

authorize staff to rescope and rebid the project. 
 
Prepared by:  Kuldeep Sharma, Utilities Director 
 
Reviewed by: Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by:   Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Attachment A – Amendment No. 1 to PSA Indigo Hammond & Playle CIP 71064   
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RESOLUTION 2014 -________ 
 

ACCEPTING THE STATUS OF THE ANIMAL SHELTER PROJECT CIP 71064 AND 
AWARDING THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO THE LOWEST BIDDER D. G. GRANADE 

INC. OF SHINGLE SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA, FOR THE BASE BID WITH ADDITIVE 
ALTERNATES 1 TO 3, APPROVING AMENDMENT 1 TO THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH INDIGO HAMMOND AND PLAYLE ARCHITECTS, AUTHORIZING A 
SUPPLEMENT APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO 

EXECUTE THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AND AMENDMENT 1 TO THE 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 

 
 WHEREAS, On April 2, 2013, City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement 
with Indigo Hammond & Playle Architects for completion of the design for the new Animal 
Shelter facility, and 
 
 WHERAS, Initially the total budget allocated to this project was $3.623 million which 
included the cost of land, design, construction and inspection services, and 
 
 WHEREAS, Soon after the design process was started it was realized that the cost, 
based on current needs and community expectations, was much higher than the available 
budget, and 
 

WHEREAS, The project budget was augmented to a total of $4.523 million during the 
2013-2014 budget process, and 
  
 WHEREAS, After completion of 50% of the design, the consultant and staff made a 
presentation to City Council and solicited public input for the project at which time Council 
directed staff to proceed with the remaining design of the project, and 
 
 WHEREAS, Due to uncertainty of construction bid costs and improvement in the 
construction industry, the project was divided into a base bid and 11 additive alternate bid items 
to maximize the project improvements within the available budget, and 
 
 WHEREAS, The project was advertised for construction bids on February 6 and 13, 
2014, and  
 
 WHEREAS, A total of nine bids were received on March 13, 2014, and  
 
 WHEREAS, The contract documents allow the City to award base bids with or without 
additive alternate bid items listed in the order of priority, and 
 
 WHEREAS, The lowest monetary bid is from D. G. Granade Inc. of Shingle Springs, 
California, and 
  
 WHEREAS, Staff recommends award of base bid and additive alternates 1 to 3 be 
made for effective and functional use of the Animal Shelter Facility, and  
 

WHEREAS, The base bid and additive alternate bids from D. G. Granade, Inc. of Shingle 
Springs, California, is the lowest monetary bid in the amount of $3,462,600, and 
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WHEREAS, Additional funding of $672,460 is still needed to complete this project and 
such funding can be appropriated from the General Project Fund 301, and 

 
WHEREAS, Design support services and construction management services are 

needed from the project consultant, Indigo Hammond and Playle Architects, and 
 
WHEREAS, The consultant has submitted and staff has reviewed the proposal for 

providing the design support and construction management services for not to exceed amount 
of $179,200; 

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council accepts the status of the 

Animal Shelter Project CIP 71064 and awards the construction contract to the lowest bidder D. 
G. Granade, Inc. of Shingle Springs, California, for the base bid with additive alternates 1 to 3 for 
an amount of $3,462,600, approves amendment 1 to the Professional Services Agreement with 
Indigo Hammond and Playle Architects for design support services and construction 
management for a not to exceed amount of $179,200, authorizes supplement appropriation of 
$672,460 from the General Project Fund 301 to CIP 71064, and authorizes the Mayor to 
execute the construction contract and amendment 1 to the Professional Services Agreement.  
 

* * * * * * * * * *  
The foregoing Resolution 2014-____________ was adopted by the City Council on the 

15th day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

  
                                                                             ______________________________                                                                                
                                                                              MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
CITY CLERK 



RESOLUTION 2014 -________ 
 

ACCEPTING THE STATUS OF THE ANIMAL SHELTER PROJECT CIP 71064 AND 
REJECTING ALL CONSTRUCTION BIDS AND AUTHORIZING STAFF TO RESCOPE AND 

REBID THE PROJECT 
 
 WHEREAS, On April 2, 2013, City Council approved a Professional Services Agreement 
with Indigo Hammond & Playle Architects for completion of the design for the new Animal 
Shelter facility, and 
 
 WHERAS, Initially the total budget allocated to this project was $3.623 million which 
included the cost of land, design, construction and inspection services, and 
 
 WHEREAS, Soon after the design process was started it was realized that the cost, 
based on current needs and community expectations, were much higher than the available 
budget, and 
 

WHEREAS, The project budget was augmented to a total of $4.523 million during the 
2013-2014 budget process, and 
  
 WHEREAS, After completion of 50% of the design, the consultant and staff made a 
presentation to City Council and solicited public input for the project at which time Council 
directed staff to proceed with the remaining design of the project, and 
 
 WHEREAS, Due to uncertainty of construction bid costs and improvement in the 
construction industry, the project was divided into a base bid and 11 additive alternate bid items 
to maximize the project improvements within the available budget, and 
 
 WHEREAS, The project was advertised for construction bids on February 6 and 13, 
2014, and  
 
 WHEREAS, A total of nine bids were received on March 13, 2014, and  
 
 WHEREAS, All bids received are higher than the available construction budget, and 

 
WHEREAS, Additional funding will be required to complete the project as advertised for 

construction bids, and 
 
WHEREAS, There is no additional funding available toward construction of this project, 

and 
 
WHEREAS, The project scope can be reduced and rebid for reduced construction cost; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council accepts the status of the 

Animal Shelter Project CIP 71064 and directs staff to rescope and rebid the project to complete 
the project within available budget.  
 

* * * * * * * * * 
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The foregoing Resolution 2014-____________ was adopted by the City Council on the 
15th day of April, 2014, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

  
                                                                             ______________________________                                                                                
                                                                              MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
CITY CLERK 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 5 
 

REQUEST 
 

CITY COUNCIL DIRECTION RELATED TO REQUESTED CHANGES TO WATER 
SUPPLY FOR THE TRACY GATEWAY PROJECT LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST 
CORNER OF LAMMERS ROAD AND ELEVENTH STREET   

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

This agenda item requests City Council direction on developer requested changes to the 
water supply for the Tracy Gateway project. Project applicants have submitted 
applications to amend the City’s General Plan and Concept Development Plan (zoning 
document) to allow industrial (instead of office) development, and have submitted a 
development permit for the construction of an approximately 1.5 million square foot 
warehouse/distribution center at the City’s entry off Eleventh Street at I-205. The 
approved water supply for the Gateway project is a water exchange where non-potable 
water from West Side Irrigation District and/or recycled water, when available, would be 
piped to landscaped areas and City parks “in exchange” for potable water from the parks 
being used at Gateway. Project applicants have requested changes to the water supply 
which would require changes to several City water policy documents and Gateway 
project conditions of approval and related agreements, including the approved 
Development Agreement (DA). 

 
DISCUSSION 
 

Tracy Gateway Project 
 
The Tracy Gateway project is an approximately 538-acre development area located at 
the southwest corner of Lammers Road and Eleventh Street (Attachment A). The project 
zoning was approved on October 29, 2002, and the project area was annexed into the 
City of Tracy by action of the Local Agency Formation Commission on February 21, 
2003. The vision of the Gateway Project, as established through the master planning 
process and the adopted zoning document is to create a viable Class A1, office Business 
Park with multiple story office buildings, a golf course, commercial areas, and open 
space amenities. To date, on-site improvements have not materialized, property 
ownership on portions of the project area has changed, and development of the project 
area has not begun. Several infrastructure improvements have been made to 
accommodate development, namely the full right-of-way development of Lammers Road 
at Eleventh Street.  
 
 

                                                           
1 Page 4-3 of the adopted Concept Development Plan (adopted zoning document), defines Class A office 
buildings as follows: “These are investment grade buildings, generally the most desirable in their markets, 
offering excellent location and first-rate design, building systems, amenities, and management. Class A 
buildings command the market’s highest rents and attract creditworthy tenants. Class A space is limited 
primarily to new, highly competitive buildings that feature outstanding architecture, building materials, 
location, and management.”  
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Current Development Applications 
 
Applications have been filed by the Gateway developers for a series of land use policy 
changes, zoning changes, and development permits for the purpose of placing a 
warehouse at Gateway. Any request for changes to the water supply for Gateway 
intended to facilitate such a development should be viewed in context of the entire 
request by the Gateway developers so that it is understood by the community and City 
Council. Because the City’s water supply portfolio is limited, these development 
application requests are mentioned for the purposes of showing City Council and the 
community the connection between their water request, the project, and what such a 
shift in water supply for the project would facilitate. As stated in their applications, the 
Gateway developers are seeking to develop a 1.5 million square foot 
warehouse/distribution center. This would become the largest warehouse in Tracy. The 
proposed location is an approximately 100-acre site at the City’s highly visible entrance 
on Eleventh Street at I-205. For comparison purposes, the Amazon project located in the 
City’s Northeast Industrial Area, is approximately 1 million square feet in size. This 
proposed building would be approximately 40 feet tall and one half mile long.  
 
The process to develop such a warehouse/distribution center within the Gateway 
development area involves modifying the vision and master plan for the project, 
changing the zoning, and understanding the effects such a project would have on 
neighboring properties within the Gateway area, other neighboring properties, and on 
nearby highly traveled corridors including I-205, Eleventh Street, and Lammers Road. 
Some of that work has begun by City staff, as is normal when applications are filed. 
 
Several approvals from the City, including but not limited to, the following 
approvals/permits would be necessary. Such applications are processed and then 
brought to the Planning Commission and City Council for consideration at public 
hearings.    
  

DA Amendment: The current DA vests the property owners to the existing 
General Plan designation of Office, which doesn’t allow warehouses/distribution 
centers. The current DA requires that a 200,000 square foot multi-story Class A 
office building be the first building at Gateway, among other requirements, 
including a specific water supply as discussed below2. 

 
General Plan Amendment: The City’s principal land use and development policy 
document (General Plan) would have to be amended from its current designation 
of Office to Industrial.  
 
Concept Development Plan Amendment: The entire Gateway project area is 
zoned Planned Unit Development, with zoning regulations stated in the adopted 
Concept Development Plan (CDP). This CDP would have to be changed for this 

                                                           
2 Any amendments to the DA and the Non-potable Water Agreement (discussed below) would require the 
authorization of all property owners within the DA area. Currently, several properties in the DA area are 
the subject of bankruptcy proceedings. The Gateway developers are currently attempting to secure 
approval from the bankruptcy trustee to file a DA amendment application.  
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100-acre development site from office zoning to industrial zoning that permitted 
warehouse and distribution centers. Design standards would also have to be 
developed for such land uses. Recently, during the Cordes Ranch Specific Plan 
approval process, City Council directed staff to prohibit such buildings within 500 
feet of the I-205. This request is in conflict with that recent direction.  
 
Development Permit: A development permit (called a Preliminary/Final 
Development Plan under this zoning district) would require City Council approval. 
This is the permit that establishes the site plan, preliminary grading and utilities, 
landscaping, on-site circulation, and exterior building architecture for 
improvement on the site. This permit application would have to be evaluated for 
consistency with many City policies and standards, including the Roadway 
Master Plan which includes a “fly-over” roadway (overpass over I-205 to be built 
in the future) in the same vicinity as this development request. Such evaluation 
requires coordination with neighboring property owners to the north and south, 
and consideration of Caltrans standards. 

 
Building Permits/Grading Permit/Improvement Plans: These are permits issued 
for actual construction. 

 
The timetable to complete review of these applications as a City priority and schedule 
hearings before the Planning Commission and City Council could take until September 
to complete, assuming a tight timeframe to negotiate the DA amendment, and resolve 
water supply and roadway alignments for the project. 
 
Background on the Water Supply for Tracy Gateway  
 
The City’s Urban Water Management Plan identifies existing and future water supplies 
needed for existing and future development. Most development in Tracy has water from 
a combination of water sources, and as development progresses from the planning 
stages through implementation and occupancy, the collective water supply portfolio and 
water treatment and delivery system is utilized and shared. Water for Tracy Gateway is 
different. A specific water supply has been identified for Gateway, which also includes 
stand-alone infrastructure necessary for that project. Moreover, current water supply 
planning for the City relies on this specific supply for this project.   
 
In 2002 when the Tracy Gateway project was approved, the City did not have surplus 
water supplies for the project. In response, a water exchange was conceived and 
documented in the Environmental Impact Report for the project. Under the water 
exchange, non-potable water from the West Side Irrigation District and/or recycled 
water, when available, would be used to irrigate City parks and the potable water 
currently used to irrigate the City parks would be freed up and used to meet the potable 
water demands from the Tracy Gateway project. The proximity of Tracy Gateway to the 
City’s Sports Complex on Eleventh Street would yield enough water from the exchange 
to facilitate the development of the first phase of Tracy Gateway (which is specifically 
identified in the existing DA), while later phases of Tracy Gateway would have to expand 
the water exchange into other City parks.  
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Several City approvals were predicated on the water exchange program for Tracy  
Gateway. The water exchange became a requirement of the DA (2004) between the City 
and the property owners; it also became a condition of approval of the Vesting Tentative 
Subdivision Map (2008), and the subject of a Non-Potable Water Agreement (2010). As 
part of the first Final Map (2010) water allocations from this source were recorded on 
each benefitting property within Phase 1. Additionally, the City’s principal water planning 
policy document, the Urban Water Management Plan (2005 and 2010) reflects the Tracy 
Gateway water exchange as a necessary potable supply in order to meet future 
demands.   
 
Requested Change to Water Supply for Gateway 
 
The developers for the proposed 100-acre warehouse site are seeking to utilize other 
City water supplies instead of the water exchange program currently approved. This 
would result in a net increase on the potable water demand because the water would 
have to come from sources other than the water exchange.  As a result, it is likely that 
the warehouse proposal may require a new water supply analysis (WSA) under SB 610 
(Water Code sections 10910-10915).  
 
A WSA for the warehouse project would involve a review of the City’s existing supplies 
to determine whether or not the City currently has sufficient supplies to meet the 
anticipated demand of the warehouse project and all other existing and planned 
demands.  It would utilize estimated demand calculations for the warehouse project 
based on the City’s water demand rates for industrially zoned property. This could result 
in a water demand for this warehouse project that exceeds the City’s ability to provide 
potable water without having to shift the water from another anticipated development 
site; thereby resulting in a potential shortage elsewhere. The level of impact, if any, 
would be identified in future analyses. 
 
The Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) is the policy document that identifies water 
demands and supplies for future development, and is used as a planning document to 
address future growth. Deviating from the UWMP assumptions for both water demands 
for various developments and identified water supplies, as could be necessary to 
accommodate the Gateway request, has to be viewed in light of overall growth 
management in the City.  
 
Growth in the City is carefully managed through multiple infrastructure, water supply, 
and residential growth allotment systems to ensure appropriate development in 
accordance with community expectations, the adopted General Plan (the City’s principal 
planning and development policy document) and City Council direction. This is one 
reason why the UWMP is required by law to be updated every five years – to align 
current growth projections with identified water supply. Adjusting the water supply for 
Gateway (increasing potable demand) could be achieved; however, it is not yet 
understood what affect that would have on other projects.    
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 Environmental Review 
 
Discussion and direction related to the City’s water supply does not require 
environmental analysis. The development applications related to this discussion will 
require environmental analysis pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA).   
 

STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This item is not directly related to the Council’s Strategic Plans. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

This request is funded by the applicant in accordance with a City approved Cost 
Recovery Agreement dated March 19, 2014.  
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends that City Council discuss this item and provide direction to staff. The 
developers have requested to present information during the City Council meeting. The 
following are two options that staff has identified for City Council: 
 

Option 1) Maintain the current potable water supply approach for the Tracy 
Gateway project; (i.e. the water exchange program); 

 
Option 2) Modify the approach to potable water supply for this 
warehouse/distribution user. This would require amendments to the DA and the 
non-potable water agreement, which could only be achieved with property owner 
signatures and authorization.  

 
Prepared by: Bill Dean, Assistant Development Services Director 
  Steve Bayley, Project Specialist, Public Works, Department 
 
Reviewed by: Andrew Malik, Development Services Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
ATTACHMENT:  
Attachment A: Request from Gateway Developers    
 



TRACY GATEWAY DISTRIBUTION CENTER 

Project Description:  Specifications for Water Supply  

 

Introduction and Overview 

An application was recently submitted to the City of Tracy (“City”) requesting a set of 
entitlements for the Tracy Gateway Distribution Center (“Distribution Center”).  At the 
request of City staff, this document provides additional detail for the Distribution 
Center’s project description with respect to water supply. 

The existing approved Tracy Gateway Development Agreement, approved by the City in 
2004 together with Amendment No. 1 approved in 2008 (collectively, “Development 
Agreement”), expressly recognizes that the sequence of development of the Tracy 
Gateway Project may differ somewhat from the phasing originally anticipated.  
(Development Agreement, § 202.)  Similarly, the Tracy Gateway Project’s Vesting 
Tentative Map (“VTM”) conditions of approval (“COA”) provide that “the boundary of 
Phase 1” may be amended upon approval of the City “provided no significant changes are 
required in the various infrastructure required for Phase I.”  (VTM COA (A)(6).)   

Consistent with these policies, the proposed Distribution Center has been designed to 
avoid unnecessarily altering the existing water supply covenants for the Tracy Gateway 
Phase 1 development (“Phase I”).  The Distribution Center would represent a stand-alone 
initial phase of the Tracy Gateway Project, Phase IA, and subject to its own set of 
covenants concerning the provision of water for the Distribution Center that do not 
require any major changes to either water source or infrastructure required for Phase 1.  It 
is anticipated that development and construction of the Distribution Center as Phase IA 
would precede build out of Phase I.   

Landscaping for Phase IA will utilize non-potable water from the Westside Irrigation 
District.  With respect to potable water, two possible sources are proposed to serve the 
Distribution Center.  These two sources, which are not mutually exclusive, include:  

• To the extent that the City maintains excess water supply capacity, the 
developer requests potable water service in an amount that is sufficient to 
supply domestic demand and fire flow requirements for the Distribution 
Center. 
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• Consistent with the principles of City’s water exchange program, the 
developer will retrofit existing public buildings (or reimburse the cost for 
such upgrades) to reduce potable water use.  This will reduce water demand 
that can, in turn, be utilized by the Distribution Center.   

Although build out of Phase I will follow Phase IA, the majority of public water supply 
infrastructure specified for Phase I has already been constructed.  Thus, water supply 
infrastructure for Phase IA will largely consist of connections to Phase I public 
improvements including some form of booster pump with controls to augment the water 
pressure from the 20” potable water line installed along Lammers Road. The developer 
may initially construct and utilize interim facilities to serve Phase IA.  However, it is 
understood that any interim facilities will be replaced with permanent facilities unless the 
City Engineer determines that such interim facilities satisfy City standards. 

Project Entitlements 

It is contemplated that development of Phase IA will precede Phase I.  As a stand-alone 
initial phase to the Tracy Gateway Project, development of Phase IA would not alter the 
developer’s existing duties with respect to water supply for Phase I or Phase II as set 
forth in the Development Agreement (including but not limited to Section 300, subds. (1), 
(3), (4)), the VTM (including but not limited to COA Section L), the Phase I Subdivision 
Improvement Agreement (Sections 1.2 – 1.6), or the Non-Potable Water Supply 
Operations and Maintenance Agreement (passim).  Rather than revise the existing terms  
applicable to water supply for Phase I and II contained in these documents, it is 
contemplated that additional terms memorializing this project description will be 
prepared as follows: 

 Insert new terms into the existing Development Agreement (i) identifying the 
Distribution Center as a new phase, Phase IA, of the Tracy Gateway Project in 
Section 103, and (ii) inserting a term in Section 300 stating that the developer’s 
obligations for infrastructure for Phase IA will be set forth in a newly prepared 
Tracy Gateway Phase IA Infrastructure Plan, which will be approved 
concurrently with the Development Agreement amendment (proposed 
language set forth in Attachment 1); 
 

 Execute a newly-prepared Tracy Gateway Phase IA Infrastructure Plan, 
analogous to the previously-approved Phase I Subdivision Improvement 
Agreement, that addresses water supply and any other infrastructure required 
for Phase IA; 



 Amend the VTM to include any additional COA’s specific to Phase IA as the 
City deems necessary.  

Project Benefits 

The Distribution Center’s water supply strategy will provide several benefits to the City 
with respect to water quality and supply.  These benefits include: 

• The Distribution Center will use significantly less water than the original 
‘office’ designation under to the Tracy Gateway Master Plan.  This will 
provide additional water capacity for the City to allocate to other City-wide 
projects;  

• Development of on-site storm water retention/detention ponds will promote 
groundwater recharge and reduce strain on the City’s storm drain system; 

• Funding that could be used for the support and enhancement of the City’s 
Water Exchange program; 

• Facilitate implementation of the City’s ‘water conservation retrofit’ 
program to further enhance opportunities in existing developments. 

The above benefits, which are specific to water issues, are in addition to the Distribution 
Center’s many other benefits to the City, such as the projected annual revenue in the 
amount of $5,000,000 to the City of Tracy, that are described more fully in the 
Distribution Center’s Statement of Benefits document previously submitted with the 
application. 

 

  



Attachment 1 

Proposed amendments to Development Agreement: 

1. Insert a new subdivision “(x)” to Section 103, which provides:  “ ‘Phase IA’ 
means an approximately 1.4 million square foot distribution center and multi-
story office building located on approximately 98.5 acres.” 
 

2. Insert a new subdivision “j” to Section 300, which provides:  “The Developer’s 
obligations with respect to infrastructure necessary to serve Phase IA are 
specified in the Tracy Gateway Phase IA Infrastructure Plan.” 



April 15, 2014 
 

AGENDA ITEM 6 
 
REQUEST 
 

APPROVE A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH WEST YOST & 
ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE WATER DISTRIBUTION SERVICES ANALYSIS FOR 
THE TRACY GATEWAY BUSINESS PARK, AND AUTHORIZATION FOR THE MAYOR 
TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

The infrastructure needs for the Tracy Gateway Business Park – Phase 1, the eastern 
portion of the business park, were analyzed in 2004 for office and retail land uses.  The 
proposed Tracy Gateway Distribution Center is outside the Phase 1 area and is located on 
the western portion of the business park. The technical analysis to be performed by West 
Yost & Associates (City’s consultant) will identify specific interim water infrastructure 
improvements that are necessary to be in place to serve the proposed Tracy Gateway 
Distribution Center. Approval of the Professional Services Agreement will allow the City’s 
consultant to start their work and facilitate early completion of the technical report.  

 
DISCUSSION 
 

Tracy Gateway Business Park is a commercial project composed of a business park and 
commercial/retail sites. On behalf of the developer of Tracy Gateway Business Park, Coats 
Consulting of Carmel, California, submitted a development application for the development 
of approximately 98 acres at the western end of the Tracy Gateway Business Park site into 
a distribution center which will include a 1,483,388 square foot building which would 
provide for 47,800 square feet for office, 150,000 square feet home delivery service area, 
and 1,285,588 square feet for storage, receiving, shipping, quality control and loading.  
 
The Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map (VTSM) for the Tracy Gateway Business Park was 
approved by City Council on April 28, 2004, and a Development Agreement between the 
City of Tracy and Tracy Gateway, LLC (Developer) was adopted by City Council on June 1, 
2004, became Ordinance 1062, which was recorded as Document No. 2004-163961 with 
the San Joaquin County Recorder.  The Finance and Implementation Plan (FIP) was 
adopted by City Council on May 24, 2004. Approval of the VTSM is subject to specified 
conditions of approval. 
 
The Conditions of Approval for the Tracy Gateway Project require that all water systems 
within the Tracy Gateway commercial development are analyzed to ensure that adequate 
water is available to the site and that all improvements within the development are 
designed to accommodate the water demand for domestic water, fire demand water and 
non-potable water supplies used for irrigation purposes.   
 
During the review process for the proposed Final Subdivision Map of the Gateway project, 
it was determined that a water analysis was needed to provide interim and long term water 
supply to the project.  This would include location and trigger points for coordination of a 
water storage tank.  An updated water study was required to include the evaluation of the 
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proposed land use and fire service water demand including irrigation demand from the 
West Side Irrigation District.  
 
Professional services are required from a qualified consultant to complete the above tasks.   
 
West Yost & Associates completed the original water analysis for this project and are 
familiar with the project requirements.  Therefore, the Interim City Manager has determined 
that it is in the best interest of the City to acquire professional services from West Yost and 
Associates bypassing the standard RFP process.  The developer has requested to proceed 
as quickly as possible and will bear all the cost of such services. The services required 
from West Yost & Associates will include analysis of the domestic water system, fire water 
requirements, adequate sizing of all potable and non-potable water pipelines and 
evaluation of the amount of irrigation water required for the proposed distribution center, 
should Council approve the project. 
 
West Yost & Associates will provide analysis to assist staff in making a determination as to 
the location and triggers of a 1.7 million gallon water storage tank and pump station. This 
analysis will be used by staff to review and process the proposed amendment to the 
Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map and Preliminary Development Plan/Final Development 
Plan required for the distribution center.  
 
West Yost & Associates submitted a proposal to complete the tasks for a not to exceed 
amount of $58,700. After careful review and coordination with the developers regarding the 
proposal, City staff found it to be acceptable. The cost of the consultant’s services will be 
paid on a time and expense basis at the billing rates specified in the proposal.  It is 
estimated that the consultant services for this scope of work will be required for a period of 
approximately fifteen weeks. In the event that additional work is required for this water 
analysis, it is requested that the Interim City Manager be authorized to approve an 
extension of the existing agreement for a not to exceed additional cost of $15,000. 
 

• Professional Services Agreement with West Yost and Associates for an interim 
infrastructure plan and hydraulic analysis and a water supply assessment for the 
distribution center for a not to exceed amount of $58,700. 

 
 Task 1 – Evaluate an interim water system infrastructure plan to temporarily 

serve the distribution center for the interim period before the 
proposed water reservoir and pump station in Tracy Gateway are 
constructed. Evaluate and determine which transmission pipelines 
are required, and whether an interim pump station and/or interim 
water storage will be required, to meet domestic water and fire flow 
demands at the distribution center. Provide estimated water 
demands and fire flow duration to be assumed in the design of the 
distribution center. A Technical Memorandum will be prepared with 
the recommended interim infrastructure plan to serve the distribution 
center. The estimated fee for this task is $18,500. 
 

 Task 2 – Perform hydraulic modelling on the Tracy Gateway water system 
for the proposed relocation of the water reservoir and pump station 
site from Parcel 32 to Parcel 14, to confirm water facility sizing, water 
supply, and hydraulic conditions. A Technical Memorandum will be 
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prepared summarizing results of the hydraulic modelling with 
recommendation pertaining to the relocation of the water reservoir 
and pump station site. The estimated fee for this task is $16,500. 

 
 Task 3 – In 2001, an evaluation of water needs for the Tracy Gateway 

Business Park was prepared for an office/retail land use (SB 610 
study.  With the proposed distribution center project and as a result 
of the land use change with a revised water demand, an SB 610 
water supply assessment needs to be completed to ensure 
compliance for this project.  West Yost and Associates has 
submitted a proposal to complete this task for a not to exceed 
amount of $23,700.  The Developer has reviewed the proposal and 
agreed to pay this amount and has requested the City to proceed 
with the PSA. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

There will be no fiscal impact to the General Fund.  Tracy Gateway LLC has paid the City 
$54,000 in cash and the remaining $4,700 will be funded from the Cost Recovery 
Agreement signed by the Developer.  In the event that an extension of the existing 
agreement is necessary and prior to Interim City Manager’s approval of the extension, 
Tracy Gateway LLC will pay the additional $15,000. 
 

STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is consistent with the City Council approved Economic Development    
Strategy to ensure physical infrastructure necessary for development. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

That City Council, by resolution, approve a Professional Services Agreement with West 
Yost & Associates, Inc., to provide water engineering services related to the Tracy 
Gateway Business Park for a not to exceed cost of $58,700 on a time and material basis 
and authorize the Interim City Manager to approve additional work, if required, in the 
amount of $15,000 and authorize the Mayor to execute the agreement. 
 

Prepared by: Criseldo Mina, Senior Engineer  
 
Reviewed by: Kuldeep Sharma, Utilities Director 
  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Attachment A – PSA with West Yost & Associates, Inc. 
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RESOLUTION 2014-_______ 
 

APPROVING A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH WEST YOST & 
ASSOCIATES, INC., TO PROVIDE WATER DISTRIBUTION SERVICE FOR THE TRACY 

GATEWAY BUSINESS PARK, AUTHORIZING THE INTERIM CITY MANAGER TO EXTEND 
THE SCOPE OF WORK IN THE AMOUNT OF $15,000, AND AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO 

EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT 
 

WHEREAS, The Tracy Gateway Business Park is a commercial project composed of a 
business park and commercial/retail sites, and 

 
WHEREAS, On behalf of the developer of Tracy Gateway Business Park, Coats 

Consulting of Carmel, California submitted a development application for the development of 
approximately 98 acres at the western end of the Tracy Gateway Business Park site into a 
distribution center which will include a 1,483,388 square foot building which would provide for 
47,800 square feet for office, 150,000 square feet for home delivery service area, and 1,285,588 
square feet for storage, receiving, shipping, quality control and loading, and 

 
WHEREAS, The Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map (VTSM) for the Tracy Gateway 

Business Park was approved by City Council on April 28, 2004, and a Development Agreement 
between the City of Tracy and Tracy Gateway, LLC (Developer) was adopted by City Council on 
June 1, 2004, became Ordinance 1062, which was recorded as Document No. 2004-163961 
with the San Joaquin County Recorder.  The Finance and Implementation Plan (FIP) was 
adopted by City Council on May 24, 2004. Approval of the VTSM is subject to specified 
conditions of approval, and 

 
WHEREAS, The Conditions of Approval for the Tracy Gateway Project require that all 

water systems within the Tracy Gateway commercial development are analyzed to ensure that 
adequate water is available to the site and that all improvements within the development are 
designed to accommodate the water demand for domestic water, fire demand water and non-
potable water supplies used for irrigation purposes, and   

 
WHEREAS, During the review process for the proposed Final Subdivision Map of the 

Gateway project, it was determined that a water analysis is needed to provided interim and long 
term water supply to the project including location and trigger points.  Also coordination of a 
water storage tank for an updated water study was required to include the evaluation of the 
proposed land use and fire service water demand to include the irrigation demand from the 
West Side Irrigation District, and  
 

WHEREAS, Professional services are required from a qualified consultant to complete 
the above tasks, and 

 
WHEREAS, The Developer of the Tracy Gateway Business Park has certain time lines 

to complete this project, a timely completion of these analyses is necessary.  In order to meet 
the needs of the Developer, the standard Request-For-Proposal (RFP) process needs to be by-
passed with a single source consultant who is familiar, qualified and knowledgeable about the 
project, and  

 
WHEREAS, West Yost & Associates completed the original water analysis for this 

project and are familiar with the project requirements.  The Interim City Manager has 
determined that it is in the best interest of the City to acquire professional services from West 
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Yost and Associates bypassing the standard RFP process.  The developer has requested to 
proceed as quickly as possible and will bear all the cost of such services. The services required 
from West Yost & Associates, Inc., will include analysis of the domestic water system, the fire 
water requirements, the adequate sizing of all potable and non-potable water pipelines and 
evaluation of the amount of irrigation water required for the proposed distribution center, and 

 
WHEREAS, West Yost & Associates will provide analysis to assist staff in making a 

determination as to the location and trigger of a 1.7 million gallon water storage tank and pump 
station, and  

 
WHEREAS, West Yost & Associates submitted proposals to complete the tasks for a not 

to exceed amount of $58,700, and 
 
WHEREAS, After careful review and coordination with the developers regarding the 

proposal, City staff found it to be acceptable, and 
 
WHEREAS, The cost of the consultant’s services will be paid on a time and expense 

basis at the billing rates specified in the proposal.  It is estimated that the consultant services for 
this scope of work will be required for a period of approximately fifteen weeks. In the event that 
additional work is required for this water analysis, it is requested that the Interim City Manager 
be authorized to approve an extension of the existing agreement for a not to exceed additional 
cost of $15,000, and 

 
WHEREAS, There will be no impact to the General Fund. The developer has paid 

$54,000, and the remaining $4,700 will be funded from the Cost Recovery Agreement the 
Developer has signed with the City, and 

 
WHEREAS, In the event that an extension of the existing agreement is necessary, and 

prior to the Interim City Manager’s approval of the extension, the Developer will pay the 
additional $15,000;  
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That City Council approves the Professional 
Services Agreement with West Yost & Associates, Inc. of Pleasanton, California, for water 
distribution service analysis related to the Tracy Gateway Business Park, authorizes the Interim 
City Manager to extend the scope of work in the amount of $15,000 and authorizes the Mayor to 
execute the agreement. 

 
* * * * * * * * *  
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 The foregoing Resolution 2014-__________ was adopted by the Tracy City Council on 
the 15th day of April 2014 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:   COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: 

      ________________________________ 
      MAYOR 
 
ATTEST 
 
_____________________________ 
CITY CLERK 



April 15, 2014 
 

 

AGENDA ITEM  8.A
 

REQUEST 
 

RECEIVE AND ACCEPT THE INTERIM CITY MANAGER UPDATE 
 

 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

This agenda item will update the Council on newsworthy events. 
 

 
DISCUSSION 

 
The Interim City Manager will provide Council with a report on various items, including 
upcoming special events, status on key projects, or other items of interest in an effort 
to keep Council, staff, and residents abreast of newsworthy events. 

 

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 

 

This agenda item does not relate to the Council’s Strategic Plans. 
 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 

 
There is no fiscal impact with this item. 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

 

That Council receive and accept the Interim City Manager’s update. 
 

 
 
Prepared by:  Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
Reviewed by:  Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
Approved by:  Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
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AGENDA ITEM 9.A 
 
 

REQUEST 
 

DISCUSS AND, IF NECESSARY, PROVIDE DIRECTION ON RESPONDING TO 
COMMENTS MADE BY MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 

This agenda item is to allow the City Council to discuss and, if necessary, provide direction 
on responding to comments made by members of the public. 

 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

I.  Background 
 
On February 18, 2014, Mayor Pro Tem Maciel requested that the City Council discuss 
responding to comments made by members of the public.  On March 4, 2014, the City 
Council directed this item to be added to the agenda. 
 
II.  Brown Act 

 
The Brown Act is the state’s open meeting law (Government Code, §§ 54950-54963).1 
 
The Brown Act provides that “. . . [e]very agenda for regular meetings shall provide an 
opportunity for members of the public to directly address the legislative body on any item of 
interest to the public, before or during the legislative body's consideration of the item, that 
is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the legislative body, provided that no action shall 
be taken on any item not appearing on the agenda unless the action . . .” has been placed 
on an agenda pursuant to the noticing provisions of the Brown Act.. (§ 54954.3(a).)  
Additionally, every notice for a special meeting must provide an opportunity for members of 
the public to directly address the City Council concerning any item that has been described 
in the notice for the meeting before or during consideration of that item. (§ 54954.3(a).) 
 
The City Council may adopt reasonable regulations to ensure that the intent of the public 
comment provisions of the Brown Act is carried out, including, but not limited to, regulations 
limiting the total amount of time allocated for public testimony on particular issues and for 
each individual speaker. (§ 54954.3(b).)  Also, the City Council may not prohibit public 
criticism of the policies, procedures, programs, or services of the City, or of the acts or 
omissions of the City Council. (§ 54954.3(c).) 
 
The Brown Act provides that no action or discussion shall be undertaken on any item not 
appearing on a posted agenda. (§ 54954.2(a)(2).)  However, this general rule has several 
exceptions, including the following: 
 

                                                           
1 All statutory references are to the Government Code unless otherwise indicated. 
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• City Council Members or staff may briefly respond to statements 
 made or questions posed by persons exercising their public testimony rights; 

 
• On their own initiative or in response to questions posed by the public, a City 

 Council Member or staff may ask a question for clarification, make a brief 
 announcement, or make a brief report on his or her own activities; and  

 
• A City Council Member, or the City Council itself, may provide a reference to staff   

 or other resources for factual information, request staff to report back to the body   
 at a subsequent meeting concerning any matter, or take action to direct staff to 
 place a matter of business on a future agenda. 
 

(§ 54954.2(a)(2).) 
 
Nothing in the Brown Act requires the City to allow the public to comment on statements 
made by City Council Members or staff pursuant to these exceptions. 
 
Finally, it is important to keep in mind that these exceptions are intended to allow only brief 
statements or requests from individual City Council Members and/or staff.  To the extent 
that such a statement or request requires, or evolves into, a discussion by a majority of the 
City Council, it should be placed on a future noticed meeting. 
 
III. City Council Policy  
    
The City Council has adopted a policy related to the Procedures for Preparation, Posting 
and Distribution of Agenda and the Conduct of Public Meeting (Resolution No. 2008-140) 
(“City Council Meeting Policy”).  A copy of the Policy is attached. 
 
The City Council Meeting Policy provides that all agendas for regular meetings have two 
opportunities for “Items from the Audience.”  The first opportunity is limited to a 15-minute 
maximum period.  The second opportunity does not have a maximum time limit.  Each 
member of the public is allowed a maximum of five minutes for public testimony, including 
statements made during “Items from the Audience.” 
 
The City Council Meeting Policy also acknowledges the exceptions contained in the Brown 
Act by specifically providing that “[b]rief announcements, brief responses or questions for 
clarification, may be made to statements or questions raised on items not on the agenda.” 
 
When a member of the public raises an item at a Council meeting which requires attention, 
the Policy provides that the item should be referred to staff for follow-up.  If the requesting 
member of the public is not satisfied with staff’s response to his or her question, they may 
request a City Council Member to sponsor the item for discussion at a future City Council 
meeting. 
 

STRATEGIC PLAN  
 

 This agenda item is a routine operational item and is not related to the City Council’s  
Strategic Plans.  
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FISCAL IMPACT 
 
 There is no fiscal impact. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Staff recommends that City Council discuss and, if necessary, provide direction on 
responding to comments made by members of the public. 

 
 
Prepared by:  Daniel G. Sodergren, City Attorney 
 
Reviewed by: Daniel G. Sodergren, City Attorney 
 
Approved by: Daniel G. Sodergren, City Attorney 
 
 
ATTACHMENT 
 
Attachment A – Resolution No. 2008-140 
 

















April 15, 2014 

 
AGENDA ITEM 9.B 

 

 
REQUEST 

 

APPOINT TWO APPLICANTS TO THE TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMISSION 

 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

On April 30, 2014, terms will expire for two of the Transportation Advisory 
Commissioners.  A recruitment was conducted and appointments need to be made. 

 

 
DISCUSSION 

 
On May 1, 2014, there will be two vacancies on the Transportation Advisory Commission 
due to term expirations effective April 30, 2014. To fill the vacancies the City Clerk’s 
office conducted a three week recruitment, during which time five applications were 
received. 

 
On April 14, 2014, a Council subcommittee consisting of Council Member Rickman, 
and Council Member Young interviewed five applicants. In accordance with 
Resolution 2004-152, the Council subcommittee will recommend applicants for 
appointment to serve four year terms, which will begin on May 1, 2014, and end on 
April 30, 2018. 

 

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 

 

This item is a routine operational item and does not relate to any of the Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 

 

None. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

 

That Council approves the subcommittee’s recommendations and appoints two 
applicants to the Transportation Advisory Commission to serve four year terms 
which will end on April 30, 2018. 

 

 
Prepared by:   Adrianne Richardson, Deputy City Clerk 

 
Reviewed by:  Sandra Edwards, City Clerk 
Reviewed by:  Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 

 
Approved by: Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 



 
 

       April 15, 2014 
 

 
AGENDA ITEM  9.C

 
 

REQUEST  
 

APPOINT AN APPLICANT TO THE MEASURE E RESIDENTS’ OVERSIGHT 
COMMITTEE FROM THE COMMITTEE’S ELIGIBILITY LIST 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY   
 

There is a vacancy on the Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee due to 
Committee Member Vargas’s resignation.  An eligibility list was created during the last 
Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee recruitment.  Council confirmation of the 
appointment of Larry Fragoso to the Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee is 
requested. 
 

DISCUSSION  
 

There is one vacancy on the Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee due to 
Committee Member Vargas submitting her resignation from the Committee effective April 
2, 2014.  On April 1, 2014, City Council appointed Ms. Vargas to the Planning 
Commission.  The last time appointments were made to the Measure E Residents’ 
Oversight Committee was March 4, 2014.  At that time the subcommittee consisting of 
Council Member Rickman and Council Member Young nominated three applicants to fill 
vacancies on the Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee and recommended Brooke 
Fell and Larry Fragoso be placed on an eligibility list.  Resolution 2004-152 (Attachment 
A), includes direction on the “Selections Process for Appointee Bodies,” and also states 
if there are multiple qualified candidates, the subcommittee can recommend the Council 
establish an eligibility list that can be used to fill vacancies that might occur in the 
following 12 months.  Council confirmed the subcommittee’s nomination and the creation 
of an eligibility list.   Staff contacted Ms. Fell, but due to commitments at this time, Ms. 
Fell is unable to serve on the committee, but would like to remain on the eligibility list for 
the remainder of the 12 month period 
 
At this time, Council can either appoint Mr. Fragoso to fill the vacancy on the Measure E 
Residents’ Oversight Committee for a term commencing on April 16, 2014, and expiring 
on March 1, 2016, or direct staff to open a new recruitment.  If a new recruitment is 
opened, Council would need to determine how to proceed with regard to Mr. Fragoso’s 
status. 

 
STRATEGIC PLAN 
 

This agenda item is a routine operational item and does not relate to the Council’s 
Strategic Plans. 

 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 

None.
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RECOMMENDATION  
 

That Council approves the subcommittee’s recommendation to appoint Larry 
Fragoso to the Measure E Residents’ Oversight Committee to serve the 
remainder of a term, which will commence on April 16, 2014, and expire on 
March 1, 2016. 

 
 
Prepared by: Adrianne Richardson, Deputy City Clerk 
 
Reviewed by:  Sandra Edwards, City Clerk 

Gary Hampton, Acting Assistant City Manager 
 
Approved by:  Maria A. Hurtado, Interim City Manager 
  
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Attachment A – Resolution 2004-152 



RESOLUTION 2004

152 REVISING RESOLUTION NO 2004 089 ESTABLISHING THE

COUNCIL SELECTION PROCESS AND DEFINING RESIDENCY REQUIREMENTS

FOR APPOINTEE BODIES GOVERNMENT CODE 54970 ETSEQ LOCAL

APPOINTEE OFFICERS WHEREAS Council Policy D5 was adopted by Resolution

2002 434 on October 15 2002 which establisheda selection process

for appointee bodies and WHEREAS A variety of terms are used to define residency

for the purposes of eligibilityfor appointment to various Appointee bodies anda
method to verify residency has

not been established and WHEREAS Council wishes to define the terms and

identify methods by which to verify residency and to incorporate those definitions into

the selection process and WHEREAS The definitions established herein shall apply

to all boards and commissions to which the City Council appoints members unless

the Bylawsof the boardor commission

specifically define otherwise and WHEREAS Revisions to Resolution No

2004 089 were considered and approved by the City Council on May 18

2004as set forth below NOW THEREFORE the Tracy City

Council hereby resolves as followsA

SELECTION PROCESS FOR APPOINTEE BODIES On or before December 31St of each year

the clerk shall prepare an appointment listofall regular

and ongoing boards commissions and committees that are appointed by the City Council
of the City of Tracy The list

shall contain the following informationaAlist of all appointee terms which will

expire during the next calendar year with the name of the incumbent

appointee the date of the appointment the date the

term expires and the

necessary qualifications for the position bA listofall boards

commissions and committees whose members serve at the pleasure ofthe
Council and the

necessary qualifications of each position c The listof appointments shall be made available

to the public for a reasonable fee that shall not exceed

actual cost of production The Tracy Public Library shall receive

a copy of the list 2 Whenever a vacancy occursin
any board commission or committee whether dueto expiration of an
appointee s term resignation death termination or other causes a special notice shall

be posted in the office of the City Clerk The Tracy Public Library the

City website and in other places as directed within twenty 20 days

after the vacancy occurs Final

ATTACHMENT A
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3 appointment to the board commissionor committee shall not be made
by the City Council for at least ten 10 working days after the posting of

the notice in theClerks office If Council finds an emergency exists
the Council may fill the unscheduled vacancy

immediately 3 Appointments shall be made for the remainder of the term created by

the vacancy except as

follows aIf appointee will fill an un expired term with six months

or less remaining the appointment shall be deemed to be for the

new term bIf the vacancy is filled byan emergency appointment
the appointee shall serve only on an acting basis until the final appointment

is made pursuant to

section 34The council shall use the following selection process to provide
an equal opportunity for appointment toa board commission

or committee a Mayor or designee anda selected Council member

will review applications interview applicants and recommend a

candidate for appointment to the board commission

or committee bIfthe interview subcommittee determines there are
multiple qualified candidates the subcommittee can recommend the

Council establish an eligibility list that can be usedto fill vacancies that occur

in the following twelve

12 months cAttheinterview subcommittee s discretion the chair or

designee of the board committee or commission for which a member

will be appointed can participate in

the interviews 5 In the event there are not twoor more applicants than vacancies
on any board commission or committee the filing deadline may be
extended

by staff6An individual already serving on a City of Tracy board

committee or commission may not be appointed to serve on an additional City
of Tracy board committeeor

commission concurrently B DEFINITIONOF

RESIDENCY REQUIREMENTS The following definitions shall be usedto determine
whether residency requirements are met for boards and commissions to which
the Tracy City Council

appoints membersa Tracy Planning Area means the geographical area defined in
the Cityof Tracy General Plan andany

amendments thereto b City of Tracy means within the city limits of the City

of Tracy
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3 c Citizen meansa resident of the City of

Tracy d Tracy School District means the geographical area served by

the Tracy Unified School

District e Sphere of Influence shall be the geographical area approved by

the Local Agency Formation Commission LAFCo of San
Joaquin County and any amendments

thereto 2 Residency as defined above and as set forth in the applicable bylaws for

each boardor commission shall be verified annually by the City Clerk The
residency must be verifiable by any of the following

means aVoter

registration bCurrent CaliforniaDrivers Licenseor

Identification c Utility bill information phone water cable

etc d Federal or State tax

returns 3 Members of boardsorcommissions shall notify the City Clerk in writing

within thirty 30 days of any change in residency If the change in residency results

in the board memberor commissioner no longer meeting the
residency requirements the member shall tender their resignation to the City Clerk

who shall forward it to the City

Council The foregoing Resolution 2004 152 was passed and adopted by the
Tracy City Council on the 18th day of May 2004 by the

following vote AYES COUNCIL MEMBERS HUFFMAN IVES TOLBERT

TUCKER BILBREY NOES COUNCIL

MEMBERS NONE ABSENT COUNCIL

MEMBERS NONE ABSTAIN COUNCIL

MEMBERS

NONEATTESTCvw
cS City

erkcadecgeneral Policy Select Appoint Residency Reso rev

5

1804Mayor
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