
 
 

 

 

 
 

 

CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS 
CITY COUNCIL/PLANNING AGENCY 

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
SEPTEMBER 08, 2015 

Closed Session at 6:00 PM (when scheduled) 
General Business Session at 7:00 PM 

 
Dore J. Gilbert, M.D., Mayor 

Barbara Kogerman, Mayor Pro Tempore Melody Carruth, Council Member 
Andrew Blount, Council Member  Don Sedgwick, Council Member 

 
Location: City Council Chamber, 24035 El Toro Road, Laguna Hills, California 92653 

 
GENERAL BUSINESS - CONVENING AT 7:00 PM 

 
CALL TO ORDER 

 
Resolution No. 96-04-09-1 established rules of decorum for public meetings held 
by the City of Laguna Hills.  Resolution No. 96-04-09-1 is available on the table 
at the back of the City Council Chamber. 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  MAYOR PRO TEMPORE KOGERMAN 

 
ROLL CALL OF CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS 

 
CLOSED SESSION REPORT 

 

Any person wishing to address the City Council/Planning Agency on any matter, whether or not it appears 
on this Agenda, is asked to complete a pink “Request to Speak” form available on the table at the back of 
the Chamber. The completed form is to be submitted to the City Clerk prior to an individual being heard by 
the City Council/Planning Agency. Completion of the form is voluntary.  All persons may attend the 
meeting regardless of whether this form is completed.  
 

Members of the public wishing to address the City Council can do so during the Public Comments portion 
of the Agenda with a time limitation of three minutes per person, an overall time limit of ten minutes for any 
one subject, and a total time limit of thirty minutes for Public Comments. If you are commenting on an 
Agenda item, your comments will be heard at the time that item is scheduled on the Agenda.  If you are 
addressing the City Council on an item not listed on the Agenda, the City Council is prohibited by law from 
discussing or taking any action on that item.   
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1. PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS 
 

1.1 LAGUNA HILLS HIGH SCHOOL STUDENT LIAISON 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVE AN ORAL 
REPORT FROM LAGUNA HILLS HIGH SCHOOL STUDENT LIAISON TESSIE 
MIRAKI. 

 
1.2 RECOGNITION OF DEPUTY SHERIFF BRIAN GUNSOLLEY 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL PRESENT A CERTIFICATE 
OF RECOGNITION TO DEPUTY SHERIFF BRIAN GUNSOLLEY FOR BEING 
AWARDED THE DISTINGUISHED SAFE SCHOOLS AWARD PRESENTED AT 
THE 2015 SAFE SCHOOLS CONFERENCE. 

 
1.3 PRESENTATION REGARDING THE 2015 SOLAR DECATHLON 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVE A 
PRESENTATION FROM ALEX MCDONALD, SOLAR DECATHLON PROJECT 
LEADER, REGARDING THE UPCOMING 2015 SOLAR DECATHLON. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
This is the time to address the City Council on any matter not listed on this 
Agenda that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the City Council.  Public 
Comments are limited to three minutes per person, an overall time limit of ten 
minutes for any one subject, and a total time limit of thirty minutes. 

 
3. CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
All matters listed under “CONSENT CALENDAR” are considered to be routine 
and will be enacted by one motion approving the recommendation listed on the 
Agenda.  There will be no separate discussion unless Members of the City 
Council or Staff request specific items be removed from the Consent Calendar. 

 
3.1 WAIVE READING IN FULL OF ALL ORDINANCES AND 

RESOLUTIONS ON THE AGENDA 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL WAIVE READING IN FULL 
OF ALL ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS ON THE AGENDA AND 
DECLARE THAT SAID TITLES WHICH APPEAR ON THE PUBLIC AGENDA 
SHALL BE DETERMINED TO HAVE BEEN READ BY TITLE AND FURTHER 
READING WAIVED. 

 
3.2 APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR AUGUST 25, 2015, REGULAR 

MEETING 



City of Laguna Hills City Council/Planning Agency Regular  
 Meeting Agenda September 08, 2015 

 

3 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE MINUTES 
OF THE AUGUST 25, 2015, REGULAR MEETING. 

 
3.3 APPROVAL OF WARRANT REGISTER FOR PERIOD ENDED 

SEPTEMBER 8, 2015 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE WARRANT 
REGISTER IN THE AMOUNT OF $285,499.41. 

 

3.4 PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 3 FOR STOCKPORT PARK 
RENOVATION PROJECT, CIP NO. 239-B 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE PROGRESS 
PAYMENT NO. 3, IN THE NET AMOUNT OF $11,972.16, TO HONDO 
COMPANY, INC. FOR STOCKPORT PARK RENOVATION PROJECT, 
CIP NO. 239-B. 

 
3.5 ENERGY CONSERVATION IMPROVEMENTS THROUGH THE ON-

BILL FINANCING PROGRAM OFFERED BY SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY AND SAN DIEGO GAS & 
ELECTRIC COMPANY, AND UTILIZATION OF ECOGREEN 
SOLUTIONS, INC. AS THE CITY'S REPRESENTATIVE FOR THIS 
PROGRAM 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE CITY 
MANAGER TO UTILIZE THE ON-BILL FINANCING PROGRAM FOR ENERGY 
CONSERVATION IMPROVEMENTS OF VARIOUS CITY FACILITIES AS 
OFFERED BY SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY AND 
SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY, AND TO SELECT ECOGREEN 
SOLUTIONS, INC. AS THE CITY'S REPRESENTATIVE TO THE UTILITY 
COMPANIES FOR THIS PROGRAM. 

 
3.6 AWARD OF A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR 

ON-CALL PLANNING SERVICES TO MOORE IACOFANO 
GOLTSMAN, INC. 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE AWARD OF 
A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR ON-CALL PLANNING 
SERVICES TO MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN, INC. (MIG, INC.) AND 
AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT. 

 
3.7 CIVIC CENTER FOURTH QUARTER FINANCIAL REPORT FOR 

FISCAL YEAR 2014/2015 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVE AND FILE THE 
REPORT. 
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3.8 AWARD OF A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR 

ON-CALL BUILDING SERVICES TO HR GREEN CALIFORNIA, INC. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE AWARD OF 
A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR ON-CALL BUILDING 
SERVICES TO HR GREEN CALIFORNIA, INC. (HR GREEN) AND AUTHORIZE 
THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT. 

 
ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
4. PLANNING AGENCY 

 
4.1 ROLL CALL OF PLANNING AGENCY MEMBERS 

 
4.2 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
This is the time to address the Planning Agency on any matter not listed on this 
Agenda that is within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Planning Agency.  
Public Comments are limited to three minutes per person, an overall time limit of 
ten minutes for any one subject, and a total time limit of thirty minutes. 

 
4.3 APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR AUGUST 25, 2015 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE PLANNING AGENCY APPROVE THE 
MINUTES OF THE AUGUST 25, 2015, REGULAR MEETING. 

 
4.4 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

 
4.5 PLANNING AGENCY PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
PLANNING AGENCY ADJOURNMENT 

 
5. CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
5.1 ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, UPDATING THE FIGURES 
FOR THE AVERAGE PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD, FAIR MARKET 
VALUE FOR VACANT RESIDENTIAL LAND, AND THE AMOUNT OF 
THE PARK IN-LIEU FEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF CHAPTER 
8-06 OF THE LAGUNA HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE 

 
RECOMMENDATION:  THAT THE CITY COUNCIL:  (1) OPEN THE PUBLIC 
HEARING; (2) ACCEPT ANY PUBLIC COMMENTS; AND (3) ADOPT A 
RESOLUTION ENTITLED:  "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, UPDATING THE FIGURES FOR THE 
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AVERAGE PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD, FAIR MARKET VALUE FOR 
VACANT RESIDENTIAL LAND, AND THE AMOUNT OF THE PARK IN-LIEU 
FEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF CHAPTER 8-06 OF THE LAGUNA 
HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE."  

 
6. ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

 
6.1 City Manager 

 
7. MATTERS AGENDIZED AND PRESENTED BY CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS 

AND MAYOR 
 

8. CITY COUNCIL MEMBER COMMENTS 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
The next Regular Meeting of the City Council will be September 22, 2015, in the City 
Council Chamber, located at 24035 El Toro Road, Laguna Hills, California. 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
I, MELISSA AU-YEUNG, City Clerk of the City of Laguna Hills, do hereby certify that a 
copy of the foregoing Agenda was posted at Laguna Hills City Hall, Laguna Hills 
Community Center, and the Courtyard at La Paz Center by September 4, 2015, at 5:00 
PM. 
 

 

 

September 4, 2015 
MELISSA AU-YEUNG, CITY CLERK DATE 

  
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special 
assistance to participate in this meeting, you should contact the office of the City 
Clerk at (949) 707-2635.  Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the 
City to make reasonable arrangements to assure accessibility to this meeting. 
 
Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the City Council after 
distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the City 
Clerk’s Office at 24035 El Toro Road, Laguna Hills, California, during normal 
business hours. 
 
City Council Members receive no additional compensation or stipend as a result of 
simultaneously convening meetings of the Laguna Hills Planning Agency. 
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: LIEUTENANT ROLAND CHACON 
 CHIEF OF POLICE SERVICES 
 
ISSUE: RECOGNITION OF DEPUTY SHERIFF BRIAN GUNSOLLEY 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL PRESENT A CERTIFICATE OF 
RECOGNITION TO DEPUTY SHERIFF BRIAN GUNSOLLEY FOR BEING AWARDED 
THE DISTINGUISHED SAFE SCHOOLS AWARD PRESENTED AT THE 2015 SAFE 
SCHOOLS CONFERENCE.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
Deputy Sheriff Brian Gunsolley was assigned to the City as a Deputy Sheriff in February 
2007, and has served as the Laguna Hills School Resource Officer since September 2010.  
Deputy Gunsolley was honored with the Distinguished Safe School Award at the 
2015 Safe Schools Conference for his outstanding support to providing a safe school 
environment.  The City Council would like to present him with a Certificate of Recognition 
recognizing his outstanding service to the City of Laguna Hills. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

• Certificate of Recognition 
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        CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION 
 

                  BRIAN GUNSOLLEY 
                              Deputy Sheriff 
                         City of Laguna Hills 
          Orange County Sheriff’s Department 
 
 

 

  WHEREAS, Brian Gunsolley has served as Deputy Sheriff for the City 
of Laguna Hills since February 2007, and the Laguna Hills School Resource Officer 
since September 2010; and 
 
  WHEREAS, Brian has proven himself to be a person of immense 
character, honesty, and loyalty; and  
 
  WHEREAS, Brian has fostered a strong partnership between law 
enforcement, school administrators, parents, and students and therefore, has 
enhanced campus safety at Laguna Hills High School, Lomarena Elementary, 
San Joaquin Elementary, and Valencia Elementary; and  
 
  WHEREAS, Brian, while serving as the Laguna Hills School Resource 
Officer, has been honored with the Distinguished Safe School Award at the 2015 
Safe Schools Conference for his outstanding support to providing a safe school 
environment.     
 
  NOW, THEREFORE, I, Dore J. Gilbert, M.D., Mayor, on behalf of the 
City Council of the City of Laguna Hills, California, and all the staff, do hereby 
recognize and honor Deputy Sheriff Brian Gunsolley for receiving the 
Distinguished Safe School Award at the 2015 Safe Schools Conference.       

 
Dated this 8th day of September 2015.  
 
 

 

                                
  DORE J. GILBERT, M.D., MAYOR  
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: MELISSA AU-YEUNG  
 ASSISTANT TO THE CITY MANAGER 
 
ISSUE: PRESENTATION REGARDING THE 2015 SOLAR DECATHLON 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVE A PRESENTATION 
FROM ALEX MCDONALD, SOLAR DECATHLON PROJECT LEADER, REGARDING 
THE UPCOMING 2015 SOLAR DECATHLON.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The U.S. Department of Energy Solar Decathlon program occurs biennially and challenges 
collegiate teams to design, build, and operate solar-powered houses that are cost-
effective, energy-efficient, and attractive.  The next Solar Decathlon is scheduled to take 
place October 8-18, 2015, at the Great Park in Irvine.  Solar Decathlon Project Leader 
Alex McDonald will be present at the meeting to provide the City Council with a 
presentation. 
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CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA 

CITY COUNCIL/PLANNING AGENCY  
REGULAR MEETING 

MINUTES 
AUGUST 25, 2015 

 

 
GENERAL BUSINESS - CONVENING AT 7:00 PM 

 
CALL TO ORDER 

 
Mayor Gilbert called the Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of Laguna 
Hills, California, to order at 7:04 p.m. in the Laguna Hills City Council Chamber, 
24035 El Toro Road, Laguna Hills, California. 

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  COUNCIL MEMBER BLOUNT 

 
ROLL CALL OF CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS 

 
Present:  Mayor Gilbert, Mayor Pro Tempore Kogerman, Council Member Blount, 
Council Member Carruth, Council Member Sedgwick 

 
CLOSED SESSION REPORT 

 
There was no Closed Session report. 

 
1. PRESENTATIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS 

 
Mayor Gilbert took Item No. 1.2, Item No. 1.3, and Item No. 1.5 out of order on the 
Agenda.   
 
1.2 RECOGNITION OF DEPUTY SHERIFF THOMAS SPRATT ON THE 

OCCASION OF HIS RETIREMENT 
 

MAYOR GILBERT AND LIEUTENANT CHACON PRESENTED RETIRING 
DEPUTY SHERIFF THOMAS SPRATT WITH A CERTIFICATE OF 
RECOGNITION FOR HIS MANY YEARS OF SERVICE TO THE CITY OF 
LAGUNA HILLS. 

 
1.3 RECOGNITION OF SERGEANT MATTHEW PRINCE 

 
MAYOR GILBERT AND LIEUTENANT CHACON PRESENTED A 
CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION TO SERGEANT MATTHEW PRINCE 
FOR BEING HONORED AS "SUPERVISOR OF THE YEAR" BY THE 
CORONA DEL MAR EXCHANGE CLUB. 
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1.5 CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION, NEIGHBORHOOD WATCH BLOCK 
CAPTAINS 

 
MAYOR GILBERT AND LIEUTENANT CHACON PRESENTED 
CERTIFICATES OF RECOGNITION TO THE CURRENT NEIGHBORHOOD 
WATCH BLOCK CAPTAINS FOR THEIR SERVICE TO THE CITY OF 
LAGUNA HILLS. 

 
1.1 RECOGNITION OF JAN FRAINIE ON THE OCCASION OF HIS 

RETIREMENT 
 

MAYOR GILBERT AND CITY MANAGER CHANNING RECOGNIZED JAN 
FRAINIE ON THE OCCASION OF HIS RETIREMENT AND PRESENTED 
MR. FRAINIE WITH A CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION AND CITY 
PLAQUE. 
 
THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPTED RESOLUTION NO. 2015-08-25-1, A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, 
CALIFORNIA, RECOGNIZING JAN FRAINIE FOR HIS SERVICE TO THE 
CITY, BY M/COUNCIL MEMBER BLOUNT, S/COUNCIL MEMBER 
CARRUTH. 
APPROVED BY A VOTE OF 5-0. 

 
1.4 TWENTY YEAR ANNIVERSARY AWARD 

 
MAYOR GILBERT AND CITY MANAGER CHANNING RECOGNIZED 
KENNETH H. ROSENFIELD, P.E., DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC SERVICES/ 
CITY ENGINEER, FOR TWENTY YEARS OF SERVICE TO THE CITY OF 
LAGUNA HILLS AND PRESENTED MR. ROSENFIELD WITH A 
CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION. 

 
2. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
TOWN HALL MEETINGS 

 
Len Herman, Laguna Hills resident, thanked the City Council and City staff for hosting 
two great town hall meetings:  the Group Homes Informational Meeting held on 
August 17, 2015, and the Cybersecurity & Identity Protection Town Hall hosted by 
U.S. Representative Mimi Walters on August 24, 2015.  Mr. Herman thanked the City 
Council and City staff for keeping the public informed. 

 
PARKING NEAR BECKENHAM PARK 

 
Mary Pruitt, Laguna Hills resident, addressed the City Council regarding her concerns 
about the parking situation on Beckenham Street.  Director of Public Services 
Rosenfield stated that Public Services will conduct a survey of the parking situation 
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and prepare a report to be presented at the Traffic Commission meeting of 
September 16, 2015. 

 
DRIVEWAY ROOT DAMAGE 

 
Rose Marie Gross, Laguna Hills resident, addressed the City Council regarding her 
concerns about the damage caused to her driveway and property by the trees located 
next to her home on El Conejo Lane.  Ms. Gross also presented the City Council with 
a timeline, proposals, and photos.        

 
3. CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
MOTION TO APPROVE THE CONSENT CALENDAR, ITEMS NO. 3.1 THROUGH 
3.12, BY M/COUNCIL MEMBER BLOUNT, S/COUNCIL MEMBER CARRUTH. 
APPROVED BY A VOTE OF 5-0. 

 
3.1 WAIVE READING IN FULL OF ALL ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS 

ON THE AGENDA 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL WAIVED READING IN FULL OF ALL ORDINANCES 
AND RESOLUTIONS ON THE AGENDA AND DECLARED THAT SAID 
TITLES WHICH APPEAR ON THE PUBLIC AGENDA SHALL BE 
DETERMINED TO HAVE BEEN READ BY TITLE AND FURTHER READING 
WAIVED. 

 
3.2 APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR JULY 14, 2015, REGULAR MEETING 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVED THE MINUTES OF THE JULY 14, 2015, 
REGULAR MEETING. 

 
3.3 APPROVAL OF WARRANT REGISTER FOR PERIOD ENDED 

AUGUST 25, 2015 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVED THE WARRANT REGISTER IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $2,403,551.16. 

 
3.4 PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 1 FOR LAGUNA HILLS COMMUNITY 

CENTER SOFTBALL FIELD IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT, CIP NO. 240 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVED PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 1, IN THE 
NET AMOUNT OF $27,007.55, TO LEHMAN CONSTRUCTION FOR 
LAGUNA HILLS COMMUNITY CENTER SOFTBALL FIELD 
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT, CIP NO. 240. 

 
3.5 PROPOSED RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING A RESIDENTIAL PARKING 

PERMIT PROGRAM AND A NO PARKING ZONE FOR STREET 
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SWEEPING PURPOSES ON CERTAIN STREETS IN THE RESIDENTIAL 
NEIGHBORHOOD SOUTH OF LOS ALISOS BOULEVARD 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPTED RESOLUTION NO. 2015-08-25-2, A 
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, 
CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING A RESIDENTIAL PARKING PERMIT AREA 
AND A NO PARKING ZONE DURING DAYS AND HOURS OF STREET 
SWEEPING ON CERTAIN STREETS IN THE RESIDENTIAL 
NEIGHBORHOOD SOUTH OF LOS ALISOS BOULEVARD. 

 
3.6 19TH ANNUAL INNER COASTAL WATERSHED CLEANUP DAY 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL DECLARED SEPTEMBER 19, 2015, AS INNER 
COASTAL WATERSHED CLEANUP DAY AND ENCOURAGED 
VOLUNTEER PARTICIPATION IN THIS EVENT. 

 
3.7 REJECTION OF BIDS AND AUTHORIZATION TO RE-ADVERTISE THE 

COMMUNITY CENTER AND SPORTS COMPLEX SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
PROJECT, CIP NO. 514, FOR BIDS 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL REJECTED ALL BIDS RECEIVED ON AUGUST 13, 
2015, APPROVED THE REVISED PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS ON FILE 
WITH THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK, AND AUTHORIZED THE RE-
ADVERTISEMENT OF THE COMMUNITY CENTER AND SPORTS 
COMPLEX SITE IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT, CIP NO. 514, FOR BIDS. 

 
3.8 PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 2 FOR LAGUNA HILLS COMMUNITY 

CENTER SOFTBALL FIELD IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT, CIP NO. 240 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVED PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 2, IN THE 
NET AMOUNT OF $56,707.97, TO LEHMAN CONSTRUCTION FOR 
LAGUNA HILLS COMMUNITY CENTER SOFTBALL FIELD 
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT, CIP NO. 240. 

 
3.9 PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 2 FOR STOCKPORT PARK RENOVATION 

PROJECT, CIP NO. 239-B 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVED PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 2, IN THE 
NET AMOUNT OF $215,865.65, AND CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER NO. 1, 
TO HONDO COMPANY, INC. FOR STOCKPORT PARK RENOVATION 
PROJECT, CIP NO. 239-B. 

 
3.10 AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR THE BRIDGE DECK SEALING AND JOINT 

REPAIR PROJECT ON LAGUNA HILLS DRIVE AT ALISO CREEK AND ON 
MILL CREEK DRIVE AT CAÑADA CHANNEL, CIP NO. 189 
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THE CITY COUNCIL AWARDED THE CONTRACT FOR THE BRIDGE 
DECK SEALING AND JOINT REPAIR PROJECT ON LAGUNA HILLS 
DRIVE AT ALISO CREEK AND ON MILL CREEK DRIVE AT CAÑADA 
CHANNEL TO THE APPARENT LOW BIDDER, WEST COAST 
STRUCTURES, INC., IN THE LOW BID AMOUNT OF $37,217.55, 
REJECTED ALL OTHER BIDS, AND AUTHORIZED THE MAYOR TO SIGN 
THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT. 

 
3.11 ADOPTION OF AN ORDINANCE ADDING CHAPTER 10-56 TO TITLE 10 

OF THE LAGUNA HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROVIDE AN 
EXPEDITED, STREAMLINED PERMITTING PROCESS FOR SMALL 
RESIDENTIAL ROOFTOP SOLAR ENERGY SYSTEMS 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPTED ORDINANCE NO. 2015-6, AN 
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, ADDING 
CHAPTER 10-56 TO TITLE 10 OF THE LAGUNA HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE 
TO PROVIDE AN EXPEDITED, STREAMLINED PERMITTING PROCESS 
FOR SMALL RESIDENTIAL ROOFTOP SOLAR ENERGY SYSTEMS. 

 
3.12 2015 FOURTH OF JULY POST EVENT REPORT 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVED AND FILED THE REPORT. 

 
ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR 

 
There were no items removed from the Consent Calendar. 

 
4. PLANNING AGENCY 

 
Mayor Gilbert recessed the City Council meeting and acting in the capacity of Chair, 
called the regular meeting of the Planning Agency of the City of Laguna Hills, 
California, to order at 7:38 p.m. 

 
4.1 ROLL CALL OF PLANNING AGENCY MEMBERS 

 
Present:  Chair Gilbert, Vice Chair Kogerman, Agency Member Blount, Agency 
Member Carruth, and Agency Member Sedgwick 

 
4.2 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
There were no public comments. 

 
4.3 APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR JULY 14, 2015 

 
THE PLANNING AGENCY APPROVED THE MINUTES OF THE 
JULY 14, 2015, REGULAR MEETING, BY M/AGENCY MEMBER BLOUNT, 
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S/VICE CHAIR KOGERMAN. 
APPROVED BY A VOTE OF 4-0 WITH AGENCY MEMBER CARRUTH 
ABSTAINING. 

 
4.4 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

 
There were no Administrative Reports. 

 
4.5 PLANNING AGENCY PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
4.5.1 REVISION TO CONDITION OF APPROVAL NO. 14 FOR 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT/SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT/ 
VARIANCE/MASTER SIGN PROGRAM (CUP/SDPM/VA/MSP) 
NO. 10-14-3013 (CONSTRUCTION OF A +/- 2,800 SQUARE-FOOT 
DRIVE-THRU RESTAURANT - RAISING CANE'S) TO ALLOW 
PERMITS TO BE ISSUED FOR DEMOLITION AND 
CONSTRUCTION PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A CASE CLOSURE 
LETTER FROM THE SANTA ANA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY 
CONTROL BOARD FOR THE GROUNDWATER MONITORING 
CASE AT THE SUBJECT SITE, SUBJECT TO PRIOR WRITTEN 
APPROVAL BY THE SANTA ANA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY 
CONTROL BOARD 

 
Katie Crockett, Assistant Planner, reviewed the request to revise Condition of 
Approval No. 14 and amend Resolution No. PA2015-04-28-2 for the 
redevelopment of the property located at 23971 El Toro Road (Raising Cane’s) 
and provided a PowerPoint presentation. 
 
Chair Gilbert opened the Public Hearing. 
 
Ahmad Ghaderi, 23971 El Toro Road Property Owner, thanked City Council 
and City staff for their guidance through this process and spoke in favor of 
revising Condition of Approval No. 14 for Raising Cane’s. 
 
Chair Gilbert closed the Public Hearing.        

 
THE PLANNING AGENCY:  (1) CONDUCTED A PUBLIC HEARING TO 
CONSIDER THE PROPOSED MODIFICATION TO CONDITION OF 
APPROVAL NO. 14; AND (2) ADOPTED RESOLUTION NO. PA2015-8-25-1, A 
RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING AGENCY OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA 
HILLS, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. PA2015-04-28-2 TO 
REVISE CONDITION OF APPROVAL NO. 14 OF CUP/SDPM/VA/MSP 
NO. 10-14-3013 (CONSTRUCTION OF A +/- 2,800 SQUARE-FOOT DRIVE-
THRU RESTAURANT - RAISING CANE'S) TO ALLOW PERMITS TO BE 
ISSUED FOR DEMOLITION AND CONSTRUCTION PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF 
A CASE CLOSURE LETTER FROM THE SANTA ANA REGIONAL WATER 
QUALITY CONTROL BOARD FOR THE GROUNDWATER MONITORING 
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CASE AT THE SUBJECT SITE, SUBJECT TO PRIOR WRITTEN APPROVAL 
BY THE SANTA ANA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD, BY 
M/VICE CHAIR KOGERMAN, S/AGENCY MEMBER CARRUTH. 
APPROVED BY A VOTE OF 5-0. 

 
PLANNING AGENCY ADJOURNMENT 

 
Mayor Gilbert reconvened the City Council meeting at 7:49 p.m.  All Council 
Members were present. 

 
5. CITY COUNCIL PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
5.1 ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 

OF LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, ESTABLISHING FIGURES FOR THE 
AVERAGE PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD, FAIR MARKET VALUE FOR 
VACANT RESIDENTIAL LAND, AND THE AMOUNT OF THE PARK IN-
LIEU FEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF CHAPTER 8-06 OF THE 
LAGUNA HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE 

 
Mayor Gilbert opened the Public Hearing and, upon seeing no one rise, closed 
the Public Hearing. 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL: (1) RECEIVED STAFF'S REQUEST FOR 
CONTINUANCE; (2) CONDUCTED A PUBLIC HEARING; AND 
(3) CONTINUED THIS ITEM TO THE CITY COUNCIL MEETING OF 
SEPTEMBER 8, 2015, BY M/MAYOR PRO TEMPORE KOGERMAN, 
S/COUNCIL MEMBER SEDGWICK 
APPROVED BY A VOTE OF 5-0.  

 
6. ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

 
6.1 City Manager 

 
   The City Manager made no reports. 

 
6.2 Deputy City Manager/Community Services 

 
6.2.1 2015 MEMORIAL DAY RACE POST-EVENT REPORT AND A 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE 
FUNDING FOR THE 3/5 MARINE SUPPORT COMMITTEE 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVED AND FILED THE REPORT AND 
ADOPTED RESOLUTION NO. 2015-08-25-3, A RESOLUTION OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, 
AUTHORIZING COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE FUNDING FOR THE 3RD 
BATTALION, 5TH MARINES, 1ST DIVISION SUPPORT COMMITTEE, A 
CALIFORNIA NONPROFIT CORPORATION, BY M/COUNCIL MEMBER 
CARRUTH, S/MAYOR PRO TEMPORE KOGERMAN. 
APPROVED BY A VOTE OF 5-0.     
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7. MATTERS AGENDIZED AND PRESENTED BY CITY COUNCIL MEMBERS AND 
MAYOR 

 
There were no items agendized and presented by City Council Members or Mayor. 

 
8. CITY COUNCIL MEMBER COMMENTS 

 
MAYOR PRO TEMPORE KOGERMAN 

 

Mayor Pro Tempore Kogerman reported that she attended the Dover Saddlery grand 
opening events.  Mayor Pro Tempore Kogerman informed the City Council that the 
League of California Cities has prepared a Resolution, which will be voted on during 
the 2015 Annual Conference & Expo in San Jose, requesting that the State 
legislature address the concentration issue of sober living homes in neighborhoods.  
 
COUNCIL MEMBER CARRUTH 
 
Council Member Carruth reported that she attended the Host Town Welcome 
Breakfast for the Special Olympics held at the Laguna Hills Community Center on 
July 24, 2015, and reported that it was a well-organized, festive celebration.  Council 
Member Carruth also stated that she attended the Cybersecurity & Identity Protection 
event hosted by US Representative Mimi Walters.     
 
COUNCIL MEMBER SEDGWICK 
 

Council Member Sedgwick stated that recent community town hall events provided 
residents with an opportunity to discuss issues with City staff and City officials in a 
more approachable format than when attending City Council meetings and he has 
received positive feedback from the events.  Council Member Sedgwick also reported 
that he attended an event hosted by U.S. Representative Mimi Walters “CA-45 Local 
Elected Official Congressional Update” on Friday, August 21, 2015.   

 
ADJOURNMENT 

 
There being no further business of the City Council at this session, Mayor Gilbert 
adjourned the City Council at 8:02 p.m.  

 

MELISSA AU-YEUNG, CITY CLERK 
 
ATTEST: 
 

DORE J. GILBERT, M.D., MAYOR 
 
APPROVED AT MEETING OF SEPTEMBER 8, 2015. 
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: KENNETH H. ROSENFIELD, P.E. 
 DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC SERVICES/CITY ENGINEER 
 
ISSUE: PROGRESS PAYMENT NO. 3 FOR STOCKPORT PARK RENOVATION 

PROJECT, CIP NO. 239-B 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE PROGRESS 
PAYMENT NO. 3, IN THE NET AMOUNT OF $11,972.16, TO HONDO COMPANY, INC. 
FOR STOCKPORT PARK RENOVATION PROJECT, CIP NO. 239-B.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
Work on the Stockport Park Renovation Project, CIP No. 239-B, began on May 4, 2015, 
and is being performed by Hondo Company, Inc.  Work performed in July and August 
includes improvements to the volleyball court, picnic tables, concrete ramp removal at the 
playground, hydro-seeding the slope, and commencement of the 90-day maintenance 
period.  All park facilities have been re-opened for public use.  The contractor has 
submitted the third progress payment request for approval. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
A routine monthly action for capital improvement projects is the submission, review, and 
approval of the contractor’s invoice.  Procedurally, field staff verifies the contractor’s 
quantities and matches them with the submitted invoice.  The unit prices and total costs of 
the project are confirmed by the office staff and a progress payment is then processed.  A 
five-percent (5%) retention is withheld from each payment to assure final performance of 
the work.  The contractor for this project, Hondo Company, Inc., has submitted the third 
progress payment for the subject project as follows: 
 
ITEM # DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT PRICE $ AMOUNT 

23 
90 Day maintenance 
period 

.33 LS $1,800.00 $600.00 

CO#1 Change Order  1 LS $12,002.27 $12,002.27 
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TOTAL TO DATE $259,855.00  

LESS PRIOR BILLING $246,862.25  

TOTAL THIS PERIOD $12,602.27 $12,602.27 

LESS 5% RETENTION  $(630.11) 

DUE  $11,972.16 

  
FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
The progress payment is within the Capital Improvement Program Budget for the 
Stockport Park Renovation Project, CIP No. 239-B. 
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: KENNETH H. ROSENFIELD, P.E. 
 DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC SERVICES/CITY ENGINEER 
 
ISSUE: ENERGY CONSERVATION IMPROVEMENTS THROUGH THE ON-BILL 

FINANCING PROGRAM OFFERED BY SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
COMPANY AND SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY, AND 
UTILIZATION OF ECOGREEN SOLUTIONS, INC. AS THE CITY'S 
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THIS PROGRAM 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE CITY 
MANAGER TO UTILIZE THE ON-BILL FINANCING PROGRAM FOR ENERGY 
CONSERVATION IMPROVEMENTS OF VARIOUS CITY FACILITIES AS OFFERED BY 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY AND SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC 
COMPANY, AND TO SELECT ECOGREEN SOLUTIONS, INC. AS THE CITY'S 
REPRESENTATIVE TO THE UTILITY COMPANIES FOR THIS PROGRAM.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The electric utilities that provide services to the City of Laguna Hills, namely Southern 
California Edison Company (SCE) and San Diego Gas and Electric Company (SDGE), 
offer a financing program known as On-Bill Financing (OBF) to encourage entities to 
change out their electric facilities to more energy efficient ones without having to provide 
any upfront capital expenditure.  The utilities provide the funding of this program which is 
then repaid through the on-going payment of the electric utility bills.  Staff has engaged the 
local firm of EcoGreen Solutions, Inc. to guide the City through this process and to seek 
OBF funding in order to change out all of the City’s park and traffic signal lighting facilities 
to light emitting diode (LED) units.  The LED units will save the City about 80% of the 
current energy usage and, over time, reduce the City’s costs for electricity.  The OBF 
application to SCE is ready to proceed to implementation and the SDGE OBF application 
is now in process.  City Council is recommended to approve this program and authorize 
staff to proceed with its implementation. 
 
 
 

 9/8/2015 ITEM NO. 3.5



 
 
Energy Conservation Improvements 
September 8, 2015 
Page 2 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The California Public Utilities Commission has authorized both SCE and SDGE to offer the 
OBF program to its customers in an effort to incentivize them to reduce energy 
consumption.  SCE provides the following information about the OBF program:  “On-Bill 
Financing lets you finance your qualified energy efficiency projects interest-free.  With On-
Bill Financing, you’ll enjoy:  0% interest loans, no fees or loan costs, and convenient loan 
repayment through your monthly SCE bill.  Along with On-Bill Financing, you may also 
receive these benefits from your energy efficiency project:  Financial incentives for 
installing qualified energy-efficient equipment, lower monthly electricity usage, and long-
term energy savings.”   
 
Staff has engaged a local firm, EcoGreen Solutions, Inc. of Laguna Niguel, to help guide 
the City through the OBF analysis and eventual implementation of this program.  
EcoGreen Solutions, Inc. has successfully completed energy conservation projects in 
other cities in South Orange County as well as with school districts and institutional 
entities.  They have a 15-year track record of successful projects and are intimately 
familiar with the OBF process, an otherwise complex and challenging program.  EcoGreen 
Solutions, Inc. provides their serves at no direct cost to the City.  They are compensated 
through the funding provided by the utility.  Should this program proceed, EcoGreen 
Solutions, Inc. will be identified as the City’s representative when implementing this energy 
conservation work. 
 
EcoGreen Solutions, Inc. has identified all of the facilities in the SCE territory that may be 
eligible for the OBF program.  As shown on the attached spread sheet all of the parks, 
traffic signal locations, and El Toro Road Urban Village lighting facilities have been 
identified for the replacement of the existing lighting facilities to highly energy efficient LED 
lights.  The LED units will save about 80% of the current energy usage and, over time, 
reduce the City’s costs for electricity.  As shown on the spread sheet, approximately 357 
lights in the SCE area will be retrofitted resulting in an annual savings of 164,000 KwH of 
energy.  The OBF application with SCE is ready to proceed to implementation this fall.  
EcoGreen Solutions, Inc. is also working on a similar program and range of work with the 
SDGE OBF program and this will be implemented in the future. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
There is no upfront cost to implement this program.  The OBF expenditure will be repaid to 
SCE through the payment of normal utility bills.  The repayment of the OBF funds is 
expected to be completed in a five to seven-year timeframe.  The City will reduce its 
energy consumption and, over time, benefit from lower utility bills. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

• On-Bill Financing Spreadsheet - SCE area 
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DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: DAVID CHANTARANGSU, AICP 
 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
 
ISSUE: AWARD OF A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR ON-CALL 

PLANNING SERVICES TO MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN, INC.  
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE AWARD OF A 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR ON-CALL PLANNING SERVICES TO 
MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN, INC. (MIG, INC.) AND AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO 
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The City’s contract model for providing services includes the utilization of land use 
planning consultants to review, process, and complete zoning applications and special 
projects when staff workload exceeds the ability to deliver timely services.  Currently, there 
is no professional services agreement (PSA) in place that allows staff to outsource work 
on an as-needed, on-call basis.  Approval of the proposed PSA would provide staff with 
access to additional temporary staffing resources that would provide assistance with the 
completion of zoning applications and other projects.  Staff believes additional temporary 
staffing resources will be needed over the next 12 - 24 months given the number of larger 
planning projects on the horizon such as the Five Lagunas project at the Laguna Hills Mall 
and the continued redevelopment of Oakbrook Village, among others.  Consultant costs to 
the City would be passed on to applicants through the payment of zoning application fees 
that would otherwise be paid to the City for staff time spent on applications. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The City utilizes a variety of professional consultants on an as-needed basis to meet 
organizational goals and objectives in providing services to the community or undertaking 
specific projects.  This approach is especially true for the City in the public works arena of 
the municipal services it provides.  This request from the Community Development 
Department would assist staff in meeting customer needs for review and approval of not 
only typical zoning permits received in the course of normal business, but also more 
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complicated projects currently underway.  Customers could experience significant delays 
in receiving zoning approvals if staffing resources are limited to in-house staff.  The 
services of a planning consultant would be used on an “on-call, as-needed” basis.  
 
In soliciting for these services, one firm responded to the City’s Request for Proposal 
(RFP) – MIG, Inc.  The City has used the services of a planning consultant in prior years to 
assist with the completion of zoning applications when in-house staffing resources were 
not sufficient to perform all of the duties required to meet customer needs.  The recent 
departure of a staff person in the Community Development Department’s Planning 
Division, along with a significant amount of other work activity being experienced in the 
City’s planning function, has resulted in the need for the use of consultant services to be 
considered by the City again. 
 
The use of the consultant’s services will be limited to reviewing and processing zoning 
applications.  Given the number of complex projects currently making their way through 
the zoning review process, or that could potentially be submitted, staff will need assistance 
in providing services for more routine projects, as well as special projects. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
None.  As the consultant bills the City for costs in reviewing zoning applications the 
applicant absorbs these charges. 
 
CEQA FINDINGS: 
 
Environmental review is not required under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Sections 
15060(c)(2) (the activity will not result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect 
physical change in the environment) and 15060(c)(3) (the activity is not a project as 
defined in Section 15378) because it has no potential for resulting in physical change to 
the environment, directly or indirectly.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

• Attachment 1 - Professional Services Agreement with Scope of Work 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
Moore Iacofano Goltsman, Inc. 

(On-Call Planning Consultant Services) 
 
 
 

THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT (hereinafter “Agreement”) is made 
and entered into, to be effective this 8th day of September 2015, by and between the CITY OF 
LAGUNA HILLS, a municipal corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
California,  (hereinafter referred to as “City”) and MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN, INC., a 
California corporation, (MIG, Inc.) (MIG/Hogle-Ireland) (hereinafter referred to as 
“Consultant”). City and Consultant are sometimes hereinafter individually referred to as “Party” 
and are hereinafter collectively referred to as the “Parties.” 
 

RECITALS 
 

A. City has determined that there is a need to retain the professional services, on an 
on-call basis, of a qualified planning services consulting firm for the purpose of assisting the City 
with discretionary entitlement processing, advanced planning, and discretionary case 
environmental review, which professional planning services will include but not be limited to 
land use planning, municipal code compliance, development application and plan check review 
services, land use entitlement processing, project management and community development 
services, as well to provide the City with other as-needed land use application review, zoning 
code compliance, and planning and support services that may be required on an as-needed basis 
(the “Project”). 

 
B. Consultant has submitted to City a formal written proposal, dated June 3, 2015, to 

provide professional on-call planning consultant services, as well as a full range of other as-
needed planning, land use, environmental review and other consulting support services that may 
be required on an on-call basis, to City for the Project pursuant to the terms of this Agreement. 
 
 C. Consultant represents and maintains that it is uniquely qualified by virtue of its 
experience, training, education, reputation, and expertise to provide these services to City for the 
Project and has agreed to provide such services as provided herein.  City does not have the 
personnel or specialized technical expertise able to perform the work or services contracted for 
herein. 

 
D. City desires to retain Consultant to provide such professional services for the 

Project. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises and mutual obligations, 
covenants, and conditions contained herein, and other valuable consideration, the receipt and 
sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows: 

 9/8/2015 ITEM NO. 3.6



 
6909-PSA05012015 

1110612.1 

2 

AGREEMENT 
 

1. SERVICES OF CONSULTANT 
 
 1.1 Scope of Services and Standard of Performance.  In compliance with all terms 
and conditions of this Agreement, Consultant agrees to provide and perform the professional on-
call planning consulting services to City for the Project as set forth in the Proposal/Scope of 
Work, dated June 3, 2015, which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and is incorporated herein by 
reference (hereinafter referred to as the “Scope of Services,” the “Services” or “Work”).  As a 
material inducement to the City entering into this Agreement, Consultant acknowledges and 
understands that the Services and Work contracted for under this Agreement require specialized 
skills and abilities and that, consistent with this understanding, Consultant’s Services and Work 
shall be performed in a skillful and competent manner and shall be held to a standard of quality 
and workmanship prevalent in the industry for such Services and Work and with the standards 
recognized as being employed by professionals in the same discipline in the State of California.  
Consultant represents and warrants that it is skilled in the professional discipline necessary to 
perform the Services and Work and that it holds the necessary skills and abilities to satisfy the 
standard of work as set forth in this Agreement.  Consultant represents and warrants that it and 
all of its employees, subconsultants and subcontractors providing any Work or Services under 
this Agreement shall have sufficient skill and experience to perform the Services and Work 
assigned to them.  All Services and Work shall be completed to the reasonable satisfaction of the 
City.    
 
 1.2 Contract Documents.  The Agreement between the Parties shall consist of the 
following: (1) this Agreement; and, (2) the Consultant’s signed, original June 3, 2015 proposal 
submitted to the City (“Consultant’s Proposal”), which shall all be referred to collectively 
hereinafter as the “Contract Documents.”  The Consultant’s Proposal, attached hereto as Exhibit 
“A,” is hereby incorporated by reference and is made a part of this Agreement.  All provisions of 
the Contract Documents shall be binding on the Parties.  Should any conflict or inconsistency 
exist in the Contract Documents, the conflict or inconsistency shall be resolved by applying 
the provisions in the highest priority document, which shall be determined in the following order 
of priority: (1st)  the terms of this Agreement; and, (2nd) the provisions of the Consultant’s 
Proposal. 
 
 1.3 Compliance with Law.  Consultant shall comply at all times during the term of 
this Agreement with all applicable federal, state, and local laws, statutes, and ordinances and all 
lawful orders, rules, and regulations promulgated thereunder, including without limitation all 
applicable fair labor standards and Cal/OSHA requirements.  Consultant shall keep itself fully 
informed of and in compliance with all local, state, and federal laws, rules, and regulations in any 
manner affecting the performance of the Work and Services, including all Cal/OSHA 
requirements, and shall give all notices required by law.  Consultant shall be liable for all 
violations of such laws and regulations in connection with performing the Work and Services.  If 
Consultant performs any Work or Services in violation of such laws, rules, and regulations, 
Consultant shall be solely responsible for all penalties and costs arising therefrom.  Consultant 
shall defend, indemnify, and hold City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, 
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free and harmless from any claim or liability arising out of any failure or alleged failure to 
comply with such laws, rules, or regulations. 
 
 1.4 Licenses, Permits, Fees, and Assessments.  Prior to performing any Services or 
Work hereunder Consultant shall obtain all licenses, permits, qualifications, and approvals of 
whatever nature that are legally required to practice its profession and perform the Work and 
Services required by this Agreement.  Consultant represents and warrants to City that Consultant 
shall, at its sole cost and expense, keep in effect at all times during the term of this Agreement 
and any extension, any license, permit, qualification, or approval that is legally required for 
Consultant to perform the Work and Services under this Agreement.  Consultant shall have the 
sole obligation to pay for any fees, assessments, and taxes, plus applicable penalties and interest, 
which may be imposed by law and arise from or are necessary for the Consultant's performance 
of the Work and Services required by this Agreement, and shall defend, indemnify, and hold the 
City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, free and harmless from and against 
any claim or liability arising out of any failure or alleged failure to obtain such license, permits, 
and approvals of whatever nature that are legally required to perform the Work or Services. 
 
 1.5 Familiarity with Work.  By executing this Agreement, Consultant represents and 
warrants that it (a) has thoroughly investigated and considered the Scope of Work or Services to 
be performed, (b) has carefully considered how the Services should be performed and has 
carefully examined the location or locations at or with respect to where such Services or Work is 
to be performed, and (c) fully understands the facilities, difficulties, and restrictions attending 
performance of the Services under this Agreement.  If the Services involve work upon any site, 
Consultant represents and maintains that Consultant has or will investigate the site and is or will 
be fully acquainted with the conditions there existing, prior to commencement of any Services 
hereunder.  Should the Consultant discover any latent or unknown conditions that will materially 
affect the performance of the Services hereunder, Consultant shall immediately inform the City 
of such fact and shall not proceed except at Consultant's risk until written instructions are 
received from the City. 
 
 1.6 Care of Work.  Consultant shall adopt reasonable methods during the term of the 
Agreement to furnish continuous protection to the Work and the equipment, materials, papers, 
documents, plans, studies, and/or other components thereof to prevent losses or damages, and 
shall be responsible for all such damages, to persons or property, until acceptance of the Work by 
the City, except such losses or damages as may be caused by City's own negligence. 
 
 1.7 Further Responsibilities of Parties.  Both Parties agree to use reasonable care 
and diligence to perform their respective obligations under this Agreement.  Both Parties agree to 
act in good faith to execute all instruments, prepare all documents, and take all actions as may be 
reasonably necessary to carry out the purposes of this Agreement. 
 
 1.8 Additional Services.  City shall have the right at any time during the performance 
of the Services, without invalidating this Agreement, to order extra work beyond that specified in 
the Scope of Services (Exhibit “A”) or make changes by altering, adding to, or deducting from 
such Work.  No such extra work may be undertaken unless a written order is first given by the 
City to the Consultant, incorporating therein any adjustment in (i) the Maximum Contract 
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Amount, as defined below, and/or (ii) the time to perform this Agreement, which adjustments are 
subject to the written approval of the Consultant.  It is expressly understood by Consultant that 
the provisions of this section shall not apply to the Work and Services specifically set forth in the 
Scope of Services or reasonably contemplated therein, regardless of whether the time or 
materials required to complete any Work or Service identified in the Scope of Services exceeds 
any time or material amounts or estimates provided therein. 
 

1.9 Non-Exclusive Agreement.  Consultant acknowledges that City may enter into 
agreements with other contractors, consultants, or vendors for services similar to the services that 
are the subject of this Agreement.  Consultant further acknowledges that City may have its own 
employees perform services similar to the services that are the subject of this Agreement. 
 
2. COMPENSATION 

 
 2.1 Maximum Contract Amount.  For the Services and Work rendered pursuant to 
this Agreement, Consultant shall be compensated by City for the services performed, including 
authorized reimbursements, on a time and materials basis in accordance with the professional 
hourly rates and charges set forth in the Schedule of Compensation/Fees, which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit “A” and is incorporated herein by reference, but not exceeding the total 
maximum contract amount of One Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00) (hereinafter 
referred to as the "Maximum Contract Amount"), except as may be provided pursuant to Section 
1.8 above.  The method of compensation shall be as set forth in Exhibit “A”.  Compensation for 
necessary expenditures for reproduction costs, telephone expenses, and transportation expenses 
must be approved in advance by the Contract Officer designated pursuant to Section 4.2 and will 
only be approved if such expenses are also specified in the Schedule of Compensation/Fees.    
The maximum amount of City’s payment obligation under this Agreement is the amount 
specified in this section. 
 
 2.2. Method of Payment.  Unless some other method of payment is specified in the 
Schedule of Compensation/Fees (Exhibit “A”), in any month in which Consultant wishes to 
receive payment, no later than the tenth (10th) working day of such month, Consultant shall 
submit to the City, in a form approved by the City’s Finance Manager, an invoice for services 
rendered prior to the date of the invoice.  Such requests shall be based upon the amount and 
value of the services performed by Consultant and accompanied by such reporting data including 
an itemized breakdown of all costs incurred and tasks performed during the period covered by 
the invoice, as may be required by the City.  City shall use reasonable efforts to make payments 
to Consultant within forty-five (45) days after receipt of the invoice or a soon thereafter as is 
reasonably practical. 
 

2.3 Changes in Scope.  In the event any change or changes in the Scope of Services 
is requested by the City, the Parties shall execute a written amendment to this Agreement, setting 
forth with particularity all terms of such amendment, including, but not limited to, any additional 
professional fees.  An amendment may be entered into: (a) to provide for revisions or 
modifications to documents or other work product or work when documents or other work 
product or work is required by the enactment or revision of law subsequent to the preparation of 
any documents, other work product, or work; and/or (b) to provide for additional services not 
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included in this Agreement or not customarily furnished in accordance with generally accepted 
practice in Consultant’s profession. 

 2.4 Appropriations.  This Agreement is subject to and contingent upon funds being 
appropriated therefore by the Laguna Hills City Council for each fiscal year covered by the term 
of this Agreement.  If such appropriations are not made, this Agreement shall automatically 
terminate without penalty to the City. 

 
3. SCHEDULE OF PERFORMANCE 
 
 3.1 Time of Essence.  Time is of the essence in the performance of this Agreement.  
The time for completion of the services to be performed by Consultant is an essential condition 
of this Agreement.  Consultant shall prosecute regularly and diligently the Work of this 
Agreement according to the agreed upon Schedule of Performance. 
 
 3.2 Schedule of Performance.  Consultant shall commence the Services pursuant to 
this Agreement upon receipt of a written notice to proceed, or on each task order, if applicable, 
and shall perform all Services within the time period(s) established in the Schedule of 
Performance, which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and is incorporated herein by reference.  
When requested by Consultant, extensions to the time period(s) specified in the Schedule of 
Performance may be approved in writing by the Contract Officer; however, the City shall not be 
obligated to grant such an extension. 
 
 3.3 Force Majeure.  The time period(s) specified in the Schedule of Performance for 
performance of the Services rendered pursuant to this Agreement shall be extended because of 
any delays due to unforeseeable causes beyond the control and without the fault or negligence of 
the Consultant (financial inability excepted), including, but not limited to, acts of God or of the 
public enemy, unusually severe weather, fires, earthquakes, floods, epidemics, quarantine 
restrictions, riots, strikes, freight embargoes, wars, and/or acts of any governmental agency, 
including the City, if Consultant, within ten (10) days of the commencement of such delay, 
notifies the City Manager in writing of the causes of the delay.  The City Manager shall ascertain 
the facts and the extent of delay, and extend the time for performing the Services for the period 
of the enforced delay when and if in the judgment of the City Manager such delay is justified.  
The City Manager's determination shall be final and conclusive upon the Parties to this 
Agreement.  In no event shall Consultant be entitled to recover damages against the City for any 
delay in the performance of this Agreement, however caused, Consultant's sole remedy being 
extension of the Agreement pursuant to this section. 

 
3.4 Term.  Unless earlier terminated as provided elsewhere in this Agreement, this 

Agreement shall commence upon the effective date of this Agreement and shall continue in full 
force and effect for a period of three (3) years, commencing on September 8, 2015 and ending on 
September 7, 2018, unless extended by mutual written agreement of the Parties. 

 
3.5 Task Orders. Consultant hereby agrees and acknowledges that any and all 

Services or Work performed pursuant to this Agreement shall be based upon the prior issuance 
of a written project task order by the City. Furthermore, Consultant hereby agrees and 
acknowledges that execution of this Agreement by the City does not in any way guarantee that a 
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task order will be issued to Consultant. Moreover, execution of this Agreement by the City shall 
not entitle Consultant to any form of payment or compensation from the City without City first 
having issued a project task order. 

 
4. COORDINATION OF WORK 
 
 4.1 Representative of Consultant.  The following principal of Consultant is hereby 
designated as being the principal and representative of Consultant authorized to act in its behalf 
with respect to the Services to be performed under this Agreement and to make all decisions in 
connection therewith: Pamela Steele, Principal.  It is expressly understood that the experience, 
knowledge, education, capability, expertise, and reputation of the foregoing principal is a 
substantial inducement for City to enter into this Agreement.  Therefore, the foregoing principal 
shall be responsible during the term of this Agreement for directing all activities of Consultant 
and devoting sufficient time to personally supervise the Work or Services performed hereunder.  
The foregoing principal may not be changed by Consultant without prior written approval of the 
Contract Officer. 
 

4.2 Contract Officer.  The Contract Officer shall be such person as may be 
designated by the City Manager of City, and is subject to change by the City Manager.  It shall 
be the Consultant's responsibility to ensure that the Contract Officer is kept fully informed of the 
progress of the performance of the Services, and the Consultant shall refer any decisions which 
must be made by City to the Contract Officer.  Unless otherwise specified herein, any approval 
of City required hereunder shall mean the approval of the Contract Officer.  The Contract Officer 
shall have authority to sign all documents on behalf of the City required hereunder to carry out 
the terms of this Agreement. 
 
 4.3 Prohibition Against Subcontracting or Assignments.  The experience, 
knowledge, capability, expertise, and reputation of Consultant, its principals and employees, 
were a substantial inducement for City to enter into this Agreement.  Therefore, Consultant shall 
not assign the performance of this Agreement, nor any part thereof, nor any monies due 
hereunder, voluntarily or by operation of law, without the prior written consent of City. 
Consultant shall not contract with any other entity to perform the Services required without prior 
written consent of City.  If Consultant is permitted to subcontract any part of this Agreement by 
City, Consultant shall be responsible to City for the acts and omissions of its subcontractor(s) in 
the same manner as it is for persons directly employed.  Nothing contained in this Agreement 
shall create any contractual relationships between any subcontractor and City.  All persons 
engaged in the Work will be considered employees of Consultant.  City will deal directly with 
and will make all payments to Consultant.  In addition, neither this Agreement nor any interest 
herein may be transferred, assigned, conveyed, hypothecated, or encumbered voluntarily or by 
operation of law, whether for the benefit of creditors or otherwise, without the prior written 
consent of City.  Transfers restricted hereunder shall include the transfer to any person or group 
of persons acting in concert of more than twenty five percent (25%) of the present ownership 
and/or control of Consultant, taking all transfers into account on a cumulative basis.  In the event 
of any such unapproved transfer, including any bankruptcy proceeding, this Agreement shall be 
void.  No approved transfer shall release Consultant or any surety of Consultant from any 
liability hereunder without the express written consent of City. 
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 4.4 Independent Contractor.   
 
  A. The legal relationship between the Parties is that of an independent 
contractor, and nothing herein shall be deemed to make Consultant a City employee.  During the 
performance of this Agreement, Consultant and its officers, employees, and agents shall act in an 
independent capacity and shall not act as City officers or employees.  Consultant will determine 
the means, methods and details of performing the Services subject to the requirements of this 
Agreement.  The personnel performing the Services under this Agreement on behalf of 
Consultant shall at all times be under Consultant’s exclusive direction and control.  Neither City 
nor any of its officials, officers, employees, agents or volunteers shall have control over the 
conduct of Consultant or any of its officers, employees, or agents, except as set forth in this 
Agreement.  Consultant, its officers, employees or agents, shall not maintain a permanent office 
or fixed business location at City’s offices.  City shall have no voice in the selection, discharge, 
supervision, or control of Consultant’s officers, employees, representatives or agents or in fixing 
their number, compensation, or hours of service.  Consultant shall pay all wages, salaries, and 
other amounts due its employees in connection with the performance of Services under this 
Agreement and shall be responsible for all reports and obligations respecting them, including but 
not limited to social security income tax withholding, unemployment compensation, workers’ 
compensation, and other similar matters.  City shall not in any way or for any purpose be deemed 
to be a partner of Consultant in its business or otherwise a joint venturer or a member of any 
joint enterprise with Consultant. 

 
  B. Consultant shall not incur or have the power to incur any debt, obligation, 
or liability against City, or bind City in any manner. 

 
  C. No City benefits shall be available to Consultant, its officers, employees, 
or agents, in connection with the performance of any Work or Services under this Agreement.  
Except for professional fees paid to Consultant as provided for in this Agreement, City shall not 
pay salaries, wages, or other compensation to Consultant for the performance of any Work or 
Services under this Agreement.  City shall not be liable for compensation or indemnification to 
Consultant, its officers, employees, or agents, for injury or sickness arising out of performing any 
Work or Services hereunder.  If for any reason any court or governmental agency determines that 
the City has financial obligations, other than pursuant to Section 2 and Subsection 1.8 herein, of 
any nature relating to salary, taxes, or benefits of Consultant’s officers, employees, 
representatives, agents, or subconsultants or subcontractors, Consultant shall defend, indemnify, 
and hold harmless City from and against all such financial obligations. 
 
 4.5 PERS Eligibility Indemnification.  
 
  A. In the event that Consultant or any employee, agent, or subcontractor of 
Consultant providing any Work or Services under this Agreement claims or is determined by a 
court of competent jurisdiction or the California Public Employee Retirement System (PERS) to 
be eligible for enrollment in PERS as an employee of the City, Consultant shall indemnify, 
defend, and hold harmless City for the payment of any employee and/or employer contributions 
for PERS benefits on behalf of Consultant or its employees, agents or subcontractors, as well as 
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for the payment of any penalties and interest on such contributions, which would otherwise be 
the responsibility of the City. 
 
  B. Notwithstanding any other agency, state or federal policy, rule, regulation, 
law or ordinance to the contrary, Consultant and any of its employees, agents, and subcontractors 
providing any Work or Services under this Agreement shall not qualify for or become entitled to, 
and hereby agree to waive any claims to, any compensation, benefit, or any incident of 
employment by City, including but not limited to eligibility to enroll in PERS as an employee of 
City and entitlement to any contribution to be paid by City for employer contribution and/or 
employee contributions for PERS benefits. 
 
5. INSURANCE 
 
 5.1 Compliance with Insurance Requirements.  Consultant shall obtain, maintain, 
and keep in full force and effect during the term of this Agreement, at its sole cost and expense, 
and in a form and content satisfactory to City, all insurance required under this section.  
Consultant shall not commence any Work or Services under this Agreement unless and until it 
has provided evidence satisfactory to City that it has secured all insurance required under this 
section.  In addition, Consultant shall not allow any subconsultant or subcontractor to commence 
any Work or Services until it has provided evidence satisfactory to City that the subconsultant or 
subcontractor has secured all insurance required under this section.  If Consultant’s existing 
insurance policies do not meet the insurance requirements set forth herein, Consultant agrees to 
amend, supplement or endorse the policies to do so. 
 
 5.2 Types of Insurance Required.  As a condition precedent to the effectiveness of 
this Agreement, and without limiting the indemnity provisions set forth in this Agreement, 
Consultant shall obtain and maintain in full force and effect during the term of this Agreement, 
including any extension thereof, the following policies of insurance: 
 
  A. Commercial General Liability Insurance.    Consultant shall obtain and 
maintain, in full force and effect throughout the term of this Agreement, a policy of Commercial 
General Liability Insurance written on an occurrence basis with limits of at least one million 
dollars ($1,000,000.00) per occurrence, two million dollars ($2,000,000.00) in the general 
aggregate, and one million dollars ($1,000,000.00) for products and completed operations.  
Defense costs shall be paid in addition to the limits.  The policy shall contain no endorsements or 
provisions limiting coverage for (1) contractual liability; (2) cross liability exclusion for claims 
or suits by one insured against another; or (3) contain any other exclusion contrary to the 
Agreement. 
 
  B. Automobile Liability Insurance.  Consultant shall obtain and maintain, in 
full force and effect throughout the term of this Agreement, a policy of Automobile Liability 
Insurance written on a per occurrence basis with limits of at least one million dollars 
($1,000,000.00) combined limit for each occurrence covering bodily injury and property 
damage.  The policy shall specifically include coverage for owned, non-owned, leased, and hired 
automobiles. 
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  C. Workers’ Compensation Insurance.  Consultant shall obtain and maintain, 
in full force and effect throughout the term of this Agreement, a policy of Workers’ 
Compensation Insurance in at least the minimum statutory amounts, and in compliance with all 
other statutory requirements, as required by the State of California.  Consultant agrees to waive 
and obtain endorsements from its workers’ compensation insurer waiving all subrogation rights 
under its workers’ compensation insurance policy against the City, its officials, officers, 
employees, agents and volunteers, and to require each of its subconsultants and subcontractors, if 
any, to do likewise under their workers’ compensation insurance policies.  Consultant shall 
obtain and maintain, in full force and effect throughout the term of this Agreement, a policy of 
Employer’s Liability Insurance written on a per occurrence basis with limits of at least one 
million dollars ($1,000,000.00) per accident for bodily injury or disease. 
 
  D. Professional Liability (Errors & Omissions) Insurance.  Consultant shall 
obtain and maintain in full force and effect throughout the term of this Agreement, a policy of 
Professional Liability or Errors and Omissions Insurance appropriate to Consultant’s profession 
with limits of at least two million dollars ($2,000,000.00).  Covered professional services shall 
specifically include all Work or Services to be performed under the Agreement and delete any 
exclusions that may potentially affect the Work or Services to be performed under this 
Agreement. 
 
 1. The policy shall be endorsed to provide the following: Contractual 
Liability Exclusion Deleted: This insurance shall include contractual liability applicable to this 
Agreement.  The policy must “pay on behalf of” the insured and include a provision establishing 
the insurer’s duty to defend. 
 
 2. If the policy of insurance is written on a “claims-made” basis, the 
City may require that the policy be continued in full force and effect at all times during the term 
of this Agreement, and for a period of three (3) years from the date of the completion of the 
Work or Services provided hereunder.  In the event of termination of the policy during this 
period, Consultant shall obtain continuing insurance coverage for the prior acts or omissions of 
Consultant during the course of performing the Work or Services under the terms of this 
Agreement.  The coverage shall be evidenced by either a new policy evidencing no gap in 
coverage, or by obtaining separate extended “tail” coverage with the present or new carrier or 
other insurance arrangements providing for complete coverage, either of which shall be subject 
to the written approval by the City. 
 
 3. In the event the policy of insurance is written on an “occurrence” 
basis, the policy shall be continued in full force and effect during the term of this Agreement, or 
until completion of the Work or Services provided for in this Agreement, whichever is later. In 
the event of termination of the policy during this period, new coverage shall immediately be 
obtained to ensure coverage during the entire course of performing the Work or Services under 
the terms of this Agreement. 
 
 5.3 Acceptability of Insurers.  Insurance required by this section shall be issued by a 
licensed company authorized to transact business in the state by the Department of Insurance for 
the State of California with a current rating of A-:VII or better (if an admitted carrier), or a 
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current rating of A:X or better (if offered by a non-admitted insurer listed on the State of 
California List of Eligible Surplus Lines Insurers (LESLI), by the latest edition of A.M. Best’s 
Key Rating Guide, except that the City will accept workers’ compensation insurance from the 
State Compensation Fund.  In the event the City determines that the Work or Services to be 
performed under this Agreement creates an increased or decreased risk of loss to the City, the 
Consultant agrees that the minimum limits of the insurance policies may be changed accordingly 
upon receipt of written notice from the City.  Consultant shall immediately substitute any insurer 
whose A.M. Best rating drops below the levels specified herein. 
 
 5.4 Insurance Endorsements.  Required insurance policies shall not be in 
compliance if they include any limiting provision or endorsement that has not been submitted to 
the City for written approval.  Required insurance policies shall contain the following provisions, 
or Consultant shall provide endorsements on forms approved by the City to add the following 
provisions to the insurance policies: 
 
  A. The policy or policies of insurance required by this section for 
Commercial General Liability and Automobile Liability Insurance shall be endorsed to provide 
the following: 
 1. Additional Insured: The City, its officials, officers, employees, agents 
and volunteers, shall be additional insureds with regard to liability and defense of suits or claims 
arising out of the performance of the Agreement; and 
 
 2. Additional Insured Endorsements: Additional insured endorsements 
shall not (1) be restricted to “ongoing operations”, (2) exclude “contractual liability”, (3) restrict 
coverage to “sole” liability of Consultant, or (4) contain any other exclusions contrary to the 
Agreement; and, the coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of protection 
afforded to additional insureds. 
 
 3. Notice:  The policy or policies of insurance required by this section for 
Commercial General Liability and Automobile Liability Insurance shall be endorsed to state that 
coverage shall not be suspended, voided, cancelled, or modified, or reduced in coverage or in 
limits, except after thirty (30) days prior written notice by First Class U.S. Mail, postage-prepaid, 
has been provided to the City.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, if coverage is to be suspended, 
voided, or cancelled because of Consultant’s failure to pay the insurance premium, the notice 
provided to City shall be by ten (10) days prior written notice. 
 
  B. For all policies of Commercial General Liability Insurance, Consultant 
shall provide endorsements for ongoing operations and completed operations to effectuate this 
requirement. 
 
 5.5 Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions.  Any deductible or self-insured 
retention must be approved in writing by the City in advance and shall protect the City, its 
officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, in the same manner and to the same extent 
as they would have been protected had the policy or policies not contained a deductible or self-
insured retention. 
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 5.6 Primary and Non-Contributing Insurance.  All policies of Commercial 
General Liability Insurance and Automobile Liability Insurance shall be primary and any other 
insurance, deductible, or self-insurance maintained by the City, its officials, officers, employees, 
agents or volunteers, shall not contribute with this primary insurance.  Policies shall contain or 
be endorsed to contain such provisions. 
 
 5.7 Waiver of Subrogation.  All policies of Commercial General Liability and 
Automobile Liability Insurance shall contain or be endorsed to waive subrogation against the 
City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, or shall specifically allow 
Consultant or others providing insurance evidence in compliance with the requirements set forth 
in this section to waive their right to recovery prior to a loss.  Consultant hereby agrees to waive 
its own right of recovery against the City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and 
volunteers, and Consultant hereby agrees to require similar written express waivers and 
insurance clauses from each of its subconsultants or subcontractors. 
 
 5.8 Evidence of Coverage.  Concurrently with the execution of the Agreement, 
Consultant shall deliver certificates of insurance together with original endorsements affecting 
each of the insurance policies required by this section.  Required insurance policies shall not be 
in compliance if they include any limiting provision or endorsement that has not been submitted 
to the City for written approval.  The certificates of insurance and original endorsements for each 
insurance policy shall be signed by a person authorized by that insurer to bind coverage on its 
behalf.  At least fifteen (15) days prior to the expiration of any such policy, evidence of 
insurance showing that such insurance coverage has been renewed or extended shall be filed with 
the City.  If such coverage is cancelled or reduced and not replaced immediately so as to avoid a 
lapse in the required coverage, Consultant shall, within ten (10) days after receipt of written 
notice of such cancellation or reduction of coverage, file with the City evidence of insurance 
showing that the required insurance has been reinstated or has been provided through another 
insurance company or companies. Consultant shall promptly furnish, at City’s request, copies of 
actual policies including all declaration pages, endorsements, exclusions and any other policy 
documents City requires to verify coverage. 
 
 5.9 Requirements Not Limiting.  Requirement of specific coverage or minimum 
limits contained in this section are not intended as a limitation on coverage, limits, or other 
requirements, or a waiver of any coverage normally provided by any insurance.  Nothing in this 
section shall be construed as limiting in any way the indemnification provision contained in this 
Agreement, or the extent to which Consultant may be held responsible for payments of damages 
to persons or property. 
 
 5.10 Enforcement of Agreement (Non-Estoppel).  Consultant acknowledges and 
agrees that actual or alleged failure on the part of the City to inform Consultant of any non-
compliance with any of the insurance requirements set forth in this section imposes no additional 
obligation on the City nor does it waive any rights hereunder. 
 
 5.11 Insurance for Subconsultants.  Consultant shall include all subconsultants or 
subcontractors engaged in any Work or Services for Consultant relating to this Agreement as 
additional insureds under the Consultant’s insurance policies, or Consultant shall be responsible 
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for causing its subconsultants or subcontractors to procure and maintain the appropriate 
insurance in compliance with the terms of the insurance requirements set forth in this section, 
including adding the City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, as additional 
insureds to their respective policies.  All policies of Commercial General Liability Insurance 
provided by Consultant’s subconsultants or subcontractors performing any Work or Services 
related to this Agreement shall be endorsed to name the City, its officials, officers, employees, 
agents and volunteers, as additional insureds.  Consultant shall not allow any subconsultant or 
subcontractor to commence any Work or Services relating to this Agreement unless and until it 
has received satisfactory evidence of their compliance with all insurance requirements under this 
Agreement, to the extent applicable.  Consultant agrees to provide satisfactory evidence of 
compliance with this subsection upon request of the City. 
 
 5.12 Other Insurance Requirements.  The following terms and conditions shall apply 
to the insurance policies required of Consultant pursuant to this Agreement: 
 
 A. Consultant shall provide immediate written notice to City if (1) any of the 
insurance policies required herein are terminated, cancelled or suspended, (2) the limits of any of 
the insurance coverages required herein are reduced, or (3) the deductible or self-insured 
retention is increased. 
 
 B. All insurance coverage and limits provided by Consultant and available or 
applicable to this Agreement are intended to apply to each insured, including additional insureds, 
against whom a claim is made or suit is brought to the full extent of the policies.  Nothing 
contained in this Agreement or any other agreement relating to the City or its operations shall 
limit the application of such insurance coverage. 
 
 C. None of the insurance coverages required herein will be in compliance 
with the requirements of this section if they include any limiting endorsement which 
substantially impairs the coverages set forth herein (e.g., elimination of contractual liability or 
reduction of discovery period), unless the endorsement has first been submitted to the City and 
approved in writing. 
 
 D. Certificates of insurance will not be accepted in lieu of required 
endorsements, and submittal of certificates without required endorsements may delay 
commencement of the Project.  It is Consultant’s obligation to ensure timely compliance with all 
insurance submittal requirements as provided herein. 
 
 E. Consultant agrees to ensure that subconsultants and subcontractors, if any, 
and any other parties involved with the Project who are brought onto or involved in the Project 
by Consultant, provide the same minimum insurance coverage required of Consultant.  
Consultant agrees to monitor and review all such coverage and assumes all responsibility for 
ensuring that such coverage is provided in conformity with the requirements of this section.  
Consultant agrees that upon request, all agreements with subcontractors and others engaged in 
the Project will be submitted to the City for review. 
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 F. Consultant agrees to provide immediate written notice to City of any 
claim, demand or loss against Consultant arising out of the Work or Services performed under 
this Agreement and for any other claim, demand or loss which may reduce the insurance 
available to pay claims, demands or losses arising out of this Agreement. 
 
6. INDEMNIFICATION 
 
 To the fullest extent permitted by law, Consultant shall defend (at Consultant’s sole cost 
and expense with legal counsel reasonably acceptable to City), indemnify and hold the City, its 
officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, free and harmless from any and all claims, 
demands, orders, causes of action, costs, expenses, liabilities, losses, penalties, judgments, 
arbitration awards, settlements, damages or injuries of any kind, in law or in equity, including 
but not limited to property or persons, including wrongful death, (collectively “Claims”) in any 
manner arising out of, pertaining to, related to, or incident to any alleged acts, errors or 
omissions, or willful misconduct of Consultant, its officers, directors, employees, subcontractors, 
consultants or agents, in connection with Consultant’s performance under this Agreement, 
including without limitation the payment of all consequential damages, expert witness fees and 
attorneys’ fees and other related costs and expenses.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, to the 
extent that the Work or Services performed by Consultant are subject to Civil Code Section 
2782.8, the above indemnity shall be limited, to the extent required by Civil Code Section 
2782.8, to claims that arise out of, pertain to, or relate to the negligence, recklessness, or willful 
misconduct of the Consultant.  Under no circumstances shall the insurance requirements and 
limits set forth in this Agreement be construed to limit Consultant’s indemnification obligation 
or other liability hereunder.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, such obligation to defend, hold 
harmless and indemnify the City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, shall 
not apply to the extent that such Claims are caused in part by the sole negligence or willful 
misconduct of the City. 
 
7. REPORTS AND RECORDS     

 
7.1 Accounting Records.  Consultant shall keep complete, accurate, and detailed 

accounts of all time, costs, expenses, and expenditures pertaining in any way to this Agreement.  
Consultant shall keep such books and records as shall be necessary to properly perform the 
Services required by this Agreement and to enable the Contract Officer to evaluate the 
performance of such Services.  The Contract Officer shall have full and free access to such books 
and records at all reasonable times, including the right to inspect, copy, audit, and make records 
and transcripts from such records. 

 
7.2 Reports.  Consultant shall periodically prepare and submit to the Contract Officer 

such reports concerning the performance of the Services required by this Agreement as the 
Contract Officer shall require.  Consultant hereby acknowledges that the City is greatly 
concerned about the cost of the Work and Services to be performed pursuant to this Agreement.  
For this reason, Consultant agrees that if Consultant becomes aware of any facts, circumstances, 
techniques, or events that may or will materially increase or decrease the cost of the Work or 
Services contemplated herein or, if Consultant is providing design services, the cost of the 
project being designed, Consultant shall promptly notify the Contract Officer of such fact, 
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circumstance, technique, or event and the estimated increased or decreased cost related thereto 
and, if Consultant is providing design services, the estimated increased or decreased cost 
estimate for the project being designed. 

 
 7.3 Ownership of Documents.  All drawings, specifications, reports, records, 
documents, memoranda, correspondence, computations, and other materials prepared by 
Consultant, its employees, subconsultants, subcontractors and agents in the performance of this 
Agreement shall be the property of City and shall be promptly delivered to City upon request of 
the Contract Officer or upon the termination of this Agreement, and Consultant shall have no 
claim for further employment or additional compensation as a result of the exercise by City of its 
full rights of ownership of the documents and materials hereunder. Consultant may retain copies 
of such documents for its own use.  Consultant shall have an unrestricted right to use the 
concepts embodied therein.  Consultant shall ensure that all of its subconsultants and 
subcontractors shall provide for assignment to City of any documents or materials prepared by 
them, and in the event Consultant fails to secure such assignment, Consultant shall indemnify 
City for all damages resulting therefrom. 
 

7.4 Release of Documents.  All drawings, specifications, reports, records, 
documents, and other materials prepared by Consultant in the performance of services under this 
Agreement shall not be released publicly without the prior written approval of the Contract 
Officer.  All information gained by Consultant in the performance of this Agreement shall be 
considered confidential and shall not be released by Consultant without City’s prior written 
authorization. 

 
7.5 Audit and Inspection of Records.  After receipt of reasonable notice and during 

the regular business hours of City, Consultant shall provide City, or other agents of City, such 
access to Consultant’s books, records, payroll documents, and facilities as City deems necessary 
to examine, copy, audit, and inspect all accounting books, records, work data, documents, and 
activities directly related to Consultant’s performance under this Agreement.  Consultant shall 
maintain such books, records, data, and documents in accordance with generally accepted 
accounting principles and shall clearly identify and make such items readily accessible to such 
parties during the term of this Agreement and for a period of three (3) years from the date of 
final payment by City hereunder. 
 
8. ENFORCEMENT OF AGREEMENT 
 
 8.1 California Law and Venue.  This Agreement shall be construed and interpreted 
both as to validity and as to performance of the Parties in accordance with the laws of the State 
of California.  Legal actions concerning any dispute, claim, or matter arising out of or in relation 
to this Agreement shall be instituted in the Superior Court of the County of Orange, State of 
California, or any other appropriate court in such County, and Consultant covenants and agrees 
to submit to the personal jurisdiction of such court in the event of such action. 

 
8.2 Interpretation.  This Agreement shall be construed as a whole according to its 

fair language and common meaning to achieve the objectives and purposes of the Parties.  The 
terms of this Agreement are contractual and the result of negotiation between the Parties. 
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Accordingly, any rule of construction of contracts (including, without limitation, California Civil 
Code Section 1654) that ambiguities are to be construed against the drafting party, shall not be 
employed in the interpretation of this Agreement.  The caption headings of the various sections 
and paragraphs of this Agreement are for convenience and identification purposes only and shall 
not be deemed to limit, expand, or define the contents of the respective sections or paragraphs. 

 
8.3 Termination.  City may terminate this Agreement for any reason, with or without 

cause, upon giving Consultant thirty (30) days written notice. Upon such notice, City shall pay 
Consultant for Services performed through the date of termination.  Upon receipt of such notice, 
Consultant shall immediately cease all work under this Agreement, unless the notice provides 
otherwise.  Thereafter, Consultant shall have no further claims against the City under this 
Agreement.  Upon termination of the Agreement pursuant to this section, Consultant shall submit 
to the City an invoice for work and services performed prior to the date of termination.  In 
addition, Consultant reserves the right to terminate this Agreement at any time upon sixty (60) 
days written notice to the City, except that where termination is due to material default by the 
City, the period of notice may be such shorter time as the Consultant may determine. 

 
 8.4 Default of Consultant.   

 
A. Consultant’s failure to comply with any provision of this Agreement shall 

constitute a default.  
 
B. If the City Manager, or City Manager’s designee, determines that 

Consultant is in default in the performance of any of the terms or conditions of this Agreement, 
he/she shall notify Consultant in writing of such default.  Consultant shall have ten (10) days, or 
such longer period as City may designate, to cure the default by rendering satisfactory 
performance.  In the event Consultant fails to cure its default within such period of time, City 
shall have the right, notwithstanding any other provision of this Agreement, to terminate this 
Agreement without further notice and without prejudice of any remedy to which City may be 
entitled at law, in equity, or under this Agreement.  Consultant shall be liable for any and all 
reasonable costs incurred by City as a result of such default.  Compliance with the provisions of 
this section shall not constitute a waiver of any City right to take legal action in the event that the 
dispute is not cured, provided that nothing herein shall limit City’s right to terminate this 
Agreement without cause pursuant to Section 8.3. 

 
C. If termination is due to the failure of the Consultant to fulfill its 

obligations under this Agreement, City may, after compliance with the provisions of Section 
8.4(B), take over the work and prosecute the same to completion by contract or otherwise, and 
the Consultant shall be liable to the extent that the total cost for completion of the Services 
required hereunder exceeds the Maximum Contract Amount (provided that the City shall use 
reasonable efforts to mitigate such damages), and City may withhold any payments to the 
Consultant for the purpose of set-off or partial payment of the amounts owed the City as 
previously stated.  The withholding or failure to withhold payments to Consultant shall not limit 
Consultant’s liability for completion of the Services as provided herein. 

 
8.5 Waiver.  No waiver of any provision of this Agreement shall be effective unless 
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in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative of the Party against whom enforcement 
of a waiver is sought.  Any waiver by the Parties of any default or breach of any covenant, 
condition, or term contained in this Agreement, shall not be construed to be a waiver of any 
subsequent or other default or breach, nor shall failure by the Parties to require exact, full, and 
complete compliance with any of the covenants, conditions, or terms contained in this 
Agreement be construed as changing the terms of this Agreement in any manner or preventing 
the Parties from enforcing the full provisions hereof. 

 
8.6 Rights and Remedies Cumulative.  Except with respect to rights and remedies 

expressly declared to be exclusive in this Agreement, the rights and remedies of the Parties are 
cumulative and the exercise by either Party of one or more of such rights or remedies shall not 
preclude the exercise by it, at the same or different times, of any other rights or remedies for the 
same default or any other default by the other Party. 

 
8.7 Legal Action.  In addition to any other rights or remedies, either Party may take 

legal action, in law or in equity, to cure, correct or remedy any default, to recover damages for 
any default, to compel specific performance of this Agreement, to obtain declaratory or 
injunctive relief, or to obtain any other remedy consistent with the purposes of this Agreement. 

 
8.8 Attorneys’ Fees.  In the event any dispute between the Parties with respect to this 

Agreement results in litigation or any non-judicial proceeding, the prevailing Party shall be 
entitled, in addition to such other relief as may be granted, to recover from the non-prevailing 
Party all reasonable costs and expenses, including but not limited to reasonable attorneys’ fees, 
expert witness fees, court costs and all fees, costs, and expenses incurred in any appeal or in 
collection of any judgment entered in such proceeding.  To the extent authorized by law, in the 
event of a dismissal by the plaintiff or petitioner of the litigation or non-judicial proceeding 
within thirty (30) days of the date set for trial or hearing, the other Party shall be deemed to be 
the prevailing Party in such litigation or proceeding.  
 
9. CITY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES: NON-DISCRIMINATION 
 
 9.1 Non-liability of City Officers and Employees.  No officer or employee of the 
City shall be personally liable to the Consultant, or any successor-in-interest, in the event of any 
default or breach by the City or for any amount which may become due to the Consultant or to 
its successor, or for breach of any obligation of the terms of this Agreement. 
 
 9.2 Conflict of Interest.  No officer or employee of the City shall have any financial 
interest, direct or indirect, in this Agreement nor shall any such officer or employee participate in 
any decision relating to the Agreement which effects his or her financial interest or the financial 
interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in which they are, directly or indirectly, 
interested in violation of any state statute or regulation.  Consultant represents and warrants that 
it has not paid or given and will not pay or give any third party any money or other consideration 
in exchange for obtaining this Agreement. 
 

9.3 Covenant Against Discrimination.  In connection with its performance under 
this Agreement, Consultant shall not discriminate against any employee or applicant for 
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employment because of race, disability, medical condition, religion, color, sex, sexual 
orientation, age, marital status, ancestry, or national origin. Consultant shall ensure that 
applicants are employed, and that employees are treated during their employment, without regard 
to their race, disability, medical condition, religion, color, sex, sexual orientation, age, marital 
status, ancestry, or national origin. Such actions shall include, but not be limited to, the 
following: employment, upgrading, demotion or transfer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; 
layoff or termination; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, 
including apprenticeship. 
 
10. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
 

10.1 Patent and Copyright Infringement.   
 
 A. To the fullest extent permitted by law, and in lieu of any other warranty by 

City or Consultant against patent or copyright infringement, statutory or otherwise, it is agreed 
that Consultant shall defend at its expense any claim or suit against City on account of any 
allegation that any item furnished under this Agreement, or the normal use or sale thereof arising 
out of the performance of this Agreement, infringes upon any presently existing U.S. letters 
patent or copyright and Consultant shall pay all costs and damages finally awarded in any such 
suit or claim, provided that Consultant is promptly notified in writing of the suit or claim and 
given authority, information and assistance at Consultant’s expense for the defense of same, and 
provided such suit or claim arises out of, pertains to, or is related to the alleged negligence, 
recklessness or willful misconduct of Consultant.  However, Consultant will not indemnify City 
if the suit or claim results from: (1) City's alteration of a deliverable, such that City’s alteration 
of such deliverable created the infringement upon any presently existing U.S. letters patent or 
copyright; or (2) the use of a deliverable in combination with other material not provided by 
Consultant when it is such use in combination which infringes upon an existing U.S. letters 
patent or copyright. 

 
 B. Consultant shall have sole control of the defense of any such claim or suit 

and all negotiations for settlement thereof, Consultant shall not be obligated to indemnify City 
under any settlement made without Consultant’s consent or in the event City fails to cooperate in 
the defense of any suit or claim, provided, however, that such defense shall be at Consultant’s 
expense.  If the use or sale of such item is enjoined as a result of the suit or claim, Consultant, at 
no expense to City, shall obtain for City the right to use and sell the item, or shall substitute an 
equivalent item acceptable to City and extend this patent and copyright indemnity thereto. 

10.2 Notices.  All notices or other communications required or permitted hereunder 
shall be in writing, and shall be personally delivered, sent by registered or certified mail, postage 
prepaid, return receipt requested, or delivered or sent by facsimile with attached evidence of 
completed transmission, and shall be deemed received upon the earlier of (i) the date of delivery 
to the address of the person to receive such notice if delivered personally or by messenger or 
overnight courier; (ii) five (5) business days after the date of posting by the United States Post 
Office if by mail; or (iii) when sent if given by facsimile.  Notices or other communications shall 
be addressed as follows: 
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 To City:   City of Laguna Hills 
     Attention: City Manager 
     24035 El Toro Road 
     Laguna Hills, California 92653 
     Telephone: (949) 707-2600 
     Facsimile: (949) 707-2633 
  
 To Consultant:   Moore, Iacofano & Goltsman, Inc., (MIG, Inc.) 

Attention: Pamela Steele, Principal 
     1500 Iowa Avenue, Suite 110 
     Riverside, California 92507 
     Telephone: (951) 787-9222 
     Facsimile: (951) 781-6014 
 
 10.3 Entire Agreement.  This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the 
Parties and supersedes all prior negotiations, arrangements, agreements, representations, and 
understandings, if any, made by or among the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof.  
No amendments or other modifications of this Agreement shall be binding unless executed in 
writing by both Parties hereto, or their respective successors, assigns, or grantees. 
 
 10.4 Severability.  Whenever possible, each provision of this Agreement shall be 
interpreted in such a manner as to be effective and valid under applicable law, but if any 
provision of this Agreement shall be determined to be invalid by a final judgment or decree of a 
court of competent jurisdiction, such provision shall be ineffective only to the extent of such 
prohibition or invalidity, without invalidating the reminder of that provision, or the remaining 
provisions of this Agreement unless the invalid provision is so material that its invalidity 
deprives either Party of the basic benefit of their bargain or renders this Agreement meaningless. 
 

10.5 Successors in Interest. This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the 
benefit of the Parties’ successors and assignees.   

 
10.6 Third Party Beneficiary.  Nothing contained in this Agreement is intended to 

confer, nor shall this Agreement be construed as conferring, any rights, including, without 
limitation, any rights as a third-party beneficiary or otherwise, upon any entity or person not a 
party hereto. 

 
10.7 Recitals.  The above-referenced Recitals are hereby incorporated into the 

Agreement as though fully set forth herein and each Party acknowledges and agrees that such 
Party is bound, for purposes of this Agreement, by the same. 
 
 10.8. Corporate Authority.  Each of the undersigned represents and warrants that (i) 
the Party for which he/she is executing this Agreement is duly authorized and existing, (ii) he/she 
is duly authorized to execute and deliver this Agreement on behalf of the Party for which he/she 
is signing, (iii) by so executing this Agreement, the Party for which he/she is signing is formally 
bound to the provisions of this Agreement, and (iv) the entering into this Agreement does not 
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violate any provision of any other Agreement to which the Party for which he/she is signing is 
bound. 
 

10.9 Prevailing Wages.  Consultant is aware of the requirements of California Labor 
Code Section 1720, et seq., and 1770, et seq., as well as California Code of Regulations, Title 8, 
Section 16000, et seq., (“Prevailing Wage Laws”).  Consultant agrees to fully comply with all 
applicable federal and state labor laws (including, without limitation, if applicable, the Prevailing 
Wage Laws). It is agreed by the Parties that, in connection with the Work or Services provided 
pursuant to this Agreement, Consultant shall bear all risks of payment or non-payment of 
prevailing wages under California law, and Consultant hereby agrees to defend, indemnify, and 
hold the City, its officials, officers, employees, agents and volunteers, free and harmless from 
any claim or liability arising out of any failure or alleged failure to comply with the Prevailing 
Wage Laws. The foregoing indemnity shall survive termination of this Agreement. 
 

10.10 Counterparts.  This Agreement may be signed in counterparts, each of which 
shall constitute an original. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[SIGNATURES ON NEXT PAGE] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed and entered into this Agreement as of the 
date first written above. 

   
  “CITY” 

City of Laguna Hills, 
a California municipal corporation 
 
 
 

  DORE J. GILBERT, M.D. 
Mayor 

   
ATTEST: 

 (SEAL) 

  

MELISSA AU-YEUNG, 
Assistant to the City Manager/ City Clerk   

  

   
 
 

APPROVED AS TO FORM:   

GREGORY E. SIMONIAN, 
City Attorney 
 

 

  “CONSULTANT” 
Moore Iacofano Goltsman, Inc., 
a California corporation 
 
 
By: 

        SUSAN GOLTSMAN, 
      President 
 
                       
By: 

         CAROLYN VERHEYEN, 
CFO 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 
 
 

 
CONSULTANT’S PROPOSAL/ SCOPE OF WORK 

 
DATED: JUNE 3, 2015 

 
 
 

MIG, INC., PROPOSAL TO PROVIDE ON-CALL PLANNING SERVICES 
 
 
 
 
 

SCOPE OF SERVICES FOR PROJECT 
 

INCLUDING, 
 

SCHEDULE OF PERFORMANCE 
 

AND 
 

SCHEDULE OF COMPENSATION/ FEES 
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CALIFORNIA

BERKELEY, DAVIS, 

FULLERTON, KENWOOD, 

MENLO PARK, PASADENA,

RIVERSIDE AND SAN DIEGO

COLORADO

BOULDER

NEW YORK

PLEASANTVILLE

NORTH CAROLINA

RALEIGH
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EUGENE AND PORTLAND

TEXAS

SAN ANTONIO

1500 Iowa Avenue, Ste 100

Riverside, CA 92507

P (951) 787-9222

F (951) 781-6014

www.migcom.com

June 3, 2015

David Chantarangsu
Community Development Director                       
City of Laguna Hills
24035 El Toro Road
Laguna Hills, CA  92653

re:  Request for Proposals for On-Call Planning Services

Dear Mr. Chantarangsu and Members of the SelecƟ on CommiƩ ee:

MIG | Hogle-Ireland (MIG) is pleased to submit this proposal to provide On-Call Planning 
Services for the City of Laguna Hills. We off er an experienced team of Planners who 
can process enƟ tlement projects for the City under the direcƟ on of the Community 
Development Director. As you can see from their resumes, these Planners are experienced 
in project review and compleƟ on, and are quickly able to become familiar with City codes, 
processes, and requirements. Each Planner is self-directed, but also profi cient in working 
as a member of the City’s team supporƟ ng the City’s goals and policies. Each Planner has 
signifi cant experience processing a wide variety of enƟ tlement projects and is ready to 
acƟ vely assist the City in all facets of the enƟ tlement review, including review of all plans, 
project management, meeƟ ng aƩ endance, coordinaƟ on with the City departments and 
applicants, coordinaƟ on and review of environmental documents and studies, circulaƟ on 
of noƟ ces, preparaƟ on of staff  reports, condiƟ ons of approval and related documents; and 
presentaƟ ons to Planning Commission and City Council.  

MIG  staff  are dedicated to establishing and maintaining strong relaƟ onships with 
our clients, based upon professionalism, commitment, integrity, and problem solving.  
Outstanding customer service for the public has always been one of the keys to our success, 
while promoƟ ng and upholding the goals and standards of the ciƟ es that we serve. Our team 
is devoted to working as part of your team to accomplish the goals of the City of Laguna Hills. 

MIG is a planning, design, environmental, communicaƟ ons, management and technology 
fi rm providing services to public agencies and private clients. One of the key advantages of 
MIG | Hogle-Ireland is that you are engaging a fi rm with over 190 planning professionals, not 
merely one or two individuals. The resources of the fi rm are available to assist our primary 
assigned staff  and the City, as needed.

If you need any addiƟ onal informaƟ on, or have any quesƟ ons please do not hesitate to 
contact me at 951.787.9222, e-mail PamS@migcom.com.

Sincerely,

Pamela Steele
Principal
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On-Call Planning Services    1

Introduction
In January of 2013, Hogle-Ireland, Inc. merged with 
MIG, Inc. to broaden the scope of services we off er our clients.  
This pairing combines the talents of diverse professionals of 
both fi rms, and keeps intact our team of experienced contract 
planning staff  and staff  with CEQA/NEPA analysis work. MIG 
has been in business for 32 years, and Hogle-Ireland has been 
in business for over 20 years. 

MIG | Hogle-Ireland (hereaŌ er referred to as MIG) 
is a planning, design, environmental, communicaƟ on, 
management, and technology fi rm that provides services to 
public agencies and private clients. Our public agency clients 
include community development, building, planning, and 
public works departments, as well as special districts. Our 
array of services includes:

• Contract Staffi  ng

• EnƟ tlement Processing

• Environmental Services (CEQA/NEPA)

• Air Quality and Climate Change Services

• Landscape Architecture  

• Park and RecreaƟ on Planning

• General Plans

• Development Codes

• Specifi c Plans

• Urban Planning and Design

• Geographic InformaƟ on Systems (GIS)

• Graphic Design and CommunicaƟ ons

MIG headquarters are located in Berkeley, California, with 
branch offi  ces throughout the NaƟ on, including Riverside, 
Pasadena, Fullerton, San Diego, Kenwood, Davis, and Menlo 
Park, California; Portland and Eugene, Oregon; Boulder, 
Colorado; San Antonio, Texas; Pleasantville, 
New York; and Raleigh, North Carlolina.  

We have served as contract planning staff  in many jurisdicƟ ons 
and have been retained as a prime consultant for numerous 
assignments, including general plans, specifi c plans, zoning and 
subdivision ordinances, fee studies, staff  training, management 
audiƟ ng, design, graphics, GIS services, and other planning 
related tasks.

CONTRACT PLANNING SERVICES

MIG has provided contract services to over one hundred 
ciƟ es and counƟ es in California. Our services range from 
full-Ɵ me staff , including enƟ re planning departments to 
interim, part-Ɵ me and on-call contracts. We currently have 
on-call contracts with a number of ciƟ es to provide as-needed 
contract staff . We also work with three-party contracts where 
developers agree to pay the jurisdicƟ on for the services of 
a contract planner to manage their parƟ cular project. Our 
planning services run the enƟ re gamut of planning, including 
all funcƟ ons provided by planning agencies. 

MIG hires and places seasoned contract planning professionals 
who are experienced with how local jurisdicƟ ons work and 
are able to quickly familiarize themselves with City procedures 
and processes. Our staff  can address any of your needs with 
their knowledge of land planning, zoning, CEQA review and 
document preparaƟ on, the Subdivision Map Act, urban design 
and architecture, and landscape design and installaƟ on. We 
are accustomed to the challenges that CounƟ es face and are 
prepared to start work immediately upon award of contract.

MIG has in depth experience and the ability to:

• Analyze development applicaƟ ons for compliance with all 
City policies and regulaƟ ons

• Successfully manage projects from submiƩ al to approval, 
collaboraƟ ng and working with City staff , the applicant, 
community groups, the general public, and stakeholders, 
including coordinaƟ ng comments and interpreƟ ng 
informaƟ on in a clear and organized manner.

• Maintain open communicaƟ on with City Land Use Services 
Management

• Prepare CEQA determinaƟ ons and/or peer review 
CEQA documents

• Write staff  reports, resoluƟ ons, and condiƟ ons of approval

• Prepare for and make public presentaƟ ons

• Provide effi  cient and cost-eff ecƟ ve services

• Staff  the public counter
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MIG’s foundaƟ on is based on providing temporary and 
long-term contract staffi  ng to ciƟ es and counƟ es of all sizes.  
From establishing Planning Departments in newly incorporated 
communiƟ es to fi lling short-term staffi  ng needs for public 
employees on leave, we have a solid commitment to achieving 
the best fi t in terms of staff  experience and client needs. We 
do not assign junior-level staff  where seasoned planners are a 
must. All of our staff  meet rigorous training requirements.  
Once assigned, every planner has access to the experience 
and experƟ se of more senior staff  whether or not that senior 
staff  is assigned to a jurisdicƟ on. We ensure that our staff  has 
the proper training and people skills to serve our clients and 
the public.

ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING SERVICES

The MIG environmental team is comprised of highly 
experienced planners with experƟ se in the preparaƟ on and 
management of environmental documents pursuant to CEQA 
and NEPA. We have a proven record of quickly becoming 
familiar with and adhering to local jurisdicƟ onal requirements. 
We ensure that all environmental documents are prepared to 
meet legal requirements and withstand public scruƟ ny.

MIG staff  have managed and prepared all types of CEQA 
environmental documents, from simple IniƟ al Studies and 
Addendums to complex, mulƟ -phase Environmental Impact 
Reports. From iniƟ al work scoping through fi nal approvals, 
we develop defensible and cost eff ecƟ ve soluƟ ons to guide 
projects more quickly through the increasingly complex 
environmental planning process. Our staff  has experience in 
environmental analysis of many forms of development and 
infrastructure plans and projects, in urban, suburban, rural, 
desert, greenfi eld, brownfi eld, and infi ll seƫ  ngs.

MIG staff  have a high level of technical experƟ se in Air Quality, 
Greenhouse Gas, Noise, and Health Risk Assessments and 
provides third party review in these areas for various agencies.

Current Public Agency Clients
The following is a list of public agencies for whom we are 
currently providing contract staffi  ng services.

• County of Riverside

• City of Canyon Lake

• City of Menifee

• City of Murrieta

• City of Hemet

• County of Orange

• City of San Juan Capistrano

• City of Westminster

• City of Big Bear Lake

• City of Chino

• City of San Bernardino

• City of American Canyon

• City of Hawaiian Gardens

• City of Montebello

The following is a list of public agencies to whom we provide 
services on an on-call/as-needed basis: 

• City of Covina

• City of Chino Hills

• City of Cypress

• City of Hercules

• City of Long Beach

• City of Pinole

• City of PaƩ erson

• City of San Jose Parks Department

Primary Contact
Pamela Steele, Principal
1500 Iowa Avenue, Suite 110  |  Riverside, CA 92507
Phone (951) 787-9222  |  Fax (951) 781-6014
Email: pams@migcom.com

Primary Contact
Pamela Steele, Principal
1500 Iowa Avenue, Suite 110  |  Riverside, CA 92507
Phone (951) 787-9222  |  Fax (951) 781-6014
Email: pams@migcom.com
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Select Relevant Experience
COUNTY OF ORANGE CONTRACT STAFFING

MIG is providing contract staffi  ng to Orange County for both 
the Community Development and Planned CommuniƟ es 
Teams of the Planning Division. We have six full-Ɵ me and 
part-Ɵ me contract staff  providing services. Our staff  has 
reviewed various projects, especially relaƟ ng to compliance 
with approved, very large-scale Specifi c Plans and County 
Codes and policies, handling rouƟ ne projects of various types, 
and managing CEQA documents for development projects.

HAWAIIAN GARDENS PLANNING SERVICES

MIG provides on-going contract staff  services for general 
planning services as well as senior level planning services 
for specifi c projects. We provide staffi  ng both in City Hall 
and remotely from our offi  ces, being in City Hall as needed. 
Our staff  processes enƟ tlement projects with administraƟ on 
approval as well as through the Planning Commission and 
City Council. Our senior staff  provides assistance for complex 
projects requiring development agreements, enƟ tlements, and 
fi nancing assistance. Our assistance also includes preparaƟ on 
of environmental documents, including noƟ ces of exempƟ ons, 
negaƟ ve declaraƟ ons, miƟ gated negaƟ ve declaraƟ ons, and 
full environmental impact reports. Our environmental team 
prepared the EIR for the Casino Expansion project and has 
provided project management for the fi nal enƟ tlement and 
implementaƟ on of the Casino Expansion Project.

SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO PLANNING SERVICES

MIG provided the Interim Development Services Director for 
ten months from 2013-2014. We conƟ nue to provide project 
management to the City for the enƟ tlement processing of 
development projects, as needed. 

COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE PLANNING SERVICES

MIG has provided contract staffi  ng services to the County of 
Riverside Planning Department for over 15 years. Signifi cant 
contract planning eff orts include assisƟ ng with the General 
Plan update, developing Context SensiƟ ve Design Guidelines 
and a new Development Code and Zoning Ordinance. Our 
team has managed residenƟ al projects and specifi c plans and 
commercial/ industrial projects and master plans. We manage 
all aspects of the projects including presentaƟ on to the 
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, coordinaƟ on 
with other departments, preparaƟ on of environmental 
documents, and staff  reports.  

MENIFEE CONTRACT STAFFING 

MIG provides contract staffi  ng to the Community 
Development Department which iniƟ ally included interim 
Community Development Director staffi  ng. Currently, two 
full-Ɵ me contract staff  provide a full range of planning services 
consisƟ ng of processing, review, public hearing presentaƟ ons, 
and other tasks related to enƟ tlement and post-enƟ tlement 
for large-scale Specifi c Plans, residenƟ al single-family and 
condominium subdivisions, apartments, and shopping centers. 
Our contract staffi  ng services also include on-call CEQA 
support consisƟ ng primarily of preparaƟ on of iniƟ al studies for 
enƟ tlements as well as technical experƟ se on air quality and 
greenhouse gas issues.
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Key Personnel
MIG has carefully selected a highly experienced team of 
professionals to assist the City of Laguna Hills with their 
planning needs. The discussion below provides a brief 
overview of each staff  member.

Deborah Drasler has over 24 years of public and private 
professional planning experience. She has served as project 
manager on mulƟ ple projects throughout Southern California. 
Ms. Drasler has extensive experience and responsibility in 
managing single family and mulƟ -family residenƟ al, wireless 
faciliƟ es, and commercial and industrial development projects.

Ms Drasler’s experƟ se includes managing the enƟ tlement 
processing of complex development projects, enforcement 
as well as development of land use regulaƟ ons, and the 
oversight and processing of CEQA documents, including IniƟ al 
Studies, NegaƟ ve DeclaraƟ on and management of consultants 
preparing environmental impact reports. In addiƟ on, she has 
experience in reviewing and developing planning policies and 
procedures, working eff ecƟ vely with applicants, property 
owners, special interests and community groups, as well as 
coordinaƟ ng and collaboraƟ ng with City planning staff s and 
various city departments.

Anne Fox’s experience in the fi eld of planning can equally 
serve the specifi c needs of public and private sector clients. 
She has been acƟ vely engaged in a variety of planning 
assignments within small and large municipal Planning 
Departments, providing services related to both daily and 
long-range objecƟ ves of those agencies. Assignments range 
from providing daily customer service at the planning counter 
to the processing of major development applicaƟ ons. She 
has eff ecƟ vely enacted interim policies as needed, including 
transforming those policies into regulatory ordinances. 

Ms. Fox’s knowledge and experience with Land Use 
RegulaƟ ons, CEQA requirements, Subdivision Map Act, and 
the Coastal Act and Policies and Procedures, combined with 
her ability to work eff ecƟ vely with city staff , developers, 
residents, and special interest groups, ensures added value in 
projects in which she is involved. She has also shared her skills 
and planning knowledge by serving in a supervisory capacity, 
training entry-level, in-house staff  for municipaliƟ es to ensure 
an agency has eff ecƟ ve and confi dent personnel.

Genevieve Sharrow is a journey-level planner with experience 
in current planning, advanced planning, community outreach, 
and environmental compliance. Her CEQA experience spans 
diverse projects, at a variety of analysis levels. In 2011, Ms. 
Sharrow was the primary author of the IniƟ al Study/MND for 
the Avenida de la Carlota Street Widening and IntersecƟ on 
Improvements project in Laguna Hills. 

Her most recent current planning work includes assisƟ ng 
City staff  with case processing in the City of Baldwin Park, 
including review of plans, wriƟ ng staff  reports, resoluƟ ons, and 
ordinances. In a prior posiƟ on before joining MIG, Ms. Sharrow 
worked for the City of West Hollywood’s Current Planning 
Department processing enƟ tlement applicaƟ ons. 

José Rodriguez has signifi cant experience in providing 
professional planning services to ciƟ es for advanced and 
current planning, including enƟ tlement processing. Most 
recently Mr. Rodriguez provided staff  services to the City of 
Los Alamitos in reviewing a 200-residenƟ al unit mixed use 
project and a 17-unit single-family detached subdivision with 
condominium ownership. Both projects involved development 
applicaƟ ons to amend the City’s General Plan and Zoning 
Code. Mr. Rodriguez also assisted the City of Monterey 
Park and San Gabriel Valley Water Company in conducƟ ng 
community outreach and environmental review for the 
development of a half-million gallon water storage tank that 
required the demoliƟ on of a residenƟ al unit. Mr. Rodriguez has 
also provided staff  services to the ciƟ es of Whiƫ  er, Hawaiian 
Gardens, Azusa, and Upland in reviewing and processing 
various development applicaƟ ons.
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Deborah A. Drasler
PLANNER

EDUCATION

Bachelor of Science, Urban & Regional Planning, 
California State Polytechnic University, Pomona

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

Her experiences related to contract planning services include 
the following ciƟ es:

Public Agencies

• City of Newport Beach, Contract Associate Planner

• City of Dana Pointe, Contract Associate Planner

• City of Laguna Woods, Contract City Planner

• City of Mission Viejo, Contract Associate Planner

• City of San Clemente, Contract Associate Planner

• City of Laguna Hills, Contract Associate Planner

• City of Vista, Assistant Planner

• County of Riverside, Contract Planning Services

• City of Rolling Hills Estates, Assistant Planner

Private Sector

• Castle & Cooke, California, Inc. 

AREAS OF EXPERTISE

Project Management  /  EnƟ tlement Processing 

QUALIFICATIONS

Deborah Drasler has over 26 years of public and private 
professional planning experience. She has served as project 
manager on mulƟ ple current and advanced planning projects 
throughout Southern California, including specifi c plans, 
general plan amedments, zone changes, and controversial 
enƟ tlement projects. 

Ms. Drasler has extensive experience and responsibility in 
managing single family and mulƟ -family residenƟ al, wireless 
faciliƟ es, and commercial and industrial development projects. 
Ms. Drasler has served as the city’s planning liaison at the 
City of Dana Point for the construcƟ on of the St. Regis Hotel 
and Resort. Projects included: TentaƟ ve Tract Map, Review 
of Landscaping, irrigaƟ on and maintenance agreement and 
CC&R’s, Processing amendments to the Site Development 
Permit and Coastal Development Permit, PreparaƟ on of a 
Phasing plan, CoordinaƟ on project plans with other project 
leaders, city departments, and other organizaƟ ons and 
agencies, and Managed the project from enƟ tlements to 
CerƟ fi cate of Occupancy. 

While serving as the Project Manager for the Miramar Theater 
in the City of San Clemente, Ms. Drasler was involoved with the 
review and coordinaƟ on of an EIR, General Plan Amendment, 
Zone Change, Cultural Heritage Permit, and Architectural 
Permit.

ExperƟ se includes:

• Specifi c plans

• EnƟ tlement processing

• Managing development projects

• Land Use RegulaƟ ons

• CEQA Guidelines

• Planning Policies and Procedures

• Development of  Planning Policies and Procedures

• Working eff ecƟ vely with community groups
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Anne E. Fox

EDUCATION

• Bachelor of Science, Urban and Regional Planning, 
California State Polytechnic University, Pomona

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

• Comprehensive Zoning Update, 
County of Riverside, California

• Pomona Development Code, Pomona, California

• Laguna Woods Development Code, 
Laguna Woods, California

• Rancho Cucamonga General Plan ImplementaƟ on Plan,
Rancho Cucamonga, California

• Children’s Hospital of Orange County (CHOC) Master Plan,
Orange County, California

• The Irvine Company ResidenƟ al/Commercial Subdivisions,
Irvine, California

• Dana Point Ritz Carlton Hotel Expansion Plan,
Dana Point, California

• Monarch Bay Plaza Expansion Plan, Dana Point, Claifornia

• Dana Point Local Coastal Plan ImplementaƟ on and 
CerƟ fi caƟ on, Dana Point, California

• Goleta Local Coastal Plan, Goleta, California

• Dana Planning Services, Dana Point, California

• Laguna Hills Planning Services, Laguna Hills, California

• Lake Forest Planning Services, Lake Forest, California

• Orange Planning Services, Orange County, California

• San Clemente Planning Services, San Clemente, California

• Stanson Planning Services, Stanton, California

• TusƟ n Planning Services, TusƟ n, California

• Orange Planning Services, Orange County, California

• Rancho Santa Margarita Planning Services, 
Rancho Santa Margarita, California

AREAS OF EXPERTISE

Project Management  /  Entitlement Processing   

QUALIFICATIONS 

Anne Fox’s experience in the fi eld of planning can equally 
serve the specifi c needs of public and private sector clients.  
She has been acƟ vely engaged in a variety of planning 
assignments within small and large municipal Planning 
Departments, providing services related to both daily and 
long-range objecƟ ves of those agencies. Assignments range 
from providing daily customer service at the planning counter 
to the processing of major development applicaƟ ons. She 
has eff ecƟ vely enacted interim policies as needed, including 
transforming those policies into regulatory ordinances. 
Her knowledge and experience with Land Use RegulaƟ ons, 
CEQA requirements, Subdivision Map Act, Coastal Act and 
Policies and Procedures, and Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG) programs, combined with her ability to work 
eff ecƟ vely with city staff , developers, residents, and special 
interest groups, ensures added value in projects in which she 
is involved. Ms. Fox also has shared her skills and planning 
knowledge by serving in a supervisory capacity, training entry-
level, in-house staff  for municipaliƟ es to ensure an agency has 
eff ecƟ ve and confi dent personnel. 

Ms. Fox has parƟ cular experƟ se working with the unique 
needs of coastal communiƟ es and with projects subject to 
Coastal Act regulaƟ ons. She has also prepared and supervised 
the preparaƟ on of CEQA documentaƟ on for project 
enƟ tlements.

SENIOR PROJECT PLANNER

 9/8/2015 ITEM NO. 3.6



On-Call Planning Services    7

ASSOCIATE PLANNER

AREAS OF EXPERTISE

General Plans   /   Housing Elements  /  Zoning Ordinances

Entitlement Processing   /   Environmental Analysis

QUALIFICATIONS

Genevieve Sharrow provides a broad range of planning 
and planning related services to clients.  Her primary 
responsibiliƟ es include preparing environmental documents 
pursuant to CEQA (IS/MNDs, EIRS, Addendums) and long-range 
planning documents such as General Plans, Zoning Ordinances, 
and HUD compliance documents (Consolidated Plans, AcƟ on 
Plans, and Analyses of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice). 

Her CEQA experience spans diverse projects, at a variety of 
analysis levels. She excels at compleƟ ng succinct, thoroughly 
researched and defensible environmental review for both 
development and program-level projects. Ms. Sharrow 
has prepared air quality and greenhouse gas emissions 
assessments uƟ lizing the latest CalEEMod soŌ ware and is 
well-versed in the latest developments related to climate 
change.

Ms. Sharrow has experience with public parƟ cipaƟ on and 
outreach as an integral component of projects, especially as 
related to General Plans and HUD compliance documents. Ms. 
Sharrow has led facilitated discussions with stake-holders, 
conducted one-on-one interviews, parƟ cipated in large 
open-house meeƟ ngs with community members, created and 
administered surveys, and given presentaƟ ons for interest 
groups, Planning Commissions, and City Councils. 

In prior posiƟ ons before joining MIG | Hogle-Ireland, Ms. 
Sharrow worked with underserved populaƟ ons at a domesƟ c 
violence shelter and assisted with development of an outreach 
program related to sustainable development for a local 
jurisdicƟ on.

Genevieve Sharrow

EDUCATION

• Master of Art, Urban Planning, UCLA

• Bachelor of Art, Social Anthropology, University of Michigan

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

• Vernon General Plan Update EIR, Vernon, California

• Rosemead General Plan EIR, Rosemead, California

• Garden Grove Housing Element, Garden Grove, California

• Housing Element Update, Loma Linda, California

• IniƟ al Studies/(M)NDs/Addendums to EIRs for Zoning 
Amendments, Baldwin Park, Duarte, Monterey Park, 
Garden Grove, and Redwood City, California

• IniƟ al Studies/(M)NDs for Housing Elements,  
Azusa, West Covina, and Baldwin Park, California

• IniƟ al Studies/(M)NDs for proposed wireless 
telecommunicaƟ ons faciliƟ es and a church, 
Monterey Park, California

• IniƟ al Studies/(M)NDs for proposed assisted living faciliƟ es, 
Sierra Madre and Whiƫ  er, California

• IniƟ al Study/(M)NDs for proposed offi  ce building and health 
club, West Covina, California
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ASSOCIATE PLANNER

AREAS OF EXPERTISE

Comprehensive Planning   /  GIS  /  EnƟ tlement Processing

QUALIFICATIONS

José Rodriguez has extensive and varied experience in urban 
planning.  Mr. Rodriguez has been a member of teams preparing 
general plans, specifi c plans, zoning ordinances, housing 
elements, design guidelines, and special planning studies.  
AddiƟ onally, he provides geographic informaƟ on system (GIS) 
management for a variety of projects. He has a high level of 
experƟ se in managing advance planning projects.

Mr. Rodriguez has served as a contract planner for diverse 
ciƟ es, providing both current and long-range planning services. 
He worked as the City of Whiƫ  er’s full-Ɵ me historic resource 
planner, processing applicaƟ ons for projects within the City’s 
historic districts.  He has also provided staffi  ng support in 
Azusa, Hawaiian Gardens, Glendale, and Upland. 

Mr. Rodriguez has experience preparing general plan elements 
and comprehensive general plan updates for ciƟ es throughout 
California. He has parƟ cular experƟ se with GIS mapping and 
analysis for these projects, parƟ cularly for land use alternaƟ ves 
impact analysis. 

Mr. Rodriguez has assisted in preparing specifi c plans, from 
downtown plans to large master plans, for public agencies and 
private companies. 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

• American Planning AssociaƟ on (APA)

EDUCATION

• Masters of Urban Planning
University of California, Los Angeles

• Bachelor of Science, Urban and Regional Planning California 
State Polytechnic University, Pomona

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE

• Costa Mesa Land Use & CirculaƟ on Elements and EIR, 
Costa Mesa, California

• LA Metro LOSSAN Managing Agency FacilitaƟ on, 
Los Angeles County, California

• Yucca Valley New Development Code, 
Yucca Valley, California

• Wasco Urban Greening Parks and Open Space Master Plan, 
Wasco, California

• Environmental ProtecƟ on Agency Green Zones Commerce 
FacilitaƟ on, Commerce, California

• Yucaipa Freeway Corridor Specifi c Plan, Yucaipa, California

• Brea General Plan (APA Award), Brea, California

• Kern River Valley Specifi c Plan, Kern County, California

• Rancho Cucamonga General Plan (APA Award), 
Rancho Cucamonga, California

• Redwood City General Plan (APA Award), 
Redwood City, California

• Rialto General Plan (APA Award), Rialto, California

• Colton Land Use, Mobility, and Housing Elements, 
Colton, California

• Claremont General Plan (APA Award), Claremont, California

• ManhaƩ an Beach General Plan, 
ManhaƩ an Beach, California

• Friant Ranch Specifi c Plan, Fresno County, California

• Irvine Wildlife Corridor Master Plan (APA Award), 
Orange County, California

Jose M. Rodriguez
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References
We invite you to contact the following MIG clients regarding 
our ability to provide superior contract planning services. 
AddiƟ onal references can be provided upon request.

Name of Agency
Contact

Name / Address

Phone Number

/ Email Address

County of Riverside Juan C. Perez, 
Director of Transportaion and Land Management
4080 Lemon St, 14th Floor
Riverside, CA 92502

951-955-6742
jcperez@rctlma.org

County of Orange Ms. Laree Brommer, Manager
Planned Communities Division
300 N. Flower Street
Santa Ana, CA 92703

714-667-9649
laree.brommer@ocpw.ocgov.com

City of Menifee Lisa Gordon, Planning Manager
29714 Haun Road
Menifee, CA 92586

951-672-6777
lgordon@cityofmenifee.us

City of Hawaiian Gardens Joseph Colombo, 
Community Development Director
21815 Pioneer Boulevard
Hawaiian Gardens, CA  90716

562-420-2641
jcolombo@hgcity.org

City of San Juan Capistrano Charlie View, Development Services Director
32400 Paseo Adelanto
San Juan Capistrano, CA  92675

949-234-4410
Cview@sanjuancapistrano.org
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Professional Services Agreement
MIG has reviewed the Professional Services Agreement and 
has no excepƟ ons. We are ready and willing to execute a 
contract per the sample aƩ ached to the RFQ.
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CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS DISCLOSURE
EMPLOYMENT RELATIONSHIPS

AND FINANCIAL INTERESTS

NAME OF CONSULTANT:  

DISCLOSURE - EMPLOYMENT RELATIONSHIPS WITH CITY OFFICIALS OR CITY 
EMPLOYEES:

DISCLOSURE - FINANCIAL INTERESTS OF CITY OFFICIALS OR CITY EMPLOYEES 
IN THE ENTITY:

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the 
foregoing is true and correct.

Signed this day of , at 

, California.

Name:  

Title:

Signature: 

Moore Iacofano Goltsman, Inc. (MIG, Inc.)

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

8th April Riverside

Pamela Steele

Principal
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CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS
CERTIFICATE OF NON-DISCRIMINATION

I hereby certify on behalf of 
(Consultant) that all persons employed by this company are, and shall be treated fairly 
without regard to race, creed, color, national origin, political affiliation, marital status, 
sex, age, or disability, and in compliance with all Federal and State laws prohibiting 
discrimination in employment, including, but not limited to, the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
the Unruh Civil Rights Acts, and the Americans with Disabilities Act.

Name:  

Title:

Signature: 

Date:

Moore Iacofano Goltsman, Inc. (MIG, Inc.)

Pamela Steele

Principal

April 8, 2015
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Fee Schedule
MIG  is sensiƟ ve to the budget challenges ciƟ es face today.  We 
can structure a fee arrangement for Laguna Hills that provides 
the highest quality of service while addressing your needs for 
specifi c project assignments. Our standard fee schedule is 
provided for the City’s review and consideraƟ on. We can work 
with you to develop an appropriate structure based on the 
work anƟ cipated and the City’s current cost recovery system.

Classifi cation Rate

Principal $185.00

Director of Planning Services $140.00

Director of Environmental Services / Analyses $140.00

Director of Biological Resources $140.00

Senior Project Planner $120.00

Primary Analyst $110.00

Associate Planner (Visual SimulaƟ ons) $110.00

Associate Planner $100.00

Assistant Planner $90.00

Assistant Analyst $90.00

Technical $65.00

EXPERT WITNESS FEE

If requested to be an expert witness by the City, the fees for 
deposiƟ on and tesƟ mony will be billed at $350.00/hour.

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES

All expenses will be billed at cost plus 10%.
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City of Laguna Hills 
City Council Meeting Agenda 

Staff Report 
 

  

   

 

DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: DONALD WHITE  
 ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER 
 
ISSUE: CIVIC CENTER FOURTH QUARTER FINANCIAL REPORT FOR FISCAL 

YEAR 2014/2015 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL RECEIVE AND FILE THE 
REPORT.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Civic Center 4th Quarter Financial Report for Fiscal Year 2014/2015 is intended to 
provide the City Council with an overview of the Civic Center leasing operation finances 
over the April 2015 through June 2015 period. 
 
The abridged Balance Sheet and Income Statement summary for the Laguna Hills Civic 
Center leasing operation is shown below in Tables 1 & 2.  As of June 30, 2015, the 
balance sheet shows equity of $17,138,835. 
 

  Table 1:  Abridged Balance Sheet 

As of June 30, 2015 

 

    

 ASSETS   

 Total Current Assets  $                45,015   

 Total Fixed Assets  $        17,175,232   

 TOTAL ASSETS  $        17,220,247   

    

 LIABILITY & EQUITY   

 Total Current Liabilities  $                81,412   

 Total Equity  $        17,138,835   

 TOTAL LIABILITIES & EQUITY  $        17,220,247   

    

 

 9/8/2015 ITEM NO. 3.7



 
 
Civic Center 4th Quarter Report 
September 8, 2015 
Page 2 
 
 
 

Table 2: Income Statement Summary 

For the Year Ended June 30, 2015 

        

        

  Actuals  Budgeted  Variance  

 Total Income  $              500,229    $        543,471           $   ( 43,242)   

 Total Expenses  $              574,605    $        476,437          $      98,168  

 NET INCOME/(LOSS)     $             (74,377)   $          67,035           $  (141,410)  

        

 
As shown in Table 2, Essex Realty, the management company for the property, reported a 
net loss of $74,377 for the leasing activity from July 1 through June 30.  After adding back 
contra rent revenue associated with the City’s occupied spaces, the effective net income is 
$475,588. 
 
A detailed Balance Sheet, Income Statement, and Check Register for the three months in 
the quarter have been provided as attachments to this report. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

• Balance Sheet as of June 30, 2015 
• Income Statement for the Period Ending June 30, 2015 
• Check Register for April, May, and June 2015 
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City of Laguna Hills 
City Council Meeting Agenda 

Staff Report 
 

  

   

 

DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: DAVID CHANTARANGSU, AICP 
 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
 
ISSUE: AWARD OF A PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR ON-CALL 

BUILDING SERVICES TO HR GREEN CALIFORNIA, INC. 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE AWARD OF A 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT FOR ON-CALL BUILDING SERVICES TO 
HR GREEN CALIFORNIA, INC. (HR GREEN) AND AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO 
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT.  
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The City uses third party consultants on an on-call, as-needed services basis in providing 
building inspection and plan check services to the community.  The City’s agreement with its 
current on-call building services provider expires in mid-September and staff is 
recommending that the firm of HR Green be selected as the next firm to provide the City 
with on-call building services.  Staff notes HR Green is one of four firms currently providing 
on-call civil engineering services to the City as well.  HR Green was selected over other 
similarly qualified firms for being able to add enhancements to the City’s building inspection 
and plan check services such as same-day inspection requests, electronic plan review, 
more responsive plan check times, and firm expertise.  These services would be used by 
the City on an on-call, as-needed basis. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Staff issued a Request for Proposal from qualified building and safety service firms 
requesting the services of a part-time building official, plan check services, and back-up 
inspection and counter services, as needed.  Five firms responded and were interviewed 
by staff.  Based upon staff’s evaluation of the firms’ experience, demonstrated ability to 
meet the City’s needs in regards to performing the plan check and inspection/counter 
services, fit with City staff, and the firm’s ability to provide value-added services to the 
City’s current inspection and plan check process, staff is recommending the firm of 
HR Green.  The complete Description/Scope of Services is detailed on Pages 31-44 of the 
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HR Green Proposal, which is located in Exhibit A of the proposed Professional Services 
Agreement (Agreement).  (See Attachment 1.) 
 
The Agreement includes a cost proposal wherein HR Green provides a tiered fee structure 
in providing plan checking services and separate hourly rates for the Building Official, 
Building Inspector, Counter Technician, and other relevant staff that may be called upon to 
assist existing Building Division staff on an as-needed basis.  HR Green’s proposal 
indicates that compensation will be 65% when plan check fees collected are less than 
$100,000 in a given month and 60% when plan check fees exceed $100,000.  While plan 
check fees do not typically reach that level in a given month, the Five Lagunas project 
could result in plan check fees that exceed HR Green’s second tier throughout the 
construction of the project.  Currently, the existing Building Services consultant, CAA, 
retains 65% of the Plan Check fees.  However, CAA proposed to increase fees to 70%.  
Other firms interviewed proposed services for 60%-65% of plan check fees. 
 
In addition, HR Green has committed to implementing a number of “value-added” services 
including electronic plan check review (paperless plan checking), “over-the-counter” (OTC) 
consultations with applicants at no charge, OTC plan checking where possible, and an 
overall reduction in plan check times.  HR Green has also committed to other process 
improvements that will allow in-house staff to be more efficient. 
 
HR Green proposes a plan check fee structure that could be lower than other firms when 
the second tier fee level is reached.  HR Green hourly rates are also competitive in certain 
positions but not in others such as the area of inspection.  Currently, building inspection 
providers are competing for qualified inspectors, which is resulting in higher compensation 
costs in the industry.  HR Green contends that its inspectors are compensated at higher 
rates to reduce employee turnover and to recruit well-qualified staff to provide services.  
Almost all of the personnel designated to provide services in building plan review and 
inspection have 25-30 years of experience in the field. 
 
In staff’s view, HR Green has provided additional services that other firms were unable to 
match in terms of plan check turnaround, customer fulfillment, and other value-added 
services such as electronic plan review.  These services will significantly improve the 
City’s ability to implement the City’s building plan check function through shortened plan 
review times and allow staff to become more efficient in assisting residents and builders.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
 
The Community Development Department budget includes $340,000 for consultant 
services for each of the 2015/2016 and 2016/2017 Fiscal Years.  This cost is offset by 
building plan check and permit fees collected in the building permit process. 
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CEQA FINDINGS: 
 
This activity is not a project as defined by CEQA because it has no potential for resulting in 
physical change to the environment, directly or indirectly.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

• Attachment 1 – Professional Services Agreement with Scope of Work 
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City of Laguna Hills 
City Council Meeting Agenda 

Staff Report 
 

  

   

 

DATE:  SEPTEMBER 8, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
FROM: DAVID CHANTARANGSU, AICP 
 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
 
ISSUE: ADOPTION OF A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, UPDATING THE FIGURES FOR THE 
AVERAGE PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD, FAIR MARKET VALUE FOR 
VACANT RESIDENTIAL LAND, AND THE AMOUNT OF THE PARK IN-LIEU 
FEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF CHAPTER 8-06 OF THE LAGUNA 
HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE 

 

 
RECOMMENDATION: THAT THE CITY COUNCIL:  (1) OPEN THE PUBLIC 
HEARING; (2) ACCEPT ANY PUBLIC COMMENTS; AND (3) ADOPT A RESOLUTION 
ENTITLED:  "A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA 
HILLS, CALIFORNIA, UPDATING THE FIGURES FOR THE AVERAGE  PERSONS PER 
HOUSEHOLD, FAIR MARKET VALUE FOR VACANT RESIDENTIAL LAND, AND THE 
AMOUNT OF THE PARK IN-LIEU FEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF CHAPTER 
8-06 OF THE LAGUNA HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE."   
 

 
SUMMARY:  
 
For residential projects involving a division of land through a parcel map or subdivision 
map, the City has enacted a fee that allows it to maintain its community standard for parks 
when new development adds residents to the community.  The State provides cities with 
the authority to establish this fee pursuant to Government Code Section 64777 which is 
also known as the “Quimby Act.”  The fee is determined by factoring in the expected 
number of residents per dwelling unit, the fair market value of land, and the City’s 
community standard for park acreage per 1,000 residents.  The City maintains a park 
standard of five acres per 1,000 residents and has an inventory of approximately 187 
acres of parks.  The fee created by the Quimby Act is also commonly referred to as a 
“park in-lieu fee” since fees can be paid by a subdivider in lieu-of providing a city with 
dedicated parkland. 
 
The City established its park in-lieu fee by adopting a Quimby Act ordinance in 2000 and it 
is appropriate to ensure that the fee is updated from time to time to keep up with the 
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community’s population trends and land values.  The fee provides a significant funding 
source for on-going park development and park enhancements to ensure the community’s 
existing park standard is maintained as the City experiences population increases from 
any new housing subdivision built in the community.  The existing fee and proposed fee 
are identified below and in the attached Resolution.  Staff notes that it is not 
recommending that the entire fee be adopted all at once.  The fee can be phased using 
three equal increases of +/- 33 percent (33%) over an approximate two-year period.  Staff 
recommends the fee be changed by implementing the first of three increases in October, 
upon adoption of the Resolution designating the updated fee and establishing the 
schedule for updating the fee.  The remaining two increases would occur in 2016 and 
2017.  The table below depicts the City’s current fee, the recommended fee, the total 
increase amount, and the amount of each of the three increases. 
 

 
 
Attachment 1 identifies the revised fee and depicts the schedule for increasing the fee 
incrementally.  Willdan Financial Services, a professional consulting firm specializing in 
municipal finance issues, was hired to undertake the City’s Quimby Act fee study.  The 
consultant’s analysis and results are included as Attachment 2.  Staff also evaluated park 
in-lieu fees from other cities and found that the City’s proposed fees would be on par with 
what other cities have adopted, or could adopt, using the City’s land values.  
Attachments 3 and 4 provide additional information about that analysis.  
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Quimby Act provides cities with a mechanism to ensure new residential subdivisions 
include an appropriate amount of parks to serve new residents.  Alternatively, a residential 
subdivider can choose to pay a fee to the local agency so that it can enhance existing 
parks, or develop new parks, provided the facilities serve the neighborhood or subdivision 
from which the fees were collected.  
 
The basis on which the Quimby Act allows fees to be determined relies on the amount of 
park acreage that exists in the community.  Laguna Hills has an inventory of over 180 
acres of current parks (including public and private facilities) which results in an effective 
standard of over 6-acres of parkland per 1,000 residents considering that the City’s 
population after the 2010 Federal Census was 30,344 residents.  The Quimby Act allows 
the local agency to require up to 5 acres per 1,000 residents.  When the City established 
its fee, a 5-acre per 1,000 resident ratio was established based on all of the parks and 
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recreation facilities available within the City including joint use school facilities, private 
parks, and City-owned parks. 
 
Calculation of the Quimby Act fee uses several inputs whose values can fluctuate with 
time including the value of land and the City’s population.  These factors have not been 
updated since 2000 when the City adopted its original fee amount.  Given that the 2009 
General Plan anticipates that new housing should be built in certain areas of the City, staff 
recommends that the now 15-year-old fee be updated.  Revising the fee amount will help 
to ensure the community continues to enjoy the high quality standard of park facilities the 
City has been able to provide as housing and population growth occurs during the life of 
the 2009 General Plan.  
 
As indicated above, one of the changing values in calculating the fee amount is the fair 
market value of land.  Land values used in establishing the fee in 2000 and the 
recommended fee are indicated below.  As the table indicates, the value of land is 
differentiated by the number of units permitted per acre (housing density) with land values 
for higher density housing yielding a higher value than property permitted for single-family 
housing.  Staff notes the land values were determined by a certified appraiser in 2000 and 
2014. 
 
Appraised Land Values Used in Quimby Fee Calculations: 
 

 Housing Density/ 
Housing Type 

3.5 Units Per Acre 
(single-family) 

3.5-18.5 Units Per Acre 
(single-family – medium 

density) 

18.5 Units Per Acre 
(medium density and 

higher) 

Year     
2000  $560,000 $700,000 $770,000 
2014  $1 million $1.5 million $2 million 

 
ANALYSIS: 
 
Considering the amount of time that has taken place between updates of the City’s fee 
and the amount of the recommended increase, staff reviewed the ordinances and policies 
of other cities to compare with the recommended fee.  Generally, staff found the 
recommended fee increase to be in line with what other cities are charging, or could 
charge, as a park in-lieu fee.  In researching park in-lieu fees other cities throughout the 
county are currently collecting, staff identified several cities that have recently updated 
their fees and found that the fee ranged from $10,000 to $27,000 per unit.  In looking at 
cities in and around South Orange County, San Clemente had the lowest fee at $5,080 but 
has not updated its fee since 1991.  Newport Beach had the highest fee at $26,125 
despite not having updated its fee since 2007.  Attachment 3 provides additional detail of 
staff’s review of the cities mentioned above. Twelve cities in all were reviewed. 
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Staff also simulated the fees other cities could collect by utilizing the City’s fair market 
value for land.  This analysis was possible since all cities must establish their park in-lieu 
fee using a designated formula found in the Quimby Act consisting of their community’s 
population per household, fair market land value, and park acreage standard per 1,000 
residents.  Half of the 12 cities reviewed by staff use the formula approach including Aliso 
Viejo, Dana Point, Irvine, Lake Forest, Mission Viejo, and Rancho Santa Margarita.  The 
simulated results take each community’s individual population per household factor, park 
acreage standard, and using the fair market value for Laguna Hills, an updated park in-lieu 
fee was calculated.  The results range from $12,000 per unit to $33,000 per unit.  This 
analysis is included as Attachment 4.  The fair market value appraisal is also attached for 
City Council’s information as Attachment 5. 
 
CONCLUSION: 
 
Adoption of the proposed park in-lieu fee update ensures the City will be able to maintain 
the amount and quality of park amenities the City has provided to its residents.  The 
proposed fee guarantees that new residential subdivisions will pay a fair share of providing 
park amenities as the City implements the 2009 General Plan. 
 
CEQA FINDINGS: 
 
CEQA does not apply to the modification of existing fees related to obtaining funds for 
capital projects necessary to maintain service within existing service areas.  The City 
Council finds that the proposed fees are necessary to maintain existing levels of service 
for park facilities as described by this report and its supporting attachments.  A Statutory 
Exemption is adopted pursuant to Section 15273, Chapter 3, Title 14 of the California 
Code of Regulations.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

• Attachment 1 – Proposed Resolution 
• Attachment 2 – Willdan Report Dated July 31, 2015 
• Attachment 3 – Existing Quimby Fees 
• Attachment 4 – Simulated Fee Examples 
• Attachment 5 – Appraisal Report 
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Proposed Resolution 
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RESOLUTION NO.  2015-_______ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
LAGUNA HILLS, CALIFORNIA, UPDATING THE FIGURES 
FOR THE AVERAGE PERSONS PER HOUSEHOLD, FAIR 
MARKET VALUE FOR VACANT RESIDENTIAL LAND, AND 
THE AMOUNT OF THE PARK IN-LIEU FEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF CHAPTER 8-06 OF THE LAGUNA 
HILLS MUNICIPAL CODE. 

 
The City Council of the City of Laguna Hills, California, hereby finds, determines, 

declares, and resolves as follows: 

WHEREAS, the City Council has adopted an ordinance codified at Chapter 8-06 
of the Laguna Hills Municipal Code adopting park dedication and in-lieu fee 
requirements subject to a formula for determining the parkland dedication and/or in-lieu 
fee for the City of Laguna Hills; and 

WHEREAS, the aforementioned ordinance calls for the City Council to adopt by 
resolution certain criteria to be utilized to implement said ordinance based on the most 
recent available federal census and the fair market values for one acre of parkland; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the report entitled, City of Laguna 
Hills Quimby Fee Study, dated July 31, 2015, prepared by Willdan Financial Services 
estimating the cost of new parks needed to accommodate new residential development 
in the City, which was prepared for the purpose of updating the City’s park dedication 
and in-lieu fee requirements; and 

WHEREAS, the Quimby Fee Study supports adjusting the fee schedule as 
follows: 

Density Classification 
(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 

 
In-Lieu Fee/Dwelling Unit 

 
≤ 3.5 

> 3.5 - ≤ 18 
> 18 

 
$18,206 
$23,013 
$15,636 

 

WHEREAS, the City Council wishes to implement the adjustment in three phases 
over the next two fiscal years; and  

WHEREAS, the City Council held a duly noticed public hearing on August 25, 
2015 to consider the update to the City’s park dedication and in-lieu fee requirements; 
and 

WHEREAS, the City Council continued the public hearing to its meeting of 
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September 8, 2015 at which time additional public testimony concerning the update to 
the City’s park dedication and in-lieu fee requirements was accepted. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS, 
CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE, AND ORDER AS 
FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. Purpose. 
 
The purpose of this resolution is to establish the average number of persons per 
dwelling unit size for the dwelling units within certain density classifications, the fair 
market value per density classification, and in-lieu fees for parkland and recreational 
facilities pursuant to Chapter 8-06 of the Laguna Hills Municipal Code. The 
establishment of these figures are necessary in order to determine the amount of land 
or in-lieu fee that a subdivider will be required to dedicate to the city for acquisition of 
public parkland and/or the rehabilitation of parkland when a new residential subdivision 
is created. 
 
SECTION 2. Average Number of Persons per Dwelling Unit. 
 
The number of persons per dwelling unit for each identified density classification as 
disclosed by the most recent available Federal census is as follows: 
 

Density Classification 
(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 

Average Number 
of Persons/Dwelling Unit 

 
≤ 3.5 

> 3.5 - ≤ 18 
> 18 

 
3.08 
2.72 
1.42 

 
SECTION 3. Fair Market Values. 
 
The fair market value for vacant residential properties for each density classification is a 
follows: 
 

Density Classification 
(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 

 
Fair Market Value 

 
≤ 3.5 

> 3.5 - ≤ 18 
> 18 

 
$1,159,000 
$1,659,000 
$2,159,000 

  
SECTION 4. In-Lieu Fee Schedule. 
 
The park in-lieu fees to be paid as a condition of development of each dwelling unit 
within the following residential density classifications are and shall be as follows: 
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Density Classification 
(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 

 
In-Lieu Fee/Dwelling Unit 

 
≤ 3.5 

> 3.5 - ≤ 18 
> 18 

 
$18,206 
$23,013 
$15,636 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
SECTION 5. Implementation of the In-Lieu Fee Schedule. 
 
The In-Lieu Fee Schedule shall be implemented in three phases and shall become 
effective in accordance with the following timelines: 
 

1. Commencing upon the effective date of this resolution, the amount of the park in-
lieu fee shall be as follows: 

 
Density Classification 

(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 
 

In-Lieu Fee/Dwelling Unit 
 

≤ 3.5 
> 3.5 - ≤ 18 

> 18 

 
$12,975 
$12,804 
$10,140 

 
 

2. Commencing on July 1, 2016, the amount of the park in-lieu fee shall be as 
follows: 
 

Density Classification 
(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 

 
In-Lieu Fee/Dwelling Unit 

 
≤ 3.5 

> 3.5 - ≤ 18 
> 18 

 
$15,591 
$17,909 
$12,888 

 
3. Commencing on July 1, 2017 the amount of the park in-lieu fee shall be as 

follows: 
 

Density Classification 
(Dwelling Units/Gross Acre) 

 
In-Lieu Fee/Dwelling Unit 

 
≤ 3.5 

 
$18,206 
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> 3.5 - ≤ 18 
> 18 

$23,013 
$15,636 

 
 
 Resolution No. 2000-09-12-2. This resolution updates and revises the schedules 
previously adopted by Resolution No. 2000-09-12-2 and to the extent in conflict 
herewith, Resolution No. 2000-09-12-2 is hereby superseded. 
 
SECTION 6.  Effective Date.  This resolution shall take effect on the thirty-first (31st) day 
following its adoption. 
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this _____ day of _______, 2015. 

 

 ____________________________________ 
 DORE J. GILBERT, M.D., MAYOR 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________________ 
MELISSA AU-YEUNG, CITY CLERK 
 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF ORANGE )  ss 
CITY OF LAGUNA HILLS ) 
 

I, Melissa Au-Yeung, City Clerk of the City of Laguna Hills, California, DO 
HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of Resolution No. 
________________ adopted by the City Council of the City of Laguna Hills, California, 
at a Regular Meeting thereof held on the ____ day of _________, 2015, by the following 
vote: 

AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
ABSTAIN: 

 

(SEAL) 
 

 _____________________________________ 
 MELISSA AU-YEUNG, CITY CLERK 
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Willdan Report Dated July 31, 2015 
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1.  Introduction  
This report estimates the cost of new parks needed to accommodate new development in the 
City of Laguna Hills to update the City’s park dedication and in-lieu fee requirements.   

Background and Study Objectives 
The primary policy objective of a public facilities fee program is to ensure that new residential 
development pays the capital costs associated with the growth caused by the development. 
To fulfill this objective, public agencies should review and update their fee programs 
periodically to incorporate the best available information.  

The City imposes a park fee under authority granted by the Quimby Act, contained in 
California Government Code Sections 66477 et seq. This report provides the necessary 
findings required by the Act for imposition of the park dedication and in-lieu fees presented in 
the fee schedules contained herein.  The Quimby Act allows a jurisdiction to require 
developers to dedicate at least three acres and up to five acres per 1,000 residents, if the 
jurisdiction’s existing park standard as of the last Census justifies the higher level.   

Public Facilities Financing In California 
The changing fiscal landscape in California during the past 30 years has steadily undercut 
the financial capacity of local governments to fund infrastructure. Three dominant trends 
stand out: 

 The passage of a string of tax limitation measures, starting with Proposition 13 in 
1978 and continuing through the passage of Proposition 218 in 1996; 

 Declining popular support for bond measures to finance infrastructure for the next 
generation of residents and businesses; and 

 Steep reductions in federal and state assistance. 

Faced with these trends, many cities and counties have had to adopt a policy of “growth pays 
its own way.” This policy shifts the burden of funding infrastructure expansion from existing 
taxpayers onto new development. This funding shift has been accomplished primarily through 
the imposition of assessments, special taxes, and development impact fees also known as 
public facilities fees. 

Organization of the Report 
The determination of a public facilities fee under the Quimby Act begins with the 
determination of the population at the last census and the resulting park standard for the City. 
This standard, along with the cost of construction, is used to determine the cost per capita. 

Chapter 3 is devoted to documenting the maximum justified public facilities fee for parks. 

Chapter 4 describes the fee implementation process.  
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Facility Standards and Cost Allocation Approach 
A facility standard is a policy that indicates the amount of facilities required to accommodate 
service demand. Examples of facility standards include building square feet per capita and 
park acres per capita. Standards also may be expressed in monetary terms such as the 
replacement value of facilities per capita. The adopted facility standard is a critical component 
in determining development’s need for new facilities and the amount of the fee. Standards 
determine new development’s fair share of planned facilities and ensure that new 
development does not fund deficiencies associated with the existing infrastructure. 

The park fees calculated in this report use an existing inventory demand standard translated 
into facility costs per capita to determine new development’s fair share of planned facility 
costs. A cost standard provides a reasonable method for converting disparate types of 
facilities, in this case parkland and special use recreational facilities, into a single measure of 
demand (capital cost per capita). The cost standard is based on the existing inventory of 
parks and recreation facilities. New development would fund the expansion of facilities at the 
same rate that existing development has provided facilities to date.  
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2.  Land Use Assumptions 
This chapter describes the projections of growth used in this study. The existing service 
population in 2010 is used as the base year of the study and the planning horizon is the year 
2030. This chapter also describes the sources of the unit costs for land and buildings used in 
this study. 

Land Use Types 
To ensure a reasonable relationship between each fee and the type of development paying 
the fee, growth projections distinguish between different land use types. The land use types 
used in this analysis are defined as a range of densities, from less than or equal to 3.5 units 
per gross acre to greater than 18 units per gross acre. 

Growth Projections for City of Laguna Hills 
Park and recreation facilities in Laguna Hills primarily serve residents in the City of Laguna 
Hills.  Therefore residents comprise the park and recreation facilities service population. 

Population as of 2010, the date of the most recent federal census, is used in the justification 
of the Quimby standard described in Chapter 3. The planning horizon for this analysis is 
2030.  Resident growth between 2010 and 2030 comprises the growth increment in this 
analysis. The estimate for residents in 2030 comes from the City’s General Plan EIR 
Recreation Element. 

Table 1 shows estimates of the growth in residents between 2010 and 2030. 

 

 
 

Occupant Densities 
Occupant densities ensure a reasonable relationship between the increase in service 
population and amount of the fee. Developers dedicate land and/or pay the fee based on the 
number of housing units being constructed for residential development. The fee schedule 
must convert service population estimates into these measures of housing units. This 
conversion is done with average occupant density factors by land use density, shown in 

Table 1: Parks Service Population
Residents

Existing (2010) 30,344              
Growth (2010 - 2030) 4,306                

Total (2030) 34,650              

Sources: US Census 2010; Table 5.13-4 from the 2009 
General Plan EIR Recreation Element.
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Table 2. The residential occupant density factors below were derived from data from the 
2010 US Census.  Housing unit and population counts, by census block were examined 
using GIS analysis to identify the occupancy density of housing units.  Occupancy density 
factors were identified for three categories in terms of dwelling units per acre. 

 

 
 

Table 2: Occupant Density

Density Classification
(Units/Gross Acre)

≤ 3.5 3.08 Residents Per Dwelling Unit
>3.5 - ≤18 2.72 Residents Per Dwelling Unit
>18 1.42 Residents Per Dwelling Unit

Sources: 2010 Census TIGER/Line Shapefiles and the 2010 Census 
Summary File 1 Demographic Profile (DP1); Willdan Financial Services.
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3. Parks & Recreation Facilities 
The following chapter documents the nexus analysis, demonstrating the need for new park 
and recreation facilities demanded by new development under the Quimby Act.  The City can 
collect at a standard of between 3.0 and 5.0 per 1,000 residents under the Quimby Act land 
dedication requirement.     

Existing Park and Recreation Facilities Inventory 
The City of Laguna Hills maintains several park and recreation facilities.  Table 3 summarizes 
the City’s existing parkland inventory as of 2010, the year of the last census. All facilities are 
located within the City limits.   
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Table 3:  Park Land Inventory
 Acres Owned 

or Under 
Agreement 

 Improved/ 
Constructed 

Acres 

City Owned Parks
Beckenham Park 2.75                 2.75                    
Cabot Park 8.60                 8.60                    
Clarington Park 3.49                 3.49                    
Costeau Park 3.67                 3.67                    
El Conejo Park 2.00                 2.00                    
Knotty Pine Park 3.85                 3.85                    
Laguna Hills Community/Sports Center 30.60               30.60                  
Mackenzie Park 2.85                 2.85                    
Mandeville Park 3.34                 3.34                    
Mendocino Park 3.93                 3.93                    
San Remo Park 1.60                 1.60                    
Santa Vittoria park 2.87                 2.87                    
Stockport Park 3.99                 3.99                    
Veeh Ranch Park 11.00               11.00                  

Subtotal 84.54               84.54                  

Joint Use Agreement Facilities
Laguna Hillis High School (51.8 acres at 50%) 25.90               25.90                  
Lormarena School (9.2 acres at 50%) 4.60                 4.60                    
San Joaquin School (10.0 acres at 50%) 5.00                 5.00                    
Valencia School (10.6 acres at 50%) 5.30                 5.30                    

Subtotal 40.80               40.80                  

Private Parks 1

Aliso Meadows Park 1.00                 1.00                    
Casa de Luguna Park 5.25                 5.25                    
Dapple Grey Park 3.47                 3.47                    
Fossil Park Park 1.00                 1.00                    
Gallup Park 5.17                 5.17                    
Hidden Trail Park 2.44                 2.44                    
Laguna Village Park 4.57                 4.57                    
Moulton Park 2.77                 2.77                    
Moulton Ranch Park 8.22                 8.22                    
Nellie Gail Equestrian Center Park 20.11               20.11                  
Sheep Hills Park 8.00                 8.00                    
Quail Creek Park 2.00                 2.00                    
Bella Vista Park 0.50                 0.50                    
Lomas Laguna Park 2.00                 2.00                    
Sunset Place Park 0.50                 0.50                    
Reef Park 1.00                 1.00                    

Subtotal 68.00               68.00                  

Total - Developed Parkland 193.34              193.34                

1  Private parks must have an irrevocable offer of dedication (IOD) to be included in this inventory.

Source:  City Of Laguna Hills General Plan Conservation And Open Space Element, Table COS-3, COS-4.
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Park Facility Standards 
Park facility standards establish a reasonable relationship between new development and the 
need for expanded park facilities.  Information regarding the City’s existing inventory of 
existing parks facilities was obtained from City staff. 

The most common measure in calculating new development’s demand for parks is the ratio 
of park acres per resident.  In general, facility standards may be based on a jurisdiction’s 
existing inventory of park facilities, or an adopted policy standard contained in a master 
facility plan or general plan.  Facility standards may also be based on a land dedication 
standard established by the Quimby Act.1 

Quimby Act Standard 

The Quimby Act specifies that the dedication requirement must be a minimum of 3.0 acres 
and a maximum of 5.0 acres per 1,000 residents.  A jurisdiction can require residential 
developers to dedicate above the three-acre minimum if the jurisdiction’s existing park 
standard at the time it adopted its Quimby Act ordinance justifies the higher level (up to five 
acres per 1,000 residents). The standard used must also conform to the jurisdiction’s adopted 
general or specific plan standards. 

The Quimby Act only applies to land subdivisions. The Quimby Act would not apply to 
residential development on future approved projects on single parcels, such as apartment 
complexes and other multi-family development.  

The Quimby Act allows payment of a fee in lieu of land dedication. The fee is calculated to 
fund acquisition of the same amount of land that would have been dedicated.  

The Quimby Act allows use of in-lieu fee revenue for any park or recreation facility purpose. 
Allowable uses of this revenue include land acquisition, park improvements including 
recreation facilities, and rehabilitation of existing park and recreation facilities. 

City of Laguna Hills Park Facilities Standards 

To calculate new development’s need for new parks, municipalities commonly use a ratio 
expressed in terms of developed park acres per 1,000 residents. Table 4 documents the 
City’s standard as of the last Census for the Quimby Act standard.  Because the City’s 
standard is over five acres per 1,000 residents, the applicable standard is the maximum 
allowed under the Quimby Act of five acres per 1,000 residents. 

 

                                                 
1 California Government Code §66477. 
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Parkland Unit Costs 
Table 5 shows the estimated cost per acre for developing parkland, including land acquisition 
and improvements to make the land suitable for use as a park. The land values were 
developed based on an analysis of local comparable properties sold in Laguna Hills by a real 
estate appraiser.  The values range from $1.0 million to $2.0 million per acre depending on 
density.  For each density category the land value for that category is applied on the logic that 
nearby land will be similarly zoned and will have to be acquired to fund neighborhood parks. 

 

Table 4: Existing Level of Service
Quimby Act 

Standard

Total - Improved Park Acreage 193          

Service Population (Residents) 30,488     
Level of Service Standard (Acres per 1,000 Residents) 6.34         

Effective Level of Service Standard (Acres per 1,000 Residents)1            5.00 

1 The maximum allow ed under the Quimby Act  is 5.00 acres/1,000 residents.

Sources:  Tables 1 and 3; Willdan Financial Services.
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Facilities Needed to Accommodate New 
Development  
Table 6 shows the park facilities needed to accommodate new development at the existing 
standard. To achieve the standard by the planning horizon, depending on the amount of 
development subject to the Quimby Act, new development must fund the purchase and 
improvement of nearly 21 parkland acres, at a maximum total cost of $41.6 million 
(depending on what land types must be acquired). 

It is important to note, however, that not all development will necessarily be subject to the 
Quimby Act, and some development will dedicate land in lieu of the fee, so the total indicated 
may not be achieved. 

 

Table 5:  Parkland Unit Costs
Density Classification

(Units/Gross Acre)  Cost 

≤ 3.5

Land Acquisition1 1,000,000$        

Improvements2 159,000            

Total 1,159,000$        

>3.5 - ≤18

Land Acquisition1 1,500,000$        

Improvements2 159,000            

Total 1,659,000$        

>18

Land Acquisition1 2,000,000$        
Improvements2 159,000            

Total 2,159,000$        

Note: Figures have been rounded.
1  Kiley Company Real Estate Appraisers, July 3, 
2014.  

Sources:  Land value analysis to develop an 
opinion of market value for a hypothetical 
undeveloped parcel of residential land at various 
densities in the city of Laguna Hills, California, 
Kiley Company Real Estate Appraisers, July 3, 
2014; Willdan Financial Services.
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Parks Cost per Capita 
Table 7 shows the cost per capita of providing new park facilities at the existing facility 
standard, limited by the maximum allowed under the Quimby Act. 

 

Table 6: Park Facilities to Accommodate New Development 
Calculation Parkland

Park land 
Facility Standard (acres/1,000 residents) A 5.00                        
Resident Growth (2014-2030) B 4,162                      
   Facility Needs (acres) C = (B / 1,000) x A 20.81                      

Maximum Average Unit Cost (per acre) D 2,000,000$              

Maxium Total Cost of Parkland To Serve New Development E = C x D 41,620,000$            

Note: Totals rounded to the thousands.

Sources:  Tables 1, 4 and 5.

 9/8/2015 ITEM NO. 5.1



City of Laguna Hills Quimby Fee Study 

 12 

 
 

Use of Fee Revenue 
The City plans to use park facilities fee revenue to purchase parkland or construct 
improvements to add to the system of park and recreation facilities that serves new 
development. The City may only use impact fee revenue to provide facilities and intensify 
usage of existing facilities needed to serve new development. Depending on the amount of 
development subject to the Quimby Act, new development must fund the 
purchase/acquisition and improvement of nearly 21 parkland acres through the planning 
horizon of 2030. 

Fee Schedule 
In order to calculate fees by land use type, the investment in park facilities is determined on a 
per resident basis for both land acquisition and improvement.  These investment factors 
(shown in Table 7) are investment per capita based on the unit cost estimates and facility 
standards. 

Table 8 shows the park facilities fee based on the maximum Quimby standard.  The fee 
includes a component for park improvements based on the City’s existing standard.  The 
investment per capita is converted to a fee per dwelling unit.   

Table 7:  Cost per Capita - Existing Level of Service
Density Classification Calculation Cost

≤ 3.5
Parkland Investment (per acre) A 1,159,000$           
Existing Level of Service (acres per 1,000 residents) B 5.00                     

Total Cost Per 1,000 capita C = A x B 5,795,000$           

Cost Per Resident  D = C / 1,000 5,795$                  

>3.5 - ≤18
Parkland Investment (per acre) A 1,659,000$           
Existing Level of Service (acres per 1,000 residents) B 5.00                     

Total Cost Per 1,000 capita C = A x B 8,295,000$           

Cost Per Resident  D = C / 1,000 8,295$                  

>18
Parkland Investment (per acre) A 2,159,000$           
Existing Level of Service (acres per 1,000 residents) B 5.00                     

Total Cost Per 1,000 capita C = A x B 10,795,000$          

Cost Per Resident  D = C / 1,000 10,795$                

Sources:  Tables 4 and 5; Willdan Financial Services.
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The total fee includes an administrative charge to fund costs that include: (1) legal, 
accounting, and other administrative support and (2) impact fee program administrative costs 
including revenue collection, revenue and cost accounting, mandated public reporting, and 
fee justification analyses. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

Table 8:  Park Facilities Fee Schedule - Quimby Act
A B C = A x B D = C x 0.02 E = C + D

Cost Per Base Admin 
Density (units/gross acre) Capita Density  Fee1 Charge1, 2 Total Fee1

≤ 3.5
Parkland and Improvements 5,795$         3.08        17,849$   357$         18,206$   

>3.5 - ≤18
Parkland and Improvements 8,295$         2.72        22,562$   451$         23,013$   

>18
Parkland and Improvements 10,795$       1.42        15,329$   307$         15,636$   

Sources:  Tables 2 and 7; Willdan Financial Services.

1 Persons per dw elling unit.
2 Administrative charge of 2.0 percent for (1) legal, accounting, and other administrative support and (2) impact 
fee program administrative costs including revenue collection, revenue and cost accounting, mandated public 
reporting, and fee justif ication analyses.
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4.  Implementation 
Impact Fee Program Adoption  
Impact fee program adoption procedures are found in the California Government Code Section 
66477. Adoption of a Quimby fee program requires the City Council to follow certain procedures 
including holding a public meeting. The City already has a Quimby Ordinance in place, so the 
update will require notice and adoption of a resolution revising the acreage costs, densities, and 
fees as calculated in this report. 

Fee Accounting 
The City should deposit fee revenues into separate restricted fee accounts for Quimby fees. 
Fees should only be expended pursuant to the City’s Ordinance and the Act. 

Programming Revenues and Projects with the CIP 
The City should commit all projected fee revenues and fund balances to specific projects in a 
Capital Improvements Program. These should represent the types of facilities needed to serve 
growth and described in this report. The use of the CIP in this manner documents a reasonable 
relationship between new development and the use of those revenues. The CIP also provides 
the documentation necessary for the City to hold funds in a project account for longer than five 
years if necessary to collect sufficient monies to complete a project. 

The City may decide to alter the scope of the planned projects or to substitute new projects as 
long as those new projects continue to represent an expansion of the City’s facilities. If the total 
cost of facilities varies from the total cost used as a basis for the fees, the City should consider 
revising the fees accordingly. 
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City Last Update Housing Type Fee Park Standard Notes

1 Aliso Viejo Any Fair Market Value (FMV) 5‐acres per 1,000

2 Costa Mesa 2015 Any $13,572 ‐ $13, 829 3‐acres per 1,000  Opted not to increase fees resulting in a +/‐ 50% discount in eligible fees.

3 Dana Point Any FMV 5‐acres per 1,000

4 Irvine Any FMV+ 5‐acres per 1,000 FMV includes cost for certain improvements

5 Laguna Hills 2000 Any $15,636‐$23,013 5‐acres per 1,000 Eligible fee is pending City Council review

6 Laguna Niguel 2015 Any $16,050‐$18,880 3‐acres per 1,000 Prior update was 1992

7 Lake Forest Any FMV 5‐acres per 1,000 Recent Dev. Agreements establish fees @ $16k‐$27k per unit.

8 Mission Viejo Any FMV 5‐acres per 1,000

9 Newport Beach 2007 Any $26,125.00 5.1 acres per 1,000 Fee fixed per resolution.

10 Rancho Santa Margarita Any FMV+ 3‐acres per 1,000 FMV includes cost for certain improvements

11 San Clemente 1991 Any $5080‐$6823 5‐acres per 1,000

12 San Juan Capistrano 2001 SFR 49 units or less ‐ $11600/ >50 then FMV 5‐acres per 1,000
MF $10,512

13 Yorba Linda 2015 Any $12,873 before 7‐1‐16 then $16,716 for SF 2‐acres per 1,000 Phased in fee increase over two years.
$8,254 before 7‐1‐16 then $10,718 for MF

ATTACHMENT 3 ‐ Quimby Fee Information (Existing Conditions)
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Definitions

Laguna Hills: 5‐acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre (+ park improvements) Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Total Fee Per Unit
3.5< 100 3.08 308 0.0154 1.54 $1,159,000.00 $1,784,860.00 $17,848.60 $356.97 $18,205.57
3.5‐18 100 2.72 272 0.0136 1.36 $1,659,000.00 $2,256,240.00 $22,562.40 $451.25 $23,013.65
>18 100 1.42 142 0.0071 0.71 $2,159,000.00 $1,532,890.00 $15,328.90 $306.58 $15,635.48

Aliso Viejo: 5‐acres per 1,000 residents Notes:
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit
3.5< Does Not Exist Simulated
8‐18 100 2.48 248 0.0124 1.24 $1,659,000 $2,057,160 $20,572 $411 $20,983
>18 100 2.48 248 0.0124 1.24 $2,159,000 $2,677,160 $26,772 $535 $27,307

Costa Mesa: 4.26 Acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit
3.5< 100 2.61 261 0.0131 1.11 $1,159,000 $1,288,646 $12,886 $258 $13,144 Simulated
8‐18 100 2.61 261 0.0131 1.11 $1,659,000 $1,844,576 $18,446 $369 $18,815
>18 100 2.61 261 0.0131 1.11 $2,159,000 $2,400,506 $24,005 $480 $24,485

Dana Point: 5‐acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 2.09 209 0.0105 1.05 $1,159,000 $1,212,630 $12,126 $243 $12,369
3.5‐18 100 2.09 209 0.0105 1.05 $1,659,000 $1,735,767 $17,358 $347 $17,705
>18 100 2.09 209 0.0105 1.05 $2,159,000 $2,258,904 $22,589 $452 $23,041

Irvine: 5‐acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 3.1 310 0.0155 1.55 $1,159,000 $1,796,450 $17,965 $359 $18,324
6.5‐18 100 2.75 275 0.0138 1.38 $1,659,000 $2,281,125 $22,811 $456 $23,267
18‐31 100 2.25 225 0.0113 1.13 $2,159,000 $2,428,875 $24,289 $486 $24,775
>31 100 1.46 146 0.0073 0.73 $2,159,000 $1,576,070 $15,761 $315 $16,076

Laguna Niguel: 3‐acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Actual Fee + Admin.
3.5< 100 3.21 321 0.0161 1.61 $1,000,000 $1,605,000 $16,050 $321 $16,371

6.6‐15.5 100 2.59 259 0.0130 1.30 $1,400,000 $1,813,000 $18,130 $363 $18,493
15.6‐18 100 1.99 199 0.0100 1.00 $1,700,000 $1,691,500 $16,915 $338 $17,253
>18 100 1.88 188 0.0094 0.94 $2,000,000 $1,880,000 $18,800 $376 $19,176

Attachment 4 ‐ Simulated Fees

Admin. Charge: 2% charge added for cost of updating the Quimby Fee, and administering the fee including accounting/ auditing/ monitoring
Total Fee Per Unit: Fee per unit plus Admin. Charge

Units: Number of dwelling units
Density: Units per acre
PPH: Persons Per Household
POP: Population of the development
Acres/DU: Park acreage required for each Unit
Parkland: Total parkland required for the development in acres
Appraised Value Per Acre: Value of land according to allowable density including cost to develop.
Total Fee:  Acreage of required parkland multiplied by the Appraised Value Per Acre
Fee Per Unit: Total Fee divided by number of units
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Lake Forest: 5 acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 2.852 285 0.0143 1.43 $1,159,000 $1,652,927 $16,529 $331 $16,860
3.5‐18 100 2.852 285 0.0143 1.43 $1,659,000 $2,366,010 $23,660 $473 $24,133
>18 100 2.852 285 0.0143 1.43 $2,159,000 $3,079,094 $30,791 $616 $31,407

Mission Viejo: 5‐acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 3.21 321 0.0161 1.61 $1,159,000 $1,860,195 $18,602 $372 $18,974

6.6‐15.5 100 2.59 259 0.0130 1.30 $1,659,000 $2,148,405 $21,484 $430 $21,914
18‐25.6 100 1.99 199 0.0100 1.00 $2,159,000 $2,148,205 $21,482 $430 $21,912
>25.6 100 1.88 188 0.0094 0.94 $2,159,000 $2,029,460 $20,295 $406 $20,700

Newport Beach: 5.1 acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 1.92 192 0.0096 0.96 $1,159,000 $1,112,640 $11,126 $223 $11,349
3.5‐18 100 1.92 192 0.0096 0.96 $1,659,000 $1,592,640 $15,926 $319 $16,245
>18 100 1.92 192 0.0096 0.96 $2,159,000 $2,072,640 $20,726 $415 $21,141

RSM ‐ 3 acres per 1,000 residents (GP EIR)
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 3.21 321 0.0161 1.61 $1,159,000 $1,860,195 $18,602 $372 $18,974

6.6‐15.5 100 2.59 259 0.0130 1.30 $1,659,000 $2,148,405 $21,484 $430 $21,914
18‐25.6 100 1.99 199 0.0100 1.00 $2,159,000 $2,148,205 $21,482 $430 $21,912
>25.6 100 1.88 188 0.0094 0.94 $2,159,000 $2,029,460 $20,295 $406 $20,700

San Clemente: 5‐acres per 1,000 residents
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 2.73 273 0.0137 1.37 $1,159,000 $1,582,035 $15,820 $316 $16,137

6.6‐15.5 100 2.08 208 0.0104 1.04 $1,659,000 $1,725,360 $17,254 $345 $17,599
15.6‐18 100 2.37 237 0.0119 1.19 $2,159,000 $2,558,415 $25,584 $512 $26,096
>18 100 2.01 201 0.0101 1.01 $2,159,000 $2,169,795 $21,698 $434 $22,132

San Juan Capistrano: 5‐acres per 1,000 units
Density Units PPH POP Acres/ DU Parkland Appraised Value Per Acre Total Fee Fee Per Unit Admin. Charge Comparable Total Fee Per Unit Simulated
3.5< 100 3.03 303 0.0152 1.52 $1,159,000 $1,755,885 $17,559 $351 $17,910
3.5‐18 100 3.03 303 0.0152 1.52 $1,659,000 $2,513,385 $25,134 $503 $25,637
>18 100 3.03 303 0.0152 1.52 $2,159,000 $3,270,885 $32,709 $654 $33,363
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