
  

CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
AGENDA 

December 3, 2013  

COUNCIL CHAMBERS - CIVIC AUDITORIUM 
400 North Douty St  

Please note the order change: Closed session will begin at 5:30 PM, prior to the Study Session at 6:30 PM

ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK:

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Any person may directly address the Council at this time on any item on the agenda, or on any item that is within the subject matter 

jurisdiction of the Council. A maximum of five minutes is allowed for each speaker. 

1. STUDY SESSION FOR THE DISCUSSION OF THE FOLLOWING:

A. City Manager: Presentation by Kendall Flint from Flint Strategies regarding work being done with Kings County 
Association of Governments on its Regional Transportation Plan - Kings Regional Vision. 

ADJOURN TO CLOSED SESSION 

1. CLOSED SESSION FOR DISCUSSION OF THE FOLLOWING:

A. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS – Pursuant to Government Code  54957.6 
 
Agency designated representatives:    
Robert Dowd 
 
Unrepresented Employee:  
City Manager 
 

B. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS – Pursuant to Government Code  54957.6 
 
Agency designated representatives:    
Darrel Pyle, Robert Dowd, and Mario Zamora 
 
Employee Organization:                      
Executive Management Employees Association (E.M.E.A.)  
 
 

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION  - Pursuant to Government Code 
§54956.9(d)(2) 
 
NUMBER OF POTENTIAL CASES:   2

D. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION  - Pursuant to Government Code 
§54956.9(d)(4) 
 
NUMBER OF POTENTIAL CASES:   1

E. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION – Pursuant to Government Code §54956.9
(d)(1):   
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CASE NAME: Hanford Executive Management Employee Assoc. et al v City of Hanford, et al 
CASE NUMBER:  Eastern District of California No. 1:11-CV-00828 
CASE NAME:  Lindsay v. City of Hanford 
CASE NUMBER:  Kern County No. S-1500-cv-280112  
CASE NAME:  Gunner Ohnstad v. City of Hanford, et al. 
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 13C0158 
CASE NAME:  Nathan Warmerdam, et al. v. City of Hanford, et al. 
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 13C0172 
CASE NAME:  Michael Hamburger, et al. v. City of Hanford, et al. 
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 13C0256 
CASE NAME:  Myeong-Ok Park v. Macario Medina, et al. 
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 13C0281 
CASE NAME:  Lance Tomlinson v. Scott Woodhouse, et at. 
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 13C0285

2. CLOSED SESSION ACTION REPORT:

A. Closed Session Action Report

  

 
 

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING - 7:00 PM 

ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK:

FLAG SALUTE:

INVOCATION:

RECOGNITIONS/PROCLAMATONS:

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Any person may directly address the Council at this time on any item on the agenda, or on any item that is within the subject matter 
jurisdiction of the Council. A maximum of five minutes is allowed for each speaker. 

 

Written Correspondence:

3. COUNCIL REPORTS/COMMENTS:

4. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS:

5. CONSENT CALENDAR:

All items listed under the Consent Calendar are considered routine and will be enacted by one motion (ROLL CALL VOTE 
required). For discussion of an item on the Consent Calendar, it will be removed at the request of any member of the City 
Council or any person in the audience and made a part of the regular agenda.

A. Public Works: Authorize the City Manager to Execute an Amendment to an Existing Agricultural Lease 
Agreement with Sanchez Brothers Farming, Inc.

B. Finance: Approve warrant register for 11-13-14 through 11-27-13

6. DEFERRED BUSINESS:

A. Police Department: Waive the second reading, and approve the proposed Recreational Vehicle Parking 
Ordinance, No. 13-06, and associated Fines Resolution 13-53-R, and direct staff to publish in accordance with 
GC36933.

B. Council Request: Council Member Irwin requested the donated prints of the Constitution, Bill of Rights and 
Declaration of independence be brought to Council for discussion and direction on placement.

7. NEW BUSINESS:

A. Hanford Police Department: Introduce and waive the first reading of the proposed Ordinance 13-07, an 
amendment to Section 6.16.020, 6.16.030, 6.16.050 (C), 6.16.070(B) and 6.16.090, and direct staff to bring the 
ordinance back for a second reading and adoption

B. As it relates to the Contract for the extension of Campus Drive south of Sixth Street and across the San Joaquin 
Valley Railroad:  
1. Award a contract to Bush Engineering Inc., in the amount of $395,932. 
2. Establish a construction contingency of $39,600.  
3. Approve an additional appropriation of $122,101.42 from the Water Capital Reserves. 
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C. City Clerk: City Council to nominate and vote on Mayor and Vice Mayor for the Calendar Year 2014.

8. ADJOURNMENT:

December-2013 January-2014 
S M T W T F S S M T W T F S
1 2 3 4 5 6 7   1 2 3 4
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
22 23 24 25 26 27 28 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
29 30 31     26 27 28 29 30   

 CITY COUNCIL MEETING: 1st & 3rd Tuesdays @ 5:00PM/7:00PM
  
 Parking & Traffic Commission Meeting: 4th Thursday @ 5:30PM
 Parks & Recreation Commission: 2nd Monday @ 5:30PM
 Planning Commission Meeting: 2nd & 4th Tuesdays @ 7:00PM
 Tree Commission Meeting: 4th Monday @ 5:30PM
  
  

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 located at 319 N. Douty Street, Hanford, California 93230, 
during normal business hours. City Council Agendas and materials are also available at the City's website, 
www.ci.hanford.ca.us;, subject to staff's ability to post the agenda before the meeting. 

If you need a disability-related modification or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, to participate in 
this meeting, please contact the City Clerk's office, 559-585-2515, 319 N. Douty Street, Hanford, California 93230, 
at least 2 days prior to the meeting {28 CFR 35.102.35.104 ADA Title II} 

December 3, 2013,City Council Meeting, Page 3 of 99



 

 

SUBJECT:  

City Manager: Presentation by Kendall Flint from Flint Strategies regarding work being done with Kings 
County Association of Governments on its Regional Transportation Plan - Kings Regional Vision. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:  1. A.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Kings Regional Vision PPT 

 Kings Regional View FAQ 

 Kings Regional View Fact Sheet 
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Project Overview Presentation 

Kings Regional Vision Overview

 Blueprint of region’s future transportation 
improvements and investments based on goals 
established by the region

Minimum 20‐year time horizon – ours goes to 2040

 Regional level plan covering all modes of 
transportation (car, bike, pedestrian, bus, rail and 
aviation)

 Coordination of regional land use, housing & 
transportation planning

December 3, 2013,City Council Meeting, Page 5 of 99



12/2/2013

2

What Must the Plan Do?

 Reflect the shared vision of all of the Cities and 
the County

 Use Fiscal Constraint – we can only include 
projects we can pay for.

 Preserve and emphasize efficient use of our 
existing transportation system.

 Provide a prioritized list of projects

 Achieve region’s established air quality goals 

 Coordinates land use plans, regional housing 
plans for residents of all incomes, and 
transportation investment plans to attempt to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions

 Secondary benefits include: reducing 
congestion, improving air quality, and providing 
more housing and transportation choices

 Does NOT supersede local land use decisions

 Required by State Law

Linking Land Use and Transportation
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Workshops!

Monday, December 9th 

6:30 PM ‐ 8:00 PM

City of Hanford
City Training Room

315 N. Douty Street

Hanford, CA

Tuesday, December 10th 

6:30 PM ‐ 8:00 PM

Kettleman Elementary 
School

701 General Petroleum

Kettleman City, CA

Wednesday, Dec 11th

6:30 PM – 8:00 PM

Kings County Schools 
Administration 

876 East D Street

Lemoore, CA 

 Winter 2014 – Identification of alternative 
scenarios  and selection of the preferred 
scenario

 Spring 2014 ‐Release of Draft EIR for public 
comment.

 Summer 2014 ‐ Public hearings on the Final EIR 
and Kings Regional Vision Plan.

Project Schedule
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www.KingsRegionalVision.com

We Welcome Your Comments

Bruce Abanathie

Kings County Association of Governments

339 W. “D” Street, Suite B

Lemoore, CA 93245

(559) 852‐ 2584 

Bruce.Abanathie@co.kings.ca.us
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Questions?
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FREQUENTLY	
  ASKED	
  QUESTIONS	
  
	
  
What	
  is	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision?	
  	
  
Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  is	
  the	
  name	
  of	
  the	
  collective	
  regional	
  efforts	
  underway	
  to	
  improve	
  
the	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  in	
  our	
  communities	
  by	
  expanding	
  transportation	
  and	
  housing	
  choices.	
  
It	
  takes	
  a	
  big-­‐picture	
  look	
  at	
  how	
  we	
  can	
  grow	
  over	
  time	
  in	
  a	
  way	
  that	
  uses	
  resources	
  
efficiently,	
  protects	
  existing	
  communities,	
  conserves	
  farmland	
  and	
  open	
  space,	
  and	
  
supports	
  our	
  local	
  economy.	
  
	
  
The	
  resulting	
  2014	
  Regional	
  Transportation	
  Plan	
  (RTP)	
  will	
  represent	
  the	
  collective	
  
efforts	
  of	
  the	
  County	
  of	
  Kings	
  and	
  the	
  Cities	
  of	
  Avenal,	
  Corcoran,	
  Hanford	
  and	
  Lemoore	
  
working	
  through	
  the	
  Kings	
  County	
  Association	
  of	
  Governments,	
  (KCAG),	
  the	
  
Metropolitan	
  Planning	
  Organization	
  (MPO).	
  The	
  MPO	
  is	
  responsible	
  for	
  setting	
  
transportation	
  policy	
  and	
  priorities	
  for	
  the	
  region	
  and	
  documenting	
  how	
  transportation	
  
funds	
  will	
  be	
  spent	
  in	
  the	
  RTP.	
  	
  The	
  Plan	
  makes	
  it	
  possible	
  for	
  our	
  region	
  to	
  get	
  Federal	
  
and	
  State	
  funding	
  for	
  local	
  transportation	
  projects	
  and	
  programs.	
  
	
  
Why	
  are	
  we	
  doing	
  this?	
  
There	
  are	
  laws	
  that	
  require	
  these	
  regional	
  plans,	
  but	
  this	
  is	
  also	
  an	
  opportunity	
  to	
  think	
  
about	
  how	
  we	
  want	
  our	
  region	
  to	
  grow	
  and	
  evolve	
  over	
  the	
  next	
  several	
  years	
  in	
  a	
  way	
  
that	
  meets	
  our	
  needs	
  and	
  matches	
  our	
  values.	
  	
  Planning	
  in	
  advance	
  of	
  growth	
  can	
  result	
  
in	
  better	
  neighborhoods,	
  more	
  housing	
  and	
  transportation	
  choices,	
  economic	
  
development,	
  and	
  a	
  higher	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  for	
  residents.	
  
	
  
The	
  Federal	
  government	
  requires	
  that	
  Metropolitan	
  Planning	
  Organizations	
  such	
  as	
  
KCAG,	
  develop	
  Regional	
  Transportation	
  Plans	
  which	
  are	
  updated	
  every	
  four	
  years	
  to	
  
reflect	
  current	
  population,	
  employment	
  and	
  travel	
  projections	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  changes	
  in	
  the	
  
local	
  agency	
  General	
  Plans	
  and	
  regional	
  transportation	
  priorities.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  Plan	
  allocates	
  anticipated	
  federal,	
  state	
  and	
  local	
  revenue	
  for	
  transportation	
  
projects	
  and	
  programs	
  the	
  the	
  region.	
  	
  No	
  Plan.	
  No	
  money.	
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How	
  do	
  the	
  County	
  and	
  the	
  cities	
  participate	
  in	
  this	
  effort?	
  
The	
  County	
  and	
  the	
  cities	
  are	
  the	
  land	
  use	
  authorities	
  in	
  their	
  jurisdictions.	
  They	
  develop	
  
a	
  General	
  Plan	
  that	
  describes	
  how	
  they	
  will	
  allocate	
  land	
  use	
  and	
  what	
  requirements	
  
they	
  will	
  set	
  for	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  housing	
  and	
  industry,	
  how	
  farmland	
  and	
  open	
  
spaces	
  will	
  be	
  managed,	
  and	
  where	
  the	
  jurisdictional	
  boundaries	
  will	
  be.	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  General	
  Plans	
  developed	
  by	
  the	
  local	
  agencies	
  are	
  the	
  foundation	
  for	
  the	
  land	
  use	
  
portion	
  of	
  the	
  land	
  use/transportation	
  decision	
  making	
  process.	
  The	
  local	
  agency	
  
established	
  land	
  uses	
  have	
  been	
  included	
  in	
  the	
  RTP	
  as	
  the	
  “Latest	
  Planning	
  
Assumptions”	
  since	
  RTPs	
  have	
  been	
  written.	
  
	
  
Regional	
  Transportation	
  Plans	
  also	
  include	
  the	
  Regional	
  Housing	
  Needs	
  Assessment	
  
(RHNA).	
  RHNA	
  is	
  a	
  program	
  in	
  which	
  KCAG	
  and	
  the	
  local	
  agencies	
  establish	
  how	
  the	
  
state	
  mandated	
  housing	
  requirements	
  will	
  be	
  shared	
  by	
  the	
  local	
  agencies.	
  The	
  RHNA	
  
identifies	
  areas	
  to	
  house	
  the	
  region’s	
  population	
  growth	
  for	
  at	
  least	
  the	
  next	
  twenty-­‐five	
  
years.	
  This	
  includes	
  households	
  at	
  all	
  income	
  levels.	
  	
  
	
  
	
  
What	
  is	
  different	
  about	
  this	
  Regional	
  Transportation	
  Plan?	
  
A	
  new	
  state	
  law,	
  Senate	
  Bill	
  375,	
  requires	
  planners	
  to	
  also	
  consider	
  how	
  land	
  use	
  and	
  
transportation	
  planning	
  can	
  be	
  coordinated	
  to	
  help	
  reduce	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions.	
  
This	
  means	
  planning	
  for	
  housing,	
  jobs	
  and	
  services	
  to	
  be	
  located	
  in	
  a	
  way	
  that	
  helps	
  
reduce	
  the	
  amount	
  of	
  travel	
  we	
  do	
  day-­‐to-­‐day	
  in	
  our	
  cars	
  and	
  trucks..	
  	
  
	
  
To	
  comply	
  with	
  the	
  law,	
  we	
  must	
  develop	
  a	
  plan	
  that	
  coordinates	
  the	
  latest	
  planning	
  
assumptions	
  with	
  transportation	
  planning	
  and	
  then	
  measures	
  the	
  effect	
  of	
  the	
  
combination	
  of	
  these	
  two	
  elements	
  on	
  the	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions	
  from	
  automobiles	
  
and	
  light	
  trucks.	
  
	
  
	
  
How	
  does	
  this	
  relate	
  to	
  the	
  Blueprint	
  Planning	
  Process?	
  	
  
The	
  Blueprint	
  was	
  a	
  regional	
  planning	
  effort	
  completed	
  in	
  2009	
  to	
  identify	
  priorities	
  and	
  
preferences	
  and	
  to	
  provide	
  options	
  for	
  the	
  local	
  agencies	
  to	
  choose	
  from	
  when	
  deciding	
  
on	
  long-­‐term	
  growth	
  in	
  our	
  region.	
  Our	
  Plan	
  will	
  be	
  distinct	
  from	
  that	
  effort,	
  but	
  may	
  
build	
  upon	
  those	
  earlier	
  Blueprint	
  efforts.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
Who	
  will	
  prepare	
  the	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  and	
  when?	
  
KCAG	
  will	
  be	
  leading	
  this	
  effort.	
  	
  They	
  will	
  work	
  closely	
  with	
  the	
  County,	
  local	
  cities,	
  
transportation	
  agencies	
  and	
  community	
  groups	
  to	
  get	
  input	
  for	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  
2014	
  RTP.	
  Everyone	
  interested	
  is	
  invited	
  to	
  participate	
  in	
  this	
  process	
  to	
  help	
  shape	
  our	
  
community’s	
  future.	
  The	
  Plan	
  is	
  expected	
  to	
  be	
  completed	
  in	
  the	
  summer	
  of	
  2014.	
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How	
  can	
  we	
  talk	
  about	
  growth	
  in	
  this	
  economy?	
  What	
  about	
  jobs?	
  
Our	
  local	
  economy	
  is	
  likely	
  to	
  improve	
  as	
  the	
  national	
  economy	
  recovers.	
  Planning	
  for	
  
efficient	
  land	
  use	
  and	
  transportation	
  systems	
  makes	
  our	
  region	
  more	
  attractive	
  to	
  
potential	
  employers	
  and	
  residents,	
  which	
  will	
  support	
  long-­‐term	
  economic	
  growth	
  and	
  
prosperity.	
  Housing,	
  transportation,	
  and	
  supporting	
  infrastructure	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  developed	
  
for	
  job	
  growth	
  so	
  that	
  businesses	
  can	
  operate	
  successfully	
  and	
  workers	
  can	
  live	
  nearby	
  
and	
  get	
  to	
  work	
  easily.	
  	
  
	
  
What	
  does	
  it	
  mean	
  to	
  coordinate	
  land	
  use	
  and	
  transportation	
  plans?	
  
Public	
  agencies	
  regularly	
  create	
  and	
  update	
  land	
  use	
  and	
  transportation	
  plans,	
  but	
  these	
  
are	
  not	
  always	
  done	
  together	
  or	
  even	
  in	
  coordination.	
  The	
  plans	
  being	
  created	
  under	
  
Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  will	
  consider	
  both	
  land	
  use	
  and	
  transportation	
  together,	
  
recognizing	
  that	
  land	
  use	
  affects	
  how	
  and	
  where	
  people	
  live,	
  work	
  and	
  travel.	
  If	
  we	
  
know	
  what	
  land	
  use	
  changes	
  are	
  likely	
  to	
  occur,	
  we	
  can	
  better	
  plan	
  our	
  transportation	
  
systems	
  to	
  meet	
  those	
  needs.	
  Likewise,	
  land	
  uses	
  may	
  change	
  based	
  on	
  how	
  the	
  
transportation	
  system	
  is	
  working.	
  For	
  example,	
  road	
  congestion	
  may	
  discourage	
  
employers	
  from	
  locating	
  on	
  those	
  corridors.	
  
	
  
What	
  is	
  the	
  connection	
  between	
  planning	
  and	
  greenhouse	
  gases?	
  
Transportation	
  is	
  the	
  largest	
  single	
  source	
  of	
  greenhouse	
  gasses	
  in	
  California.	
  Changing	
  
transportation	
  patterns	
  by	
  reducing	
  how	
  much	
  people	
  need	
  to	
  drive	
  can	
  reduce	
  
emissions	
  and	
  improve	
  local	
  air	
  quality.	
  
	
  
The	
  RTP	
  can	
  help	
  reduce	
  emissions	
  by:	
  	
  

• Taking	
  advantage	
  of	
  local	
  land	
  uses	
  (jobs,	
  stores,	
  schools,	
  and	
  homes)	
  that	
  are	
  
located	
  closer	
  together	
  in	
  some	
  communities	
  so	
  people	
  can	
  drive	
  less	
  to	
  meet	
  
their	
  day-­‐to-­‐day	
  needs.	
  	
  

• Establishing	
  transit	
  corridors	
  near	
  where	
  homes,	
  jobs	
  and	
  other	
  activities	
  are	
  
clustered,	
  so	
  people	
  have	
  more	
  transportation	
  choices.	
  	
  	
  

• Planning	
  land	
  uses	
  and	
  transportation	
  in	
  coordination,	
  so	
  we	
  can	
  manage	
  traffic	
  
congestion	
  and	
  reduce	
  emissions	
  from	
  inefficiencies.	
  

	
  
Why	
  should	
  we	
  care	
  about	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions?	
  
Reducing	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions	
  into	
  the	
  environment	
  limits	
  the	
  effects	
  of	
  global	
  
warming,	
  which	
  in	
  turn	
  supports	
  public	
  health	
  and	
  the	
  environment.	
  Plans	
  and	
  policies	
  
that	
  lower	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions	
  from	
  transportation	
  can	
  also	
  lower	
  energy	
  
consumption,	
  shorten	
  commute	
  times,	
  save	
  money	
  and	
  reduce	
  the	
  need	
  for	
  driving.	
  	
  
	
  
How	
  can	
  a	
  coordinated	
  transportation	
  and	
  land-­‐use	
  plan	
  reduce	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  
emissions?	
  
The	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  can	
  help	
  meet	
  reduction	
  goals	
  by	
  working	
  with	
  local	
  cities,	
  the	
  
County,	
  and	
  public	
  agencies	
  to	
  plan	
  for	
  more	
  people	
  living	
  near	
  their	
  jobs	
  and	
  other	
  
services.	
  Also,	
  by	
  creating	
  better	
  access	
  to	
  transit	
  and	
  making	
  biking	
  and	
  walking	
  easier	
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and	
  safer,	
  residents	
  won’t	
  have	
  to	
  drive	
  as	
  much.	
  Greater	
  efficiency	
  in	
  how	
  people	
  
travel	
  can	
  mean	
  less	
  driving	
  which	
  translates	
  into	
  fewer	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions	
  and	
  
other	
  health	
  based	
  pollutant	
  emissions	
  from	
  tailpipes	
  into	
  the	
  air.	
  	
  
	
  
Land	
  use	
  changes	
  happen	
  very	
  slowly	
  and	
  many	
  places	
  will	
  not	
  change	
  much.	
  How	
  
much	
  difference	
  can	
  coordinated	
  land	
  use/transportation	
  planning	
  really	
  make?	
  
It	
  will	
  likely	
  be	
  several	
  years	
  before	
  changes	
  in	
  the	
  land	
  use	
  pattern	
  and	
  coordination	
  
make	
  a	
  measurable	
  difference	
  in	
  total	
  emissions	
  from	
  personal	
  cars	
  and	
  trucks.	
  
Improvements	
  in	
  technology	
  –	
  including	
  more	
  fuel-­‐efficient	
  cars	
  and	
  trucks	
  –and	
  policy	
  
changes	
  will	
  also	
  be	
  needed	
  to	
  reach	
  reduction	
  targets.	
  However,	
  changing	
  land	
  uses	
  is	
  
also	
  critical	
  to	
  improving	
  air	
  quality	
  and	
  public	
  health	
  through	
  emission	
  reductions.	
  This	
  
is	
  expected	
  to	
  occur	
  as	
  a	
  result	
  of	
  additional	
  legislation	
  (AB	
  32)	
  that	
  requires	
  local	
  
agencies	
  to	
  look	
  into	
  changes	
  in	
  land	
  use	
  to	
  reduce	
  greenhouse	
  gases.	
  	
  
	
  
Coordinated	
  land	
  use/transportation	
  planning	
  is	
  just	
  one	
  effort	
  to	
  help	
  reduce	
  emissions	
  
in	
  California.	
  There	
  is	
  a	
  consensus	
  that	
  there	
  isn’t	
  just	
  one	
  thing	
  that	
  we	
  should	
  do;	
  we	
  
will	
  need	
  to	
  move	
  on	
  all	
  fronts.	
  Changes	
  in	
  technology	
  will	
  have	
  to	
  be	
  accompanied	
  by	
  
changes	
  in	
  how	
  people	
  travel.	
  	
  
	
  
What	
  are	
  the	
  greenhouse-­‐gas	
  reduction	
  targets?	
  
In	
  September	
  2010,	
  the	
  California	
  Air	
  Resources	
  Board	
  adopted	
  emissions	
  reduction	
  
targets	
  for	
  the	
  years	
  2020	
  and	
  2035.	
  The	
  targets	
  are	
  a	
  5	
  percent	
  reduction	
  in	
  GHG	
  
emissions	
  by	
  2020	
  and	
  a	
  10	
  percent	
  reduction	
  by	
  2035,	
  compared	
  to	
  2005	
  emissions.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
Do	
  these	
  plans	
  take	
  power	
  away	
  from	
  our	
  cities	
  or	
  the	
  County?	
  
No.	
  SB	
  375	
  is	
  explicit	
  that	
  KCAG	
  does	
  not	
  have	
  the	
  authority	
  to	
  take	
  or	
  over-­‐ride	
  “the	
  
land	
  use	
  authority	
  of	
  cities	
  and	
  counties	
  in	
  the	
  region.”	
  There	
  is	
  no	
  requirement	
  that	
  
cities	
  and	
  counties	
  change	
  any	
  of	
  their	
  plans.	
  	
  
	
  
Your	
  local	
  government	
  has	
  the	
  authority	
  to	
  create	
  plans	
  for	
  how	
  your	
  community	
  will	
  
grow	
  or	
  not,	
  what	
  businesses	
  to	
  encourage,	
  and	
  where	
  new	
  housing	
  might	
  go.	
  Each	
  city	
  
puts	
  in	
  place	
  its	
  own	
  zoning	
  and	
  policies	
  about	
  development	
  (but	
  whether	
  that	
  
development	
  actually	
  occurs	
  depends	
  on	
  the	
  economy	
  and	
  private	
  market).	
  KCAG	
  will	
  
work	
  closely	
  with	
  city	
  and	
  county	
  staff	
  to	
  make	
  sure	
  the	
  RTP	
  is	
  consistent	
  with	
  and	
  
supports	
  local	
  land	
  use	
  plans	
  and	
  community	
  priorities.	
  	
  
	
  
Why	
  would	
  local	
  governments	
  want	
  to	
  participate	
  in	
  regional	
  planning?	
  
Some	
  issues	
  like	
  traffic	
  congestion	
  or	
  air	
  quality	
  often	
  require	
  the	
  cooperation	
  of	
  several	
  
communities	
  to	
  address.	
  Regional	
  planning	
  efforts	
  can	
  bring	
  a	
  variety	
  of	
  benefits	
  to	
  our	
  
neighborhoods.	
  We	
  can	
  improve	
  the	
  efficiency	
  and	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  of	
  our	
  communities	
  by	
  
working	
  together	
  to	
  provide	
  cleaner	
  air,	
  improved	
  public	
  health,	
  safer	
  streets,	
  and	
  
homes	
  closer	
  to	
  transportation,	
  jobs,	
  and	
  services.	
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There	
  will	
  also	
  be	
  CEQA	
  incentives	
  for	
  development	
  at	
  the	
  local	
  level	
  which	
  conforms	
  to	
  
the	
  Regional	
  Transportation	
  Plan.	
  	
  
	
  
Is	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  part	
  of	
  Agenda	
  21?	
  	
  
No.	
  Agenda	
  21	
  is	
  a	
  United	
  Nations	
  report	
  on	
  policies	
  and	
  settlement	
  patterns,	
  poverty	
  
and	
  the	
  environment	
  that	
  was	
  developed	
  in	
  1992.	
  Neither	
  KCAG,	
  the	
  County	
  nor	
  any	
  of	
  
our	
  cities	
  (nor	
  any	
  state	
  in	
  the	
  U.S.	
  or	
  the	
  federal	
  government)	
  have	
  any	
  affiliation	
  with	
  
or	
  authority	
  regarding	
  any	
  policy	
  goals	
  and	
  recommendations	
  of	
  the	
  United	
  Nations.	
  
	
  
How	
  can	
  I	
  share	
  my	
  ideas	
  and	
  opinions?	
  
Public	
  participation	
  is	
  essential	
  to	
  the	
  success	
  of	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision,	
  and	
  we	
  hope	
  you	
  
will	
  get	
  involved.	
  We	
  are	
  seeking	
  the	
  input	
  of	
  many	
  residents	
  and	
  stakeholders	
  to	
  create	
  
a	
  plan	
  that	
  meets	
  our	
  goals	
  and	
  reflects	
  our	
  community	
  values.	
  	
  There	
  are	
  a	
  number	
  of	
  
ways	
  you	
  can	
  get	
  involved.	
  
	
  
Project	
  Website:	
  	
  www.KingsRegionalVision.com	
  
Here	
  you	
  will	
  find	
  all	
  the	
  latest	
  information	
  about	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  Kings	
  
Regional	
  Vision	
  including:	
  

• Project	
  information	
  and	
  overview	
  and	
  purpose	
  of	
  the	
  Plan;	
  
• Listing	
  of	
  all	
  meetings	
  and	
  workshops;	
  	
  
• Presentations	
  and	
  materials	
  produced	
  for	
  public	
  meetings	
  and	
  workshops;	
  
• Fact	
  sheets	
  regarding	
  the	
  planning	
  process;	
  
• Drafts	
  and	
  materials	
  produced	
  for	
  the	
  Plan,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  CEQA	
  documents	
  
• Library	
  with	
  all	
  relevant	
  documents	
  

	
  
Meetings	
  and	
  Workshops	
  
Over	
  the	
  course	
  of	
  the	
  project,	
  we	
  will	
  be	
  hosting	
  a	
  series	
  of	
  public	
  workshops	
  to	
  engage	
  
the	
  community	
  regarding	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision.	
  Meetings	
  will	
  
be	
  held	
  in	
  various	
  locations	
  throughout	
  the	
  County	
  to	
  ensure	
  equal	
  access	
  to	
  all	
  
residents.	
  Your	
  attendance	
  is	
  encouraged	
  but	
  if	
  you	
  cannot	
  make	
  a	
  meeting,	
  don't	
  worry.	
  
We’ll	
  be	
  posting	
  all	
  meeting	
  agendas,	
  materials,	
  and	
  minutes	
  on	
  our	
  website	
  so	
  you	
  can	
  
keep	
  track	
  of	
  the	
  process.	
  
	
  
In	
  the	
  Community	
  and	
  In	
  the	
  News	
  
Look	
  for	
  us	
  at	
  local	
  community	
  meetings	
  and	
  events.	
  We	
  will	
  also	
  be	
  working	
  closely	
  
with	
  local	
  news	
  media	
  in	
  the	
  area	
  to	
  get	
  the	
  word	
  out	
  about	
  the	
  planning	
  process	
  and	
  
ways	
  people	
  can	
  participate.	
  	
  
	
  
Who	
  should	
  I	
  contact	
  with	
  questions?	
  
You	
  can	
  submit	
  questions	
  or	
  comments	
  via	
  our	
  website	
  at:	
  
	
  
www.KingsRegionalVision.com	
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Or	
  if	
  you	
  prefer,	
  you	
  can	
  contact	
  our	
  project	
  manager	
  directly:	
  
	
  
Bruce	
  Abanathie	
  
Regional	
  Planner	
  III	
  
Kings	
  County	
  Association	
  of	
  Governments	
  
339	
  W.	
  D	
  Street,	
  Suite	
  B	
  
Lemoore,	
  CA	
  93245	
  
Direct:	
  (559)	
  852-­‐	
  2584	
  
Fax:	
  (559)	
  924-­‐5632	
  
Email:	
  Bruce.Abanathie@co.kings.ca.us	
  
Website:	
  http://www.kingscog.org	
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Project Overview 

	
  
What	
  is	
  Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision?	
  
Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  is	
  the	
  name	
  of	
  the	
  collective	
  efforts	
  of	
  the	
  County	
  of	
  Kings	
  and	
  
the	
  Cities	
  of	
  Avenal,	
  Corcoran,	
  Hanford,	
  and	
  Lemoore	
  to	
  plan	
  for	
  the	
  region’s	
  future	
  
transportation	
  and	
  housing	
  needs.	
  	
  They	
  are	
  working	
  through	
  the	
  Kings	
  County	
  
Association	
  of	
  Governments	
  (KCAG),	
  the	
  Metropolitan	
  Planning	
  Organization	
  or	
  MPO	
  
responsible	
  for	
  setting	
  transportation	
  policy	
  and	
  priorities	
  for	
  a	
  region	
  and	
  
documenting	
  how	
  transportation	
  funds	
  will	
  be	
  spent	
  in	
  the	
  Regional	
  Transportation	
  
Plan	
  or	
  RTP.	
  	
  The	
  Plan	
  makes	
  it	
  possible	
  for	
  our	
  region	
  to	
  get	
  Federal	
  and	
  State	
  funding	
  
for	
  local	
  transportation	
  projects	
  and	
  programs.	
  
	
  
Kings	
  Regional	
  Vision	
  will	
  result	
  in	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  the	
  2014	
  Regional	
  
Transportation	
  Plan	
  to	
  improve	
  the	
  quality	
  of	
  life	
  in	
  our	
  communities	
  by	
  improving	
  
transportation	
  and	
  housing	
  choices.	
  It	
  takes	
  a	
  big-­‐picture	
  look	
  at	
  how	
  we	
  can	
  grow	
  
over	
  time	
  in	
  a	
  way	
  that	
  uses	
  resources	
  efficiently,	
  protects	
  existing	
  communities,	
  
conserves	
  farmland	
  and	
  open	
  space,	
  and	
  supports	
  our	
  local	
  economy.	
  
	
  
How	
  is	
  this	
  different	
  than	
  previous	
  plans?	
  	
  
A	
  new	
  state	
  law	
  requires	
  that	
  we	
  add	
  an	
  element	
  to	
  the	
  Regional	
  Transportation	
  Plan	
  
that	
  coordinates	
  land	
  use,	
  housing	
  and	
  transportation	
  planning	
  as	
  part	
  of	
  a	
  statewide	
  
strategy	
  to	
  reduce	
  greenhouse	
  gas	
  emissions	
  from	
  cars	
  and	
  light	
  duty	
  trucks	
  to	
  meet	
  
statewide	
  targets.	
  	
  These	
  plans	
  may	
  also	
  help	
  attract	
  funding	
  to	
  our	
  communities	
  and	
  
streamline	
  permitting	
  processes.	
  	
  
	
  
Who	
  Is	
  Involved?	
  	
  
KCAG,	
  the	
  County	
  and	
  all	
  of	
  Cities	
  involved	
  are	
  taking	
  this	
  opportunity	
  to	
  engage	
  
residents,	
  elected	
  officials,	
  businesses,	
  local	
  governments,	
  community	
  groups	
  and	
  
others	
  to	
  create	
  a	
  plan	
  that	
  benefits	
  our	
  neighborhoods,	
  cities	
  and	
  the	
  entire	
  County.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
How	
  long	
  will	
  the	
  process	
  take?	
  
The	
  Plan	
  will	
  take	
  a	
  little	
  more	
  than	
  a	
  year	
  to	
  complete	
  and	
  be	
  finished	
  in	
  the	
  summer	
  
of	
  2014.	
  
	
  
How	
  Can	
  I	
  Share	
  My	
  Ideas?	
  	
  
We	
  will	
  be	
  holding	
  a	
  series	
  of	
  workshops,	
  presentations	
  and	
  events	
  over	
  the	
  next	
  8	
  
months.	
  You	
  can	
  keep	
  up	
  with	
  all	
  of	
  the	
  details	
  and	
  opportunities	
  to	
  participate	
  at	
  our	
  
project	
  website.	
  	
  We	
  look	
  forward	
  to	
  your	
  participation!	
  
	
  

Visit	
  us	
  online	
  at	
  www.KingsRegionalVision.com	
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works: Authorize the City Manager to Execute an Amendment to an Existing Agricultural Lease 
Agreement with Sanchez Brothers Farming, Inc. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion, approve the attached first amendment to an existing agricultural lease 
agreement with Sanchez Brothers, Inc., and authorize the City Manager to execute said lease agreement. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
The City owns approximately 45 acres of farmland located adjacent to the Wastewater Treatment Plant 
(WWTP) that is considered excess property and is currently leased to Sanchez Brothers, Inc. for agricultural 
purposes (see attached map).  The existing lease expires on December 31, 2013.   
 
Sanchez Brothers, Inc. has informed staff that they wish to continue leasing the City's property, and staff 
supports their request. 
 
The first amendment to the current lease is for a period of one year, commencing on January 1, 2014 and 
expiring on December 31, 2014.  The rent price will be $6,300 per year. 
 
The lease amendment contains a provision that allows the City to reduce the amount of acreage rented 
during the lease term to accommodate the installation of new solar equipment, if the City decides to 
expand its current facility. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
Revenue from the proposed first amendment to the agricultural lease agreement will be deposited in the 
City's Sanitary Sewer Enterprise Fund and will be used to fund sanitary sewer collection and treatment 
operations. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  12/3/2013 AGENDA SECTION:  5. A.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 First Amendment 

 Location Map 
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SUBJECT:  

Finance: Approve warrant register for 11-13-14 through 11-27-13 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:  5. B.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Warrants 11-13-13 thru 11-27-13 
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SUBJECT:  
Police Department: Waive the second reading, and approve the proposed Recreational Vehicle Parking 
Ordinance, No. 13-06, and associated Fines Resolution 13-53-R, and direct staff to publish in accordance 
with GC36933. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by Motion,  
1.  Waive the second reading, and approve the proposed Recreational Vehicle Parking Ordinance, No. 13-
06, and  
2.  Approve associated Fines Resolution 13-53-R, and  
3.  Direct staff to publish in accordance with GC36933. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
The Hanford Police Department receives on-going complaints from citizens regarding oversized vehicle and 
trailers parked in residential areas.  We have determined that the current municipal regulations are 
inadequate and not enforcable. 
 
Currently when a vehicle is parked in a residential neighborhood the officers will cite the vehicle with a 72 
hour warning citation.  The vehicle is then required to move before the 72 hours expires or we tow the 
vehicle.  The problem arises in that there is no required distance for the cited vehicle to move. So as long as 
the vehicle moves 6 inches it is once again complaint and requires another 72 hour warning citation.  As you 
can imagine, this results in a great deal of frustration between Law Enforcement, the violator and the 
reporting party.  
 
After a great deal of research we found two possible solutions to the problem.  The first was a permit system 
and the second was a requirement to move the vehicle a certain distance.  We met with the parking and 
traffic commission and presented to them the two solutions along with the pros and cons of each.  They 
agreed with our recommendation that the distance requirement would best serve the needs of our city.  We 
also incorporated into the ordinance certain recommendations that they had made to us. 
 
The problem with the distance requirement is that it is difficult to determine if the vehicle moved the required 
distance during the 72 hours warning period.  We alleviated this by requiring the offending vehicle to also 
vacate the original parking location for an additional 7 days. 
 
The new ordinance will have the following requirements; 
      1. Clearly defines a recreation vehicle and includes RV's, Buses, Trailers and other vehicle conversions or 
adaptations 
      2. All vehicles will receive a 72 hour warning cite accompanied by a leaflet explaining the new 
ordinance requirements. 
      3. Prior to the expiration of the 72 hour warning the vehicle must be moved or it will be cited or towed. 
      4.  If the vehicle is moved,it must be moved at least 1000 feet from the original location of the parking 
violation for a minimum of 7 days or it can be cited or towed as the same offense. 
      5.  Allows for the RV to return twice during the 7 day period for the purpose of loading or unloading.  The 
unloading or loading must be done between 7:00 am and 7:00 pm and they have to notify the Hanford 
Police Department.   
      6. The resolution sets the fines for a violation at $100.00 first offense, $200.00 second offense and $500.00 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  11/19/2013 AGENDA SECTION:  6. A.
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for the third and subsequent offenses. 
      7.  Allows officers to establish the violators location by photograph. 
 
We believe that making these changes to the Hanford Municipal Code will enable the Hanford Police 
Department to address the concerns of the citizens of Hanford as it relates to the long term storage of 
vehicles on their streets. Additionally, the associated fines are sufficient enough as too encourage people to 
responsibly store their vehicles. 
 
The first reading of the ordinance and associated fines resolution was reviewed and approved to be 
brought back for a second reading at the 11/19/2013. 
 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
No significant fiscal impact.  Additional staff time will be required for compliance checks. 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 13-06 RV Parking Ordinance 

 13-53-R RV Fines Resolution 
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ORDINANCE NO 13-06 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF HANFORD SECTION 10.76 OF CHAPTER 10 OF 
THE HANFORD MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO RECREATIONAL VEHICLE 

AND TRAILER PARKING 

WHEREAS, the City of Hanford is responsible for the streets in the City of Hanford; and 

WHEREAS, the current parking ordinance is unclear and insufficient for enforcement; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed changes to the Hanford Municipal Code will bring consistency and 

enforceability to the Recreational Vehicle and Trailer on-street parking regulations. 

 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Hanford does ordain as follows: 

That Chapter 10.76 of the Hanford Municipal code read as follows: 

 

Chapter 10.76 Recreation Vehicle and Trailer Parking 

 

10.76.010 Definitions. 

 

A. “Recreational Vehicle” (hereafter referred to as “RV”) means a vehicle or trailer capable of 

human habitation or designed or used for recreational camping or travel use, whether self-

propelled or mounted on or drawn by another vehicle, or any structure inspected, approved and 

designated a recreational vehicle and bearing the insignia of the state of California or any other 

state or federal agency having the authority to approve recreational vehicles. RV’s include 

without limitation, any of the following: camp trailer, as defined by the California Vehicle Code 

section 324; house car, as defined by California vehicle code section 362; trailer coach, as 

defined by California vehicle code section 635; mobile home, as defined by California vehicle 

code section 396; bus, as defined by California Vehicle Code section 233, whether altered or 

unaltered or for commercial or private use; boat, watercraft, and/or trailer for a boat or 

watercraft; trailers designed to carry persons, property or animals on its own structure and to be 

drawn by a motor vehicle; and recreational vehicle, as defined by the California Health and 

Safety Code section 18010. 

 

B. “Trailer” means a non-motorized vehicle designed to carry persons, property, animals, waste, 

materials, or any other items on its own structure and to be drawn by another motor vehicle 

which is not designed for recreational purposes. 

 

C. “Original parking site” means the on-street or alley location at which an RV/Trailer is 

observed to be parked by a member of the police department authorized by the police chief to 

enforce the City’s parking regulations. 

 

10.76.020 On Street Parking of RVs and Trailers. 

A. It is the City’s intent that public streets not be utilized for the storage or long-term parking of 

RVs and Trailers. 
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10.76.030 Issuance of Warning and Enforcement. 

A. Upon discovery of an RV/Trailer parked on a street or alley, a member of the police 

department authorized by the police chief to enforce the City’s parking regulations may issue a 

written warning.  The warning shall contain the RV/Trailer information, as well as an 

informational flier explaining the City’s on-street parking regulations and how to comply with 

such regulations. 

B.  An RV/Trailer will be allowed to park at an original parking site and on a street or alley 

within one thousand (1,000) feet thereof during the seventy-two (72) hour period following the 

issuance of a written warning described in subsection A. above.  This 72 hour period is 

hereinafter called the “72 Hour Parking Period.”  The 72 Hour Parking Period will continue to 

run regardless of whether the RV/Trailer is moved during such period.  Upon the expiration of 

the 72 Hour Parking Period, the RV/Trailer may not, except as expressly allowed in subsection 

C. below, park at the original parking site or on a street or alley within one thousand (1,000) feet 

thereof for a period of one hundred sixty-eight (168) hours (7 days).   This 168 hour (7 day) 

period is hereinafter called the “168 Hour Prohibited Parking Period.”   

C.  If,  during the 168 Hour Prohibited Parking Period, an  RV/Trailer is found to be in violation, 

a member of the police department authorized by the police chief to enforce the City’s parking 

regulations may issue a citation and/or have the vehicle removed from the street or alley and 

impounded.  This determination shall be at the discretion of the individual enforcing the 

provisions of this Chapter.  The original parking site may be established by photograph, marking 

device or other measurement from an identifiable landmark as utilized by the citation issuer. 

D.  An RV/Trailer receiving a warning pursuant to subsection A. above, may, however, return to 

or park at the original parking site or on a street or alley within one thousand (1,000) feet thereof 

during the 168 Hour Prohibited Parking Period if the following two (2) conditions are met:  

1. The RV/Trailer may only return for the purpose of loading or unloading during the 

hours of 0700 to 1900 hours; and  

2. The owner or person having custody of the RV/Trailer must notify the Hanford Police 

Department for each day of the RV/Trailer’s return for the purpose of loading or 

unloading. The Hanford Police department shall document the call in its CAD/RMS 

system. No owner or person having custody of the RV/Trailer may request more than two 

(2) of the daytime exceptions during the 168 Hour Prohibited Parking Period. 

If these two (2) conditions are not met, the RV/Trailer may be cited and/or removed from the 

street/alley and impounded per subsection B. above.  

10.76.040 Violation—Administrative Penalty.  

Any operator or owner of the RV/Trailer who has violated any of the provisions of this Chapter 

may be subject to an administrative citation and fine for such violation. Fines shall be established 

by resolution of the City Council.  

December 3, 2013,City Council Meeting, Page 87 of 99



HanfordAgenda.365.1.13-06_RV_Ordinance, Page 3 of 3 

 

10.76.050 Violation—Infraction.  

Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of this Chapter shall be guilty of an infraction 

and shall be punishable as provided in subsection (b) of Section 36900 of the Government Code 

of the state.  Fines shall be established by resolution of the City Council. 

The City Clerk is authorized and directed to cause this ordinance, or a summary of this 

ordinance, to be published in a newspaper of general circulation published and circulated in the 

City of Hanford, within 15 days after its adoption. If a summary of this ordinance is published, 

then the City Clerk shall cause a certified copy of the full text of the proposed ordinance to be 

posted in the office of the City Clerk at least five days prior to the meeting at which the 

ordinance is adopted and again after the meeting at which the ordinance is adopted. The 

ordinance shall become effective 30 days after its adoption. 

Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly called 

and held on ____________________, by the following roll call vote: 

 

AYES:   

NOES:                                                                                                                                        

ABSTAIN:                                                                                                                                   

ABSENT:                                                                                                                                       

APPROVED                                    
 

 

______________________________    

MAYOR of the City of Hanford 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Melonie Patrick 
CITY CLERK  

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 

COUNTY OF KINGS          ) ss 

CITY OF HANFORD          ) 

 

I, MELONIE PATRICK, City Clerk of the City of Hanford, do hereby certify the 

foregoing ordinance was duly introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 

Hanford on the ______ day of _______________, 2013, and it was duly passed and adopted at a 

regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford held on the _______ day of 

______________, 2013.  

 

 

Dated:     _____________________   _____________________________ 

       Melonie Patrick 

City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 13-53-R 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HANFORD 

ESTABLISHING FEES FOR CHAPTER 10.76 OF THE HANFORD MUNICIPAL 

CODE 

At a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly called and held on 

 _______________, at 7:00 p.m., it was moved by Council Member  ___________________ , 

seconded by Council Member _____________ , and duly carried that the following resolutions 

be adopted: 

WHEREAS, Hanford Municipal Code Section 10.76.050 indicates that the Council will, 

by resolution, establish Fines for the Violation of the Recreational vehicle and Trailer 

Parking Ordinance Therefore; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Hanford 

hereby establishes the following fines pursuant to Section 36900 (b) of the California 

Government Code: 

 

A fine not exceeding one hundred dollars ($100) for a first violation; (2) a fine not 

exceeding two hundred dollars ($200) for a second violation of the same ordinance 

within one year; (3) a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars ($500) for each additional 

violation of the same ordinance within one year. 

December 3, 2013,City Council Meeting, Page 89 of 99



 

HanfordAgenda.364.1.13-53-R_RV_Fines_Resolution, Page 2 of 2 
 

 
Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly called 

and held on                                     , by the following vote: 

AYES:    

NOES:  

ABSTAIN:  

ABSENT:   

 
 
APPROVED:    

Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST:    

Melonie Patrick 
City Clerk  
 

 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF KINGS )  ss 
CITY OF HANFORD ) 
 
I, Melonie Patrick, City Clerk of the City of Hanford, do hereby certify the foregoing 
Resolution was duly passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 
Hanford held on the         day of                     , 2013. 
 
 
Date:   
 
 
 
   
Melonie Patrick 
City Clerk  
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SUBJECT:  

Council Request: Council Member Irwin requested the donated prints of the Constitution, Bill of Rights and 
Declaration of independence be brought to Council for discussion and direction on placement. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the Council provide input as to where they would prefer the framed documents be hung, Staff 
recommendation is on the empty South wall of the Council Chambers. 
 

BACKGROUND:  
At the March 19, 2013 City Council Meeting, Council Member 

Irwin presented the Council and City with a donation of replicas of the Declaration of Independence, the 
Constitution and the Bill of Rights from Congressman Valadao and himself.  
 
After researching the cost to purchase frames for the documents, it was determined to be too costly to 

have them professionally framed or to purchase frames from an online retailer or a craft store such as 
Michael's. 
 
Frames were ultimately hand made by Public Works Employee Richard Phelps, as he is an expert wood 

worker.  He was able to use scrap materials found at the shop for the frames and worked on the project as 
time permitted between regular duties.  
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  12/3/2013 AGENDA SECTION:  6. B.
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SUBJECT:  

Hanford Police Department: Introduce and waive the first reading of the proposed Ordinance 13-07, an 
amendment to Section 6.16.020, 6.16.030, 6.16.050 (C), 6.16.070(B) and 6.16.090, and direct staff to bring the 
ordinance back for a second reading and adoption 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council introduce and waive the first reading of the proposed Ordinance 13-07, an 
amendment to Section 6.16.020, 6.16.030, 6.16.050 (C), 6.16.070(B) and 6.16.090, and direct staff to bring the 
ordinance back for a second reading and adoption. 

 

BACKGROUND:  
Currently the Section 6.16 is too strict in its determination of a dangerous or vicious animal.  This has resulted 
in animals being seized by animal control and the potential for additional expenses to conduct hearings for 
the seized animals. 

 
The proposed changes to the Hanford Municipal Code will provide our animal control officers additional 
options other than just seizing the animal.  Our animal control officers will be able to consider an animals 
history, facts of the specific case and the animals environment in making a determination to impound the 

animal. 
 
In the attached resolution I have underlined the proposed changes for ease of reading. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

This will save staff time and reduce the&nbsp;attorney fees associated with animal control hearings. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  12/3/2013 AGENDA SECTION:  7. A.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Animal Control Ammendment Ordinance 13-07 
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Ordinance No. 13-07 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF HANFORD SECTION 6.16 OF CHAPTER 6 OF THE 
HANFORD MUNICIPAL CODE PERTAINING TO DANGEROUS ANIMALS 

WHEREAS, the City of Hanford is responsible for Animal Control in the City of Hanford; and 

WHEREAS, the current Animal Control Ordinance is too specific and difficult to enforce; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed changes to the Hanford Municipal Code will allow the Animal 

Control Officer to consider all of the facts of an incident in deciding to declare an animal 

vicious. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Hanford does ordain as follows: 

 

1. That Chapter 6.16 of the Hanford Municipal code read as follows: 

Chapter 6.16 Dangerous Animals 

 

6.16.020     Definitions. 

     Whenever the following terms are used in this chapter, such terms will have the following meanings: 

     "Business day" means Monday through Friday, excluding official state holidays. 

 

     "Dangerous/vicious animal" means an animal determined by the animal control officer to be 

dangerous/vicious in accordance with Section 6.16.030 below. 

     "Hearing officer" means any person appointed by the city manager or his/her designee to preside over 

the administrative hearing provided for in this chapter 

  

 

 

 

6.16.030     Procedure to determine if an animal is dangerous/vicious. 

     A.     The animal control officer may declare any animal to be dangerous/vicious whenever there is 

probable cause to believe that an animal poses an immediate threat to public safety.  The animal control 

officer may take into consideration the animal’s history, the specific facts of an incident, whether the 

animal has attacked bitten, caused injury to any human or other animal, whether the animal can be 

secured, and other evidence illustrating that the animal may pose a danger to humans or other animals. 
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Upon such declaration, the animal control officer shall have the authority to impound the animal pursuant 

to Section 6.04.040  

6.16.050     Conduct of hearing. 

  C.     Any animal which has been declared dangerous/vicious by the animal control officer is presumed 

to be dangerous/vicious and the burden is on the owner to present evidence that the animal is not 

dangerous/vicious.  

6.16.070     Disposition of a dangerous/vicious animal. 

B.     Any animal declared to be dangerous/vicious by the animal control officer, if not already 

impounded, shall be immediately surrendered to the animal control officer, and the animal control officer 

may take up and impound any such animal.  

6.16.090     Violations for maintaining a dangerous/vicious animal. 

In any case wherein a dangerous/vicious animal attacks, bites or injures a human being or another animal, 

then such act shall constitute a separate and distinct violation. Any person whose dangerous/vicious 

animal attacks, bites or injures a human being or attacks another animal, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

 

2. The City Clerk is authorized and directed to cause this ordinance, or a summary of this 

ordinance, to be published in a newspaper of general circulation published and circulated in the 

City of Hanford, within 15 days after its adoption. If a summary of this ordinance is published, 

then the City Clerk shall cause a certified copy of the full text of the proposed ordinance to be 

posted in the office of the City Clerk at least five days prior to the meeting at which the 

ordinance is adopted and again after the meeting at which the ordinance is adopted. The 

ordinance shall become effective 30 days after its adoption. 
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Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly called 

and held on ____________________, by the following roll call vote: 

AYES:   

NOES:   

ABSTAIN:  

ABSENT:  

 

APPROVED 
 

 

_____________________________  

MAYOR of the City of Hanford 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

Melonie Patrick 

 

CITY CLERK  

 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 

COUNTY OF KINGS          ) ss 

CITY OF HANFORD          ) 

 

I, MELONIE PATRICK, City Clerk of the City of Hanford, do hereby certify the 

foregoing ordinance was duly introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 

Hanford on the ______ day of _______________, 2013, and it was duly passed and adopted at a 

regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford held on the _______ day of 

______________, 2013.  

 

 

Dated:   _____________________   _____________________________ 

       Melonie Patrick 

City Clerk 
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SUBJECT:  
As it relates to the Contract for the extension of Campus Drive south of Sixth Street and across the San Joaquin Valley 
Railroad:  
1. Award a contract to Bush Engineering Inc., in the amount of $395,932. 
2. Establish a construction contingency of $39,600.  
3. Approve an additional appropriation of $122,101.42 from the Water Capital Reserves. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion: 
1.Award a contract to Bush Engineering Inc., of Hanford CA in the amount of $395,932.00 for the Campus Drive 
Extension from Sixth Street to San Joaquin Valley Railroad Project. 
2.Establish a construction contingency of $39,600.00. 
3. Approve an additional appropriation of $122,101.42 from the Water Capital Reserves. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
In accordance with Council Action, bids were solicited and opened on November 21, 2013 for the Campus Drive 
Extension from Sixth Street to San Joaquin Valley Railroad Crossing Project.  
 
The project consists of constructing a new roadway from Sixth Street to the south side of the San Joaquin Valley 
Railroad (SJVR), including curb and gutter, sidewalk, water main, storm drainage, and street lighting improvements.  
The street construction work will be coordinated with the installation of crossing warning equipment by the SJVR forces 
to facilitate a new at-grade crossing of the SJVR.  
 
In addition, the Brown Street at SJVR crossing will be closed and street barricades installed as part of the project.  A 
project location map is attached for Council review. 
Six (6) bids were received ranging from a low bid of $395,932.00 from Bush Engineering, Inc. to a high bid of 
$559,473.50.  The contract stipulates that the project be completed within one hundred fifty (150) calendar days from 
the date of the Notice to Proceed. For each day of delay beyond the approved time, the Contractor shall be 
assessed $1,000 per day-liquidated damages. If approved, work on this project is anticipated to begin in February, 
2014. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 13/14 Capital Improvement Budget provides $715,000 for project construction costs including contingencies. At 
the November 19th meeting, Council approved an expenditure of $401,569.42 to fund the installation of crossing 
warning equipment by railroad contract forces. An additional appropriation of $122,101.42 from Water Capital 
Reserves is necessary to fully fund this project. There are sufficient water capital reserves to fund this project without 
impacting projects that are currently budgeted.   
Additionally, a portion of water main improvements to be constructed as part of the roadway extension project, that 
provide a benefit to property owner's located south of the railroad, will be refunded to the City in accordance with a 
Construction and Reimbursement Agreement on file with the City dated February 12, 2013. The estimated 
reimbursement amount is approximately $73,400.00 and will be deposited back into the water capital reserve 
account upon receipt thereof. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  12/3/2013 AGENDA SECTION:  7. B.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Budget Page 

 Project Location Map 

 Bid Tabulation Sheet 
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181-2181-813619

Campus Drive Extension from Sixth 
Street and Across SJVRR
181 2181 813619
11/21/2013 1 2 3 4 5 6

 

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT U it C t S bt t l U it C t S bt t l U it C t S bt t l U it C t S bt t l U it C t S bt t l U it C t S bt t l U it C t S bt t l

R. J. Berry, Jr. Inc.Bush Engineering, Inc American Paving Co. Don Berry Construction, Inc.Yarb Grading and Paving, 
Inc

Lee's Paving, Inc.Engineers Estimate

ITEM QUANTITY UNIT  Unit Cost     Subtotal   Unit Cost     Subtotal  Unit Cost    Subtotal  Unit Cost    Subtotal  Unit Cost     Subtotal   Unit Cost    Subtotal  Unit Cost    Subtotal  

1 Site Preparation, Mobilization, and 
Demolition 1 LS $26,000.00 $26,000.00 $68,000.00 $68,000.00 $118,600.00 $118,600.00 $95,000.00 $95,000.00 $64,000.00 $64,000.00 $207,800.00 $207,800.00 $200,000.00 $200,000.00

2 I t Fill 1 LS $30 000 00 $30 000 00 $15 000 00 $15 000 00 $25 000 00 $25 000 00 $30 000 00 $30 000 00 $85 000 00 $85 000 00 $33 858 00 $33 858 00 $51 000 00 $51 000 002 Import Fills 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 $30,000.00 $30,000.00 $85,000.00 $85,000.00 $33,858.00 $33,858.00 $51,000.00 $51,000.00

3 Sawcut Existing Pavement 115 LF $3.00 $345.00 $3.00 $345.00 $3.00 $345.00 $8.70 $1,000.50 $5.00 $575.00 $5.00 $575.00 $2.00 $230.00

4 30" Curb and Gutter 1,468 LF $15.00 $22,020.00 $21.00 $30,828.00 $17.00 $24,956.00 $15.00 $22,020.00 $21.00 $30,828.00 $15.00 $22,020.00 $15.00 $22,020.00

5 Median Curb 252.0 LF $15.00 $3,780.00 $16.00 $4,032.00 $21.00 $5,292.00 $16.00 $4,032.00 $22.00 $5,544.00 $16.00 $4,032.00 $18.00 $4,536.00

6 Median Hardscape 352 SF $8.00 $2,816.00 $13.00 $4,576.00 $9.00 $3,168.00 $8.00 $2,816.00 $13.50 $4,752.00 $8.00 $2,816.00 $9.00 $3,168.00

7 Asphalt Comcrete, Type B, 3/4" 
Max Medium Grade 702 TONS $100.00 $70,200.00 $88.00 $61,776.00 $88.50 $62,127.00 $113.00 $79,326.00 $100.00 $70,200.00 $85.30 $59,880.60 $97.00 $68,094.00Max, Medium Grade

8 Class 2 AB 1,311 TONS $30.00 $39,330.00 $17.00 $22,287.00 $22.00 $28,842.00 $31.00 $40,641.00 $32.00 $41,952.00 $31.50 $41,296.50 $35.00 $45,885.00

9 4" thick Sidewalk 1,681 SF $6.00 $10,086.00 $5.00 $8,405.00 $5.00 $8,405.00 $5.00 $8,405.00 $10.00 $16,810.00 $5.00 $8,405.00 $5.50 $9,245.50

10 4" thick Decomposed Granite 1 214 SF $3 00 $3 642 00 $2 00 $2 428 00 $3 20 $3 884 80 $4 00 $4 856 00 $2 00 $2 428 00 $10 60 $12 868 40 $2 50 $3 035 0010 4  thick Decomposed Granite 1,214 SF $3.00 $3,642.00 $2.00 $2,428.00 $3.20 $3,884.80 $4.00 $4,856.00 $2.00 $2,428.00 $10.60 $12,868.40 $2.50 $3,035.00

11 Industruial Driveway 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $1,700.00 $1,700.00 $3,500.00 $3,500.00 $1,260.00 $1,260.00 $2,250.00 $2,250.00 $1,260.00 $1,260.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00

12 Timber Barricade 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,200.00 $2,200.00 $2,200.00 $2,200.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $2,350.00 $2,350.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $2,200.00 $2,200.00

13 8" C 900 PVC Water Main 790 LF $45 00 $35 550 00 $31 00 $24 490 00 $36 00 $28 440 00 $30 50 $24 095 00 $37 50 $29 625 00 $35 00 $27 650 00 $37 00 $29 230 0013 8  C-900 PVC Water Main 790 LF $45.00 $35,550.00 $31.00 $24,490.00 $36.00 $28,440.00 $30.50 $24,095.00 $37.50 $29,625.00 $35.00 $27,650.00 $37.00 $29,230.00

14 18" Steel Casing 134 LF $500.00 $67,000.00 $565.00 $75,710.00 $408.00 $54,672.00 $520.00 $69,680.00 $428.00 $57,352.00 $400.00 $53,600.00 $410.00 $54,940.00

15 Blow Off Assembly 1 EA $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $1,325.00 $1,325.00 $2,100.00 $2,100.00 $1,325.00 $1,325.00 $2,250.00 $2,250.00 $2,100.00 $2,100.00 $2,150.00 $2,150.00

16 8" G t V l 1 EA $2 000 00 $2 000 00 $2 135 00 $2 135 00 $2 000 00 $2 000 00 $2 135 00 $2 135 00 $2 350 00 $2 350 00 $2 000 00 $2 000 00 $2 100 00 $2 100 0016 8" Gate Valve 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,135.00 $2,135.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,135.00 $2,135.00 $2,350.00 $2,350.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,100.00 $2,100.00

17 Water Tie In 1 EA $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 $3,600.00 $3,600.00 $2,045.00 $2,045.00 $3,750.00 $3,750.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 $3,700.00 $3,700.00

18 Adjust SDMH to Finish Grade 2 EA $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $475.00 $950.00 $900.00 $1,800.00 $475.00 $950.00 $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $900.00 $1,800.00 $1,000.00 $2,000.00

$ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $19 Construct SDMH 1 EA $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 $3,100.00 $3,100.00 $6,000.00 $6,000.00 $3,200.00 $3,200.00 $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $3,200.00 $3,200.00

20 Construct Catch Basin 4 EA $6,000.00 $24,000.00 $4,550.00 $18,200.00 $4,100.00 $16,400.00 $4,550.00 $18,200.00 $4,250.00 $17,000.00 $4,000.00 $16,000.00 $4,300.00 $17,200.00

21 12" SD Pipeline 120 LF $75.00 $9,000.00 $135.00 $16,200.00 $71.40 $8,568.00 $135.00 $16,200.00 $75.00 $9,000.00 $70.00 $8,400.00 $74.00 $8,880.00
T ffi St i i d P t22 Traffic Striping and Pavement 
Markers 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $2,481.00 $2,481.00 $2,600.00 $2,600.00 $5,355.00 $5,355.00 $2,750.00 $2,750.00 $5,355.00 $5,355.00 $2,800.00 $2,800.00

23 Furnish and Install roadside signs, 
posts and footings 4 EA $500.00 $2,000.00 $320.00 $1,280.00 $320.00 $1,280.00 $400.00 $1,600.00 $350.00 $1,400.00 $400.00 $1,600.00 $330.00 $1,320.00

24 Street Light Conduit 1 LS $2,500.00 $2,500.00 $3,400.00 $3,400.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $3,400.00 $3,400.00 $2,150.00 $2,150.00 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $5,400.00 $5,400.00

25 SWPPP 1 LS $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00 $2,500.00 $2,500.00 $4,800.00 $4,800.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00

26 Remove Pavement Markers 1 LS $3,500.00 $3,500.00 $1,410.00 $1,410.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00 $1,375.00 $1,375.00 $1,500.00 $1,500.00

27 Furnish and Install roadside signs, 
posts and footings 2 EA $500.00 $1,000.00 $320.00 $640.00 $300.00 $600.00 $500.00 $1,000.00 $350.00 $700.00 $400.00 $800.00 $330.00 $660.00

28 Construct Timber Barricade 2 EA $2,500.00 $5,000.00 $2,200.00 $4,400.00 $2,200.00 $4,400.00 $3,000.00 $6,000.00 $2,350.00 $4,700.00 $4,000.00 $8,000.00 $2,200.00 $4,400.00

29 8" wide Barrier Curb 102 LF $15 00 $1 530 00 $17 00 $1 734 00 $45 00 $4 590 00 $25 00 $2 550 00 $51 00 $5 202 00 $45 00 $4 590 00 $40 00 $4 080 0029 8  wide Barrier Curb 102 LF $15.00 $1,530.00 $17.00 $1,734.00 $45.00 $4,590.00 $25.00 $2,550.00 $51.00 $5,202.00 $45.00 $4,590.00 $40.00 $4,080.00$
$388,299.00 $395,932.00 $424,869.80 $456,891.50 $476,418.00 $547,081.50 $559,473.50

Total written in Bid if descrepancy exists $547,073.50

December 3, 2013,City Council Meeting, Page 99 of 99


