
  

CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
AGENDA 

January 7, 2014  

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CIVIC AUDITORIUM 
400 N DOUTY ST  

STUDY SESSION WILL BEGIN AT 5:30 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: Discussion on Sales tax and Lew Edwards Group Presentation

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:    
Darrel Pyle, Robert Dowd, and Mario Zamora 
 
Employee Organization:                      
Executive Management Employees Association (E.M.E.A.)  
General Employees Management Association (G.E.M.A.) 
 
 

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION  - Pursuant to Government Code 
§54956.9(d)(2) 
 
NUMBER OF POTENTIAL CASES:   1

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

D. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION – Pursuant to Government Code §54956.9
(d)(1):   
 
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  
 

2. CLOSED SESSION ACTION REPORT:

A. Closed Session Action Report
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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 Staff to Advertise for bids for the Harris Street Reconstruction/Resurfacing, Grangeville 
Blvd. to Florinda St. 

B. Public Works:  Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $17,595.00 for the Storm 
Drainage Pump Station No. 29 Upgrade, establish a construction contingency of $1,700.00, and approve an 
additional appropriation of $17,195.00 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves. 

C. Public Works:  Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $18,685.00 for the Storm 
Drainage Pump Station No. 57 Renovation Project, establish a construction contingency of $1,800.00, and 
approve an additional appropriation of $4,262.27 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves. 

D. Public Works:  Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $28,385.00 for the 
Sanitary Sewer Lift Station No. 69 Upgrade, establish a construction contingency of $2,800, and approve an 
additional appropriation of $14,108.04 from the Wastewater Capital Reserves. 

E. Finance: Approve warrant register for 12-12-2013 through 12-31-2013

6. PUBLIC HEARING:

A. Community Development:  Approve and waive the second reading of Ordinance 13-18, Municipal Code 
Amendment No. 2013-02, amending the Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.28.050 (C) to include a provision to 
expand the services of animal hospitals, clinics, or veterinarian offices.

7. DEFERRED BUSINESS:

A. Authorize the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with the Lew Edwards Group.

8. NEW BUSINESS:

A. City Manager:  Appointments for expiring terms to City Commissions - Two (2) seats on the Tree Commission, 
One (1) seat on the Parks and Recreation Commission and Three (3) seats on the Planning Commission.  
Appointments for unexpired terms to City Commissions - Two (2) seats on the Hanford Tree Commission. 

B. City Manager:  Mayor appointments of Council Representatives for various boards and commissions that City of 
Hanford Council sits on for the 2014 year. 

9. ADJOURNMENT:

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. 
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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} 
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works:  Authorize Staff to Advertise for bids for the Harris Street Reconstruction/Resurfacing, 
Grangeville Blvd. to Florinda St. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion, authorize staff to advertise for bids for the Harris Street 
Reconstruction/Resurfacing Project from Grangeville Blvd. to Florinda St. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
This project consists of replacement of old dilapidated concrete curbs, gutter, and sidewalk with new 
improvements to facilitate proper drainage and provide ADA compliant pedestrian travel, application of a 
cape seal over the existing roadway section to provide a smooth travel surface and to extend the 
roadway's useful life by approximately 7-10 years, and the installation of storm drain pipe and inlets to 
facilitate proper drainage of the roadway and surrounding streets. 
 
Plans and specifications for the Harris Street Reconstruction/Resurfacing Project from Grangeville Blvd. to 
Florinda St. are complete.  With Council approval, staff will solicit bids for this project.  Construction is 
anticipated to begin in March 2014. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 12-13 Streets Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $528,000 for construction, including 
contingency, for this project.  A copy of Budget Page 202 is attached for Council review. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. A.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 FY 12-13 Pg 202 - Harris Street Reconstruction/Resurfacing 
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works:  Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $17,595.00 for the 
Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 29 Upgrade, establish a construction contingency of $1,700.00, and 
approve an additional appropriation of $17,195.00 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

That the City Council, by motion: 

1. Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $17,595.00 for the Storm 
Drainage Pump Station No. 29 Upgrade Project;  

2. Establish a construction contingency of $1,700.00; and  
3. Approve an additional appropriation of $17,195.00 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves.  

 
 
BACKGROUND:  
The project consists of converting Pump Station #29, located at 1989 N. Harrison Street, from a line shaft 
pump station, to a submersible pump station.   
 
Bids were solicited and opened on December 13, 2013 for the Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 29 Upgrade 
Project.  Three bid requests were requested, however, only two bids were received.  The bids ranged from 
a low bid of $17,595.00 from Mattos Underground Construction, to a high bid of $61,000.00.  A copy of the 
Bid Tabulation is attached for Council review. 
 
The City is supplying the pump to be installed with this Project and has previously expended $19,900.00 for 
the purchase of a HOMA pump. 
 
The contract stipulates that the Project be completed within twenty (20) calendar days from the date of the 
Notice to Proceed.  For each day of delay beyond the approved time, the Contractor shall be assessed 
$200.00 per day in liquidated damages.  If approved, work on this Project is expected to begin in January 
2014. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 11/12 Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $22,000.00, for construction, including 
contingency, for this Project.  An additional appropriation of $17,195.00 from the Storm Drainage Capital 
Reserves is needed to fund the Project.  There is a sufficient fund balance to fully fund this Project and all 
currently planned projects. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. B.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 29 Upgrade Bid Tabulation 

 Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 29 Upgrade Budget Page 
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Project Title: Storm Drain Lift Station #29 Improvement
Project Number: 812639

ITEM NO. EST. QTY.
UNIT OF 
MEAS. DESCRIPTION

Engineers 
Estimate

Mattos 
Underground 
Construction

Bill Nelson General 
Engineering 
Construction

1 1 LS Mobilization and Demobilization $500.00 $500.00 $2,500.00
2 1 LS Demolition, Removal, and Salvage $500.00 $2,885.00 $12,000.00
3 1 LS Install Complete Simplex Submersible Pump System 

using one (1) HOMA Model AK1058‐330/19.7F//C 
Electric Submersible Pump, Including Guide Rail 
Assembly $500.00 $1,690.00 $7,500.00

4 1 LS Furnish and Install Base Elbow, SST Upper Support 
Bracket, New 2.5" Rails, Cover, and Access Hatch, 
complete $500.00 $6,565.00 $8,500.00

5 1 LS Connect New Simplex System to Existing 12" Steel 
Discharge Pipe $50.00 $3,070.00 $11,000.00

6 1 LS Complete Electrical Work between Pump and Control 
Panel $50.00 $2,885.00 $19,500.00

Sub Total $2,100.00 $17,595.00 $61,000.00

HOMA Model AK1058‐330/19.7F//C Pump $19,900.00 $19,900.00 $19,900.00

Grand Total $22,000.00 $37,495.00 $80,900.00

Purchased by City

Bid Tabulation

January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 7 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 8 of 183



 

 

SUBJECT:  
Public Works:  Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $18,685.00 for the Storm 
Drainage Pump Station No. 57 Renovation Project, establish a construction contingency of $1,800.00, and 
approve an additional appropriation of $4,262.27 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

That the City Council, by motion: 

1. Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $18,685.00 for the Storm Drainage 
Pump Station No. 57 Renovation Project;  

2. Establish a construction contingency of $1,800.00; and  
3. Approve an additional appropriation of $4,262.27 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves.  

 
 
BACKGROUND:  
The purpose of the Project is to renovate Pump Station #57, located at Fir Street and Windsor Drive (Quail Run 
Basin), which is in disrepair and is difficult to maintain.  The Project includes replacement of the pump and guide 
rails, as well as installation of a new integrated meter power and control panel, all of which will increase reliability 
and reduce maintenance costs.   
 
Bids were solicited and opened on December 13, 2013 for the Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 57 Renovation 
Project.  Three contractors were asked to provide bids for the Project, however, only two bids were received.  The 
bids ranged from a low bid of $18,685.00 from Mattos Underground Construction, to a high bid of $64,800.00.  A 
copy of the Bid Tabulation is attached for Council review. 
 
The City is supplying the pump to be installed with this Project and has previously expended $5,925.27 for the 
purchase of a HOMA pump.  In addition, the City is also supplying the electrical control panel from Telstar 
Instruments and has expended $12,852.00 for the control panel. 
 
The contract stipulates that the Project be completed within twenty (20) calendar days from the date of the 
Notice to Proceed.  For each day of delay beyond the approved time, the Contractor shall be assessed $200 per 
day in liquidated damages.  If approved, work on this Project is expected to begin in January 2014. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 12/13 Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $35,000, for construction, including contingency, for 
this Project.  An additional appropriation of $4,262.27 from the Storm Drainage Capital Reserves is needed to fully 
fund the Project.  There is a sufficient fund balance to fully fund this Project and all currently planned projects. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. C.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 57 Renovation Bid Tabulation 

 Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 57 Renovation Budget Page 

 Storm Drainage Pump Station No. 57 Renovation Schedule 3 
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Project Title:
Project Number: 813623

ITEM NO. EST. QTY.
UNIT OF 
MEAS. DESCRIPTION

Engineers 
Estimate

Mattos 
Underground 
Construction

Bill Nelson General 
Engineering 
Construction

1 1 LS Mobilization and Demobilization $500.00 $500.00 $2,500.00
2 1 LS Demolition, Removal, and Salvage $2,500.00 $2,885.00 $12,000.00
3 1 LS

Install Complete Single Phase Simplex Submersible 
Pump System using one (1) HOMA Model AMX‐434/1‐
193/6.7T/C FM Electric Submersible Pump

$1,500.00 $1,690.00

$7,500.00
4 1 LS Furnish and Install Base Elbow, SST Upper Support 

Bracket, New 2.5" Rails, Cover, and Access Hatch, 
complete

$5,000.00 $5,910.00

$8,800.00
5 1 LS

Install New Combo Control Panel/Meter, complete
$2,000.00 $2,695.00

$2,500.00
6 1 LS Connect New Simplex System to Existing 30" 

Discharge Pipe
$2,000.00 $2,455.00

$12,000.00
7 1 LS Complete Electrical Work between Pump and Control  $2,722.73 $2,550.00

Storm Drain Lift Station #57 Improvement
Bid Tabulation

7 1 LS Complete Electrical Work between Pump and Control 
Panel

$2,722.73 $2,550.00
$19,500.00

Sub Total $16,222.73 $18,685.00 $64,800.00

HOMA Model AMX434/1 193/6.7T/C Pump $5,925.27 $5,925.27 $5,925.27
TelStar Meter Power and Control Panel $12,852.00 $12,852.00 $12,852.00

Grand Total $35,000.00 $37,462.27 $83,577.27

Purchased by City
Purchased by City
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works:  Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $28,385.00 for the 
Sanitary Sewer Lift Station No. 69 Upgrade, establish a construction contingency of $2,800, and approve an 
additional appropriation of $14,108.04 from the Wastewater Capital Reserves. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

That the City Council, by motion: 

1. Award a contract to Mattos Underground of Laton, CA in the amount of $28,385.00 for the Sanitary 
Sewer Lift Station No. 69 Upgrade Project;  

2. Establish a construction contingency of $2,800.00; and  
3. Approve an additional appropriation of $14,108.04 from the Wastewater Capital Reserves.  

 
 
BACKGROUND:  
This project consists of replacing the two standard flow pumps at Sanitary Sewer Lift Station No. 69 with 
chopper pumps.   
 
Bids were solicited and opened on December 13, 2013 for the Sanitary Sewer Lift Station No. 69 Upgrade 
Project.  Three bids were requested for the Project, however, only two bids were recieved.  The bids ranged 
from a low bid of $28,385.00 from Mattos Underground, to a high bid of $62,300.00.  A copy of the Bid 
Tabulation is attached for Council review. 
 
The City is supplying the pumps to be installed with this Project and has previously expended $15,923.04 for 
the purchase of the HOMA pumps. 
 
The contract stipulates that the Project be completed within twenty (20) calendar days from the date of the 
Notice to Proceed.  For each day of delay beyond the approved time, the Contractor shall be assessed 
$200 per day in liquidated damages.  If approved, work on this Project is expected to begin in January 2014. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 11/12 Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $33,000.00, for construction, including 
contingency, for this Project.  An additional appropriation of $14,108.04 from the Wastewater Capital 
Reserves is needed to fully fund the Project.  There is a sufficient fund balance to fully fund this Project and all 
currently planned projects. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. D.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Bid Tabulation 

 Budget Page 
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Project Title: Sanitary Sewer Lift Station #69 Improvement
Project Number: 812649

ITEM NO. EST. QTY.
UNIT OF 
MEAS. DESCRIPTION

Engineers 
Estimate

Mattos 
Underground 
Construction

Bill Nelson General 
Engineering 
Construction

1 1 LS Mobilization and Demobilization $500.00 $500.00 $2,500.00
2 1 LS Demolition, Removal, and Salvage $3,500.00 $6,000.00 $12,000.00
3 1 LS Install Complete Duplex Submersible Pump System 

using two (2) HOMA Model AMX334/3 155/4.3T/C 
Electric Submersible Pump $2,000.00 $3,625.00 $7,500.00

4 1 LS Furnish and Install Base Elbow, SST Upper Support 
Bracket, New 2.5" Rails, Cover, and Access Hatch, 
complete $6,000.00 $9,500.00 $8,800.00

5 1 LS
Connect New Duplex System to Existing 4" Discharge $3,000.00 $5,740.00 $12,000.00

6 1 LS Complete Electrical Work between Pump and Control 
Panel $2,076.96 $3,020.00 $19,500.00

Sub Total $17,076.96 $28,385.00 $62,300.00

2 ‐ HOMA Model AMX334/3 155/4.3T/C Pumps $15,923.04 $15,923.04 $15,923.04

Grand Total $33,000.00 $44,308.04 $78,223.04

Purchased by City

Bid Tabulation
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SUBJECT:  

Finance: Approve warrant register for 12-12-2013 through 12-31-2013 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. E.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Warrants for 12-12-2013 thru 12-31-2013 
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SUBJECT:  

Community Development:  Approve and waive the second reading of Ordinance 13-18, Municipal Code 
Amendment No. 2013-02, amending the Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.28.050 (C) to include a provision to 
expand the services of animal hospitals, clinics, or veterinarian offices. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion, approve and waive the second reading of the ordinance amending the 
Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.28.050 (C) to include a provision to expand the services of animal hospitals, 
clinics, or veterinarian offices. This provision would remove the limitation on small animal hospitals or clinics or 

veterinarian offices that, “All operations are conducted within an enclosed structure.” Thus, adding the 
following legislation to the zoning ordinance to be applicable to all SC uses west of 12th Avenue and  
abutting CA HWY 198 
 

BACKGROUND:  

The Planning Commission held a public hearing on November 26, 2013 to review this amendment and 

unanimously recommended approval.  There were no public protests. 

The attached Planning Commission staff report provides the specific information for the amendment. 

The Ordinance was introduced at the December 17, 2013 City Council Meeting, and approved to be 

brought back for final adoption. 

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
None. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  6. A.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 13-18 Ordinance - Municode Ammendment 2013-02 

 PC 11-26-13 Staff Report 

 PC Resolution 2013-12 

 Exemption 
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ORDINANCE NO.  13-18 

(Municipal Code Amendment No. 2013-02)  

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HANFORD 

AMENDING TITLE 17, CHAPTER 17.28.050 (C) AND (E), OF HANFORD MUNICIPAL 

CODE, PERTAINING TO REVISIONS TO PERMITTED USES IN THE SERVICE 

COMMERCIAL ZONE DISTRICTS TO ALLOW KENNELS, AS WELL AS OUTDOOR 

USES ASSOCIATED WITH SMALL ANIMAL HOSPITALS, CLINICS AND 

VETERINARIANS’ OFFICES, AND TO INCLUDE AN EXCEPTION TO THE 

CONDITIONAL USES FOR KENNELS 

 

The City Council of the City of Hanford does ordain as follows: 

Section 1:  Section 17.28.050.C of the Hanford Municipal Code is amended to allow the 

following as permitted uses:  

“Kennels located within the following boundaries: north of State Highway 198 and in 

between 11
th

 Avenue and 12
th

 Avenue; if outside such area, a C.U.P. is required, 

 “Small animal hospitals or clinics, kennels, and veterinarians’ offices, including 

incidental care, such as bathing and trimming, with all operations being conducted entirely 

within a completely enclosed structure; provided however, uses associated with such facilities 

may occur outdoors if the facility is located north of State HWY 198, between 11
th

 Avenue and 

12
th

 Avenue.” 

Section 2: Section 17.28.050.E. of the Hanford Municipal Code is amended to read 

as follows:    

 “E. Conditional Uses—Planning Commission Approval. The following conditional uses 

may be permitted in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 17.58 subject to applicable site 

plan review and CEQA procedures. . .  

 Kennels located not closer than five hundred (500) feet to an R-1-6, R-1-8, R-1-12, R-1-

20, RM-2, RM-3, OR, O, CC, PC district or an existing hotel/motel,  (See exception, Section 

17.28.050 .C.). . . .” 

Section 3:  All other terms and provisions of Section 17.28.050 not specially modified 

hereby shall remain in full force and effect as they currently appear. 

 

Section 4:  The City Council of the City of Hanford finds that per Section 15061(b)(3) of 
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the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines the project is found to be exempt 

from environmental review.   

Section 5: This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after its passage, and shall be 

published once in the Hanford Sentinel within fifteen (15) days after its passage. 

 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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CITY OF HANFORD PLANNING COMMISSION 
STAFF REPORT 

November 26, 2013 
 
 

PROJECT: MUNICIPAL CODE AMENDMENT NO. 2013-02, a request by the City of 
Hanford to amend the Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.28.050 (C) to include 
a provision to expand the services of animal hospitals, clinics, or 
veterinarian offices. This provision would remove the limitation on small 
animal hospitals or clinics or veterinarian offices that, “All operations are 
conducted within an enclosed structure.” Thus, adding the following 
legislation to the zoning ordinance to be applicable to all SC uses west of 
12th Avenue and  abutting CA HWY 198 : 

 
 “Small animal hospital/clinic, kennels and veterinarians’ offices, including 

incidental care, such as bathing, trimming, and outdoor uses north of State 
HWY 198. 

 
 
PROJECT PLANNER:  Melody Haigh, Community Development Manager 
 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend to the City Council 
approval of Municipal Code Amendment No. 2013-02, which will allow outdoor activities 
in conjunction with small animal hospitals, clinics or veterinarian offices within the State 
HWY 198 corridor east of 12th Avenue based on the finding contained in Resolution No. 
2013-__.   

RECOMMENDED MOTION 

1. I move to adopt Resolution No. 2013-__ recommending approval of Municipal Code 
Amendment No. 2013-02 to the City Council.  (roll call vote) 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The purpose and intent of changing the zoning ordinance is to allow Veterinary 
Hospitals and Kennels as a permitted use for all Service Commercial Zone District 
properties north of HWY 198 and east of 12th Avenue.    
 
The zoning ordinance specifies “Small animal hospitals or clinics and veterinarians’ 
offices” as a permitted use and states “Small animal hospital or clinics and 
veterinarians’ offices, including, the short-term boarding of animals and incidental care, 
such as bathing and trimming, provided all operations are conducted entirely within a 
completely enclosed structure”.  In addition, kennels are considered a conditionally 
approved use in the Service Commercial “SC” zone district and states, “Kennels located 
not closer than five hundred (500) feet to an RA, R, RM, OR, O, CC, RC district or an 
existing hotel/motel”.   
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Proposed Amendment 
 
17.28.050 Service Commercial District (SC) 
(C) (1) Permitted Uses 
 
Existing: Small animal hospital or clinics and veterinarians’ offices, including, the short-
term boarding, of animals and incidental care, such as bathing and trimming, provided 
all operations are conducted entirely within a completely enclosed structure. 
 
Proposed: Small animal hospital/clinic, kennels and veterinarians’ offices, 
including incidental care, such as bathing, trimming, and outdoor uses north of 
State HWY 198, excluding all portions west of 12th Avenue. 
 
(E) Conditional Uses  
 
Existing: Kennels located not closer than five hundred (500) feet to an RA, R, RM, OR, 
O, CC, RC district or an existing hotel/motel.   
 
Kennels should be considered as a permitted use in all service commercial properties 
abutting the northern portion of the HWY 198 corridor, excluding all portions west of 12th 
Avenue, due to residential conflicts.  Kennels located east of 12th Avenue & north of the 
HWY 198 corridor should be a permitted use. 
 
BACKGROUND 
On January 14, 2013, the City approved Site Plan Review No. 2012-12, allowing new 
construction of a veterinary hospital located at 1495 Glendale Avenue (APN: 011-060-
009). As part of the approval process, staff determined the veterinary hospital was a 
permitted use and considered the rehab pool and kennels as incidental to the use; 
however, specific language in our zoning ordinance conflicted with this usage. .   
 
The project proponent would like to offer outdoor exercise and physical therapy for 
patients and also offer a short term boarding service with outdoor exercise time.  The 
facility would utilize an outdoor lap pool, formerly, the bumper boats area of Adventure 
Park.  
 
The proposed project is seen as a great reuse of a vacant property, however, the 
restriction within the Municipal Code that all uses be conducted within an enclosed 
structure or that kennels could not be located within 500 feet of residential uses would 
limit the reuse of the facility.     
 
PROJECT ANALYSIS 

Most, if not all, veterinary hospitals and clinics board animals that are receiving care.  
Many also offer short term kenneling of animals, as well.  Although, the current 
ordinance restricts outdoor activity associated with hospital and kennels and does not 
allow kenneling within 500 feet of any residential uses.  A large majority of service 
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commercial zone area is located north of State HWY 198, which would act as a buffer 
between outdoor activities or kennels and the residential uses south of State HWY 198.  
A solution to address this limitation is to amend the zoning ordinance to allow veterinary 
hospital/clinics and kennels as a permitted use in the Service Commercial “SC” zone 
district only north of Hwy 198 and east of 12th Avenue.  This would allow the facility 
(veterinary hospital and kennels) to provide a full range of services and address modern 
operational requirements for these facilities, such as the following:  
 
1. Animals need to be outside, periodically. 
 
2. Modern veterinary medicine includes outdoor exercise and physical therapy for the 

animals, in addition to treatment, surgeries, and boarding.  
 

3. Although there is a residential district within 500 feet south of the facilities, the two 
areas are separated by Highway 198.  Potential noise that may result from proposed 
outdoor facilities will be addressed as a condition of approval through further 
mitigation such as the construction of an eight-foot-high block wall between State 
HWY 198 and residential uses to the south.   

 
Small animal hospitals, clinics, and veterinary offices may still be allowed in other areas 
within the SC zone, if all operations are conducted within an enclosed structure.  
Kennels may still be allowed in other SC zoned areas, subject to the approval of a 
conditional use permit, but not within 500 feet of residential zones.   
 
General Plan Policies 
A thorough review was made of the Hanford General Plan policies to determine if the 
proposed amendment is consistent with the existing objectives and/or policies in the 
general plan. It was determined by staff that the proposed Veterinary Hospital and 
Kennels would be consistent in the service commercial zone district.   
 
Objective 17 
Provide for sufficient area to expand a full range of Service Commercial uses within and  
near main highway corridors in the City. 
 
1.  The applicant’s property is along HWY 198 corridor. 
 
Policy LU-17.1 
Service Commercial uses, which may be incompatible with surrounding uses, shall be 
evaluated to determine if the proposed location is appropriate because of noise, odor, 
traffic, hours of operation, lighting, and other similar concerns.  Conditions of operation 
or special improvements may be (will) required to ensure land use and environmental 
compatibility with surrounding uses.  (see findings below and conditionals of approval). 

 
FINDINGS 
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The Planning Commission must find that the proposed amendment is consistent with 
the purpose and objectives of the Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Section 17.02.020 
and consistent with the General Plan. 
 
The proposed amendment is consistent with the purpose and objectives of the Zoning 
Ordinance and the General Plan based on the following findings: 
 
1. That the proposed amendment to allow outdoor activities in conjunction with a small 

animal hospital, clinic or veterinarian office is limited to the service commercial zone 
north of HWY 198 and east of 12th Avenue (up to Railroad), which will screen any 
potential noise to the residential areas south State HWY 198 and therefore will not 
impact the health, safety or general welfare of the residents of the City of Hanford.  

 
2. That outdoor activities will also be required to meet the noise odor limits contained 

within the Hanford Municipal Code which will limit any potential noise issues from 
any small animal hospital, clinic or veterinarian office.  

 
3. That State HWY 198 will act as a buffer between the SC zone north of State HWY 

198 and the residential uses south of State HWY 198, thereby protecting the health, 
safety and welfare of the residents of Hanford.  
 

The noise generated by traffic on HWY 198 would generally be greater than that 
produced by the outdoor use of the veterinary hospital.  HWY 198 provides 
distance between residence and the veterinary hospital.   
 

4. The proposed amendment will implement Objective 17 of the Hanford General Plan, 
which states that the City will expand a full range of Service Commercial uses within 
and near highway corridors in the City by expanding the range of area for small 
animal hospitals, clinics or veterinarian offices with outdoor exercise or rehab areas. 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Pursuant to Section 15061(b) (3) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
guidelines, the project is exempt from environmental review.  A Notice of Exemption has 
been prepared for the project in accordance with CEQA. 
 
Applicant/Owner       
City of Hanford       
317 N. Douty Street       
Hanford, CA  93230       
 
ATTACHMENTS 

• Resolution 

• Notice of Exemption 
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NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 
 
TO: __ Office of Planning Research  
  400 Tenth Street, Room 121 
  Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
  X  County Clerk 
  County of Kings 
  Kings County Government Center 
  Hanford, CA  93230 
 
FROM:  X  City of Hanford 

 317 N. Douty Street 
 Hanford, CA  93230 

 
Project Title:  Municipal Code Amendment No. 2013-02 
 
Project Location:  1495 Glendale Avenue (APN: 011-060-009) 

     City of Hanford, County of Kings, California 
 
Description of Project:  The purpose and intent of changing the zoning ordinance is to allow Veterinary 
Hospital and Kennels as a permitted use in the Service Commercial Zone District north of State HWY 
198. 
 
Name of Public Agency Approving Project: City of Hanford 
 
Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project:  City of Hanford, 317 N. Douty Street, Hanford, CA  
 
Exempt Status (check one) 
 __ Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1);15268); 
 __ Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a); 
 __ Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c); 
  _  Categorical Exemption.  State type and section number:  
 ___ Statutory Exemptions. State code number: 15061(b)(1) 
 _X_ General Exemption (Sec. 15061(b) (3) ) 
 
Reasons why project is exempt:  When it can be seen with certainty that a project will not have an 
impact on the environment, the project is exempt. Adding a use to the Municipal Code has no effect on 
the environment.   
 
Lead Agency 
Contact Person:  Melody Haigh Area Code./Telephone/ext   (559) 585-2583 
 
If filed by applicant: 
 1. Attach certified document of exemption finding. 
 2. Has a Notice of Exemption been filed by the public agency approving the project?  

  _   Yes  _X_ No 
 
Signature:       Date:    11/26/13  Title:   Community Development Manager    
 

 XX Signed by Lead Agency  Date received for filing at OPR: N/A 

 ___ Signed by Applicant 
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SUBJECT:  
Authorize the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with the Lew Edwards Group. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council authorizes the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with the Lew Edwards 
Group to assess revenue options to fund Public Safety needs. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
During the Goals and Objectives activities and during the Budget Development process for the FY13/14 
Budget, the City Council identified several public safety needs, including a new Police Station, an additional 
Fire Station, and additional staffing and equipment to meet the growing needs of Hanford.  Revenue growth 
in the General Fund continues in a positive trend, but not at a pace that will allow for the development of 
the infrastructure needs in Public Safety.  Pressure on Public Safety has increased dramatically since the 
implementation of Assembly Bill 109, (AB 109) the Realignment of the State Prison System.  This bill has 
resulted in the early release of more than 28,000 felons in California and resulted in jail crowding in every 
County.  The demands on Fire Services have grown based on population growth and continued 
development.  This has resulted in response time increases, to the point that Fire Services is only able to meet 
their targeted 5 minute response time approximately 26% of the time.  
 
Staff evaluated several alternatives to fund these priorities, including the actions taken by many of our 
neighboring agencies to cover the costs of new demands on Public Safety.  This evaluation led staff to the 
conclusion that a sales tax override measure was the tool used by the Cities of Visalia, Porterville, Tulare, and 
Dinuba, as well as several other cities in the San Joaquin Valley to build new Police and Fire facilities and 
cover the cost of additional personnel and equipment.  In discussions with neighboring agencies, staff 
recognized that such a process begins with an assessment of the Community’s recognition of the needs for 
additional public safety resources.  This assessment is done by consultants with expertise in these matters, 
such as the Lew Edwards Group.  The City Manager has contracted with the Lew Edwards Group while 
employed by the City of Porterville and the City of Tulare to accurately gauge support for such a ballot 
measure. 
 
At the July 16, 2013 City Council Meeting during the discussion of possibly hiring a consultant, Council gave 
staff direction to set up a "Town Hall" style public meeting to discuss the possibility of a sales tax and to help 
assess the public's desire before any funds were spent on a consultant. 
 
On October 29, 2013, as requested, a special public meeting was held to detail out some specific needs in 
Public Safety including presentations by the Hanford Fire, Police and Public Works Departments.  Public 
comment was taken after all the presentations with each commentator expressing the desire to have 
Council let the voters decide on a tax through a ballot measure. 
 
Council consensus was to have Staff put together a presentation with a consultant in the form of a study 
session, and to include in the agenda an action item to select a consultant. 
 
Based on past performance, and track record, Staff is recommending that the Council use the services of 
the Lew Edwards Group in continuing with the tax initiative.  Staff contacted the Lew Edwards Group to 
obtain a proposal to provide this service for the City of Hanford.  That proposal is attached for your review 
and consideration, and has been reviewed by the City Attorney’s Office.  The proposed fee for the service is 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  7. A.
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$39,750. 
 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The current budget reflects an appropriation of $50,000 to provide for this service. 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Lew Edwards Group Services Agreement 
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City Manager Darrel Pyle    

City of Hanford 

315-321 North Douty Street 

Hanford, CA  93230 

 

VIA EMAIL TRANSMISSION 

 

Dear City Manager Pyle: 

 
The team of The Lew Edwards Group (Lead Consultant) and Fairbank, Maslin, Maullin, Metz & 

Associates (Community Opinion Polling Partner) is pleased to submit this Proposal to assess revenue 

options that assist public safety, for the City of Hanford.    

 
Our team has passed a combined total of more than $30 Billion in California Revenue Measures of 

all types with a success rate of 94%.  The following are some of the many qualities that our team 

offers to the City of Hanford: 

 
 The California leaders in revenue measures of all types for local government, including Public 

Safety-oriented revenue ballot measures; 

 

 Demonstrated success and experience throughout the Central Valley region and a community-

engaged approach;  

 

 Nationally recognized, award-winning community engagement programs that consolidate 

community consensus around local public safety needs; and 

 

 Excellent, accurate and on-point community opinion polling needs to provide the City with a 

full assessment of all of its revenue options. 

 
I welcome a successful partnership with you on behalf of the City of Hanford consistent with our 

successful collaborations on behalf of the City of Porterville and County of Tulare on their 

respectively-enacted revenue measures, which FM3 Research was also our partner on. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Catherine Lew 

CATHERINE LEW, Esq. 

President/CEO, The Lew Edwards Group 

510-594-0224 x 216 

Catherine@lewedwardsgroup.com      
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STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS  

 

About The Lew Edwards Group 

 

The Lew Edwards Group (LEG) is one of the most successful election revenue consultants in 

California, offering unsurpassed experience in representing cities and other public agencies on a 

variety of public information, communications and strategic outreach needs.   

 

Working together, LEG and its opinion research partner, FM3 have successfully enacted more than $30 Billion 

in California revenue measures with a 94% win rate, including winning local measures since the height of 

concerns about the recession, unemployment, home foreclosures and state budget cuts. LEG/FM3 has 

represented scores of cities and other public agencies throughout California. LEG was successful in 

all of its ballot measures attempted in June 2013 and 6 of 7 attempted in November 2013. 

 

LEG experts are outstanding professionals from disciplines such as communications, direct mail, 

media relations, government affairs, community engagement, and communications campaigns.  

LEG’s award-winning communications products have been recognized on multiple occasions for 

excellence and creativity. 

 

LEG prides itself on providing individualized, quality service to each of our clients and has an 

extensive track record of designing innovative Communications Programs and enacting revenue 

measures for cities and public agencies across California.  LEG experts are frequent lecturers and 

trainers for organizations that include the League of California Cities, Local Government 

Commission, California Municipal Treasurers Association, Institute for Local Governments, and 

other public agency advocacy organizations. 

 

LEG principals and experts have been lead trainers for League of California Cities workshops on how 

to develop effective revenue ballot measures.  Catherine Lew, the President & CEO of LEG, is co-

author of the League’s Countdown to Success – How to WIN your City Finance Measure, a “How-To” 

manual for local communities seeking new revenue.   

 

LEG believes in the power of community outreach and engagement as a benefit to the public and the 

clients we serve.  LEG’s strategies are designed specifically to effectively inform and update your 

audiences, build consensus for your vision, and expand awareness of your fiscal challenges and 

service delivery needs.  

 

Lew Edwards Group Public Safety Case Studies 

 

The Lew Edwards Group offers unsurpassed two-thirds requirement public safety measure 

experience in a variety of cities, including a robust Central Valley practice.  Selected case studies 

include the following, where FM3 also conducted the public opinion polling research: 
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City of Manteca.  Following the City’s two previous election losses of a Public Safety Measure and 

TOT, LEG successfully enacted a Public Safety Measure generating $4 Million annually following a 

comprehensive, City-sponsored pre-election planning program and separate advocacy campaign.  

The City’s previous attempt to pass a Public Safety Measure yielded less than 20% of the vote.  LEG 

also enacted two-thirds requirement Public Safety measures for the cities of Sanger and Galt, both of 

whom had previously proposed simple-majority requirement measures, that were trounced at their 

ballot boxes prior to LEG’s representation.  In November 2009, LEG successfully enacted a second 

two-thirds requirement Public Safety Measure in the City of Los Banos and LEG/FM3 are currently 

representing that City on a third measure. 

 

City of Clovis, Yes on Measure A.  LEG successfully directed the City of Clovis’s $15 million Public 

Safety Measure in November 1999.  This measure was enacted by only 3 votes per precinct, a strong 

victory in light of the fact that there was funded opposition to the partisan campaign.   

 

City of Dinuba.  After a successful city-planning period where hundreds of citizens participated in 

the effort to design a Public Safety Measure, LEG worked closely with the community committee to 

implement a strong partisan campaign led by business and faith leaders to enact their successful 

measure.  LEG also subsequently enacted the City’s Utility Users Tax Measure. 

 

City of Porterville.  LEG was pleased to work with City Manager Darrel Pyle when he was 

previously on the City of Porterville’s Executive Staff.  LEG/FM3 represented the City in its successful 

preparation program for an enacted Public Safety Sales Tax measure in 2005. Despite some 

opposition, the Measure was adopted after a fast but comprehensive assessment effort and an 

advocacy campaign led by respected community leaders with LEG’s assistance.   

 

City of Visalia.  LEG represented the City in its effort to assess and educate its public about its police 

and fire safety needs.  Its difficult, tough election was enacted by less than 20 votes after a grueling 

campaign.  More than 1,000 citizens and a broad-based Citizens Task Force were involved in 

providing input to refine the Expenditure Plan, under LEG’s strategic leadership.   

 

Lew Edwards Group Sales Tax Experience 

 

LEG is the California leader in successful sales tax measures, having represented 43 successful sales 

tax measures, including: 

 

 City of Arvin   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Campbell  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Cathedral City SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure and current client 

 City of Ceres   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  

 City of Clovis  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  

 City of Concord  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Cotati   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure and current client 

 City of Dinuba  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  
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City of Downey  Current Sales Tax Client 

 City of El Cerrito  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Streets/Roads  

SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure (2nd measure) 

 County of Fresno  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Chaffee Zoo  

SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Fresno County Library  

 City of Galt   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  

City of Gilroy  Current Sales Tax client 

 City of Grover Beach SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Hercules  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 County of Imperial  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Streets/Roads  

 City of Inglewood  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of La Habra  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of La Mesa  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of La Mirada  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Larkspur  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Client 

 City of Lathrop  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Los Banos  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  

TWO SUCCESSFUL Reauthorizations 

 City of Manteca  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  

 Town of Moraga  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Morro Bay  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of National City Current Sales Tax Client 

 City of Novato  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Pinole  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Porterville  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety 

 City of Rancho Cordova Current Sales Tax Client  

 City of Reedley   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety 

 City of Rohnert Park SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure  

SUCCESSFUL Renewal/Sunset Removal 

 City of San Leandro  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure and current client 

 City of San Luis Obispo SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Sanger  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety  

 County of Santa Cruz SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Libraries  

 City of Seaside   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Selma  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety 

 City of Stockton  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety 

 City of South Gate  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

City of Stanton  Current Sales Tax client 

 City of Tracy   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 County of Tulare  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Streets/Roads 

 City of Vallejo  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 

 City of Visalia  SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure for Public Safety 

 City of Vista   SUCCESSFUL Sales Tax Measure 
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LEG’s past election cycles have also included enacted revenue measures of other types conducted in 

the cities of Bellflower, Belmont, Burlingame, Cupertino, Desert Hot Springs (Public Safety Parcel 

Tax),  Escondido (Public Safety Bond), Gardena, Gilroy, Hercules, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, 

Kingsburg, La Habra, La Mesa (Public Safety Bond), Lawndale, Los Banos (Public Safety 

Amendment Measure, and current client on another extension measure), Palo Alto, Millbrae, 

Pasadena, Rancho Cucamonga, Redondo Beach, Riverside, Saratoga (Public Safety Bond), San Juan 

Capistrano, San Ramon, Santa Monica, Stockton, Torrance, West Hollywood, Wildomar (Parks Parcel 

Tax) and Vallejo, to name a few.  LEG and FM3 are currently representing the cities of Adelanto, 

Downey, Larkspur, and Modesto, among several others, on their current revenue measure and sales 

tax planning. 

 

About FM3 Research  

 

FM3 has specialized in public policy-oriented opinion research since it was first organized in 1981 

and is especially experienced in conducting voter opinion surveys research to support successful 

revenue measures. FM3 plans and executes all phases of voter opinion survey projects from 

beginning to end.  On an annual basis, the company conducts as many as 100 focus groups and 300 

surveys.   

 

As you have found in our past collaborations, FM3's 22-person staff is multi-talented and works as a 

team to assure the completion of quality opinion analysis in a timely manner.  In addition, FM3's data 

collection and sampling contractors are closely supervised and pre-qualified by FM3 to render 

immediate, high-quality service.  As you know, FM3 prides itself in delivering personal service to its 

clients, who are assured ongoing contact with the firm's principals and senior personnel. 

 

FM3 has extensive experience conducting research for revenue measures to fund public safety 

services. FM3 has conducted research in support of more than 300 local finance measures over the 

years, including several dozen local public safety measures, and is well-versed in assessing how 

voters view general public safety and emergency services issues.  At the local level, FM3 specializes 

in developing strategies to pass revenue measures and has worked in over 100 cities in California, 

including a substantial number in the Central Valley.  More specifically, FM3 has helped enact public 

safety revenue measures for the cities of Corte Madera, Merced, Santa Rosa, Manteca, Los Banos, 

Reedley, Sanger, Stockton, Vista, La Mesa, Galt, South Gate, Ceres, Dinuba, Los Angeles, Long 

Beach, Porterville, Selma, Escondido, Kingsburg, San Jose, Sunnyvale and Visalia.  FM3 has also 

supported the success of several public safety bond measures on behalf of the Twin Cities Police 

Authority and in the cities of San Francisco, Los Banos, and Escondido. FM3 also conducted ballot 

measure feasibility research for measures related to public safety on behalf of the City of Sausalito 

and the Lathrop-Manteca Fire District. 

 

FM3 has a long history of sales tax research in California.   FM3 is well-suited to lend its expertise in 

this area. The firm’s recent experience in this slowly recovering economy has shown that only cities 

that are thoughtful about how they frame their ballot measures for voters are successful. The current 

January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 109 of 183



Page 8 

political and economic climate presents several challenges include increasing voter distrust and 

dissatisfaction with government, and growing tax fatigue. Despite these factors, FM3 has found 

substantial success in recent years for sales tax increases. 

  

As discussed, FM3 has helped numerous cities across California by conducting public opinion 

research on their behalves for ballot measure initiatives. For example, FM3 helped the City of Santa 

Rosa pass Measure P, a ¼ cent sales tax, in order to fund vital city services. Similarly, FM3 research 

was instrumental in the voter approval of Proposition Y in Santa Monica, a ½ percent sales tax, 

Measure H in Cathedral City, a 1 cent sales tax, and Measure E in the City of Rohnert Park, which 

was a ½ cent sales tax. In previous years, FM3 also conducted research on behalf of Fresno, Sonoma, 

and Tulare Counties and the California cities of Reedley, Seaside, Sanger, Ceres, Selma, Manteca, 

Grover Beach, San Luis Obispo, and Merced for their successful sales tax ballot measures. 

 

FM3 has a strong record of success in assisting local governments pass bond and tax measures for a 

variety of public services, with particular expertise in those requiring 2/3rds voter approval.  FM3 has 

specific expertise in conducting survey research on measures that require a two-thirds vote to pass, 

including hundreds of bond and tax ballot measures dealing with public safety, education, health 

care, open space, social services, libraries and transportation throughout the state.  FM3 understands 

the unique methodological and strategic considerations inherent in conducting high-quality voter 

research for these difficult ballot measures to pass, particularly in this challenging political and 

recovering economy.  

 

In addition to our recent experience with super-majority vote threshold measures, FM3 was 

successful in helping a number of local jurisdictions pass general purpose revenue measures to fund 

local services, including:  

 
 Measure B, $10 vehicle registration fee increase for traffic congestion relief in Santa Clara County 

 Measure R, half-cent sales tax increase in the City of El Monte 

 Measure A, water fund transfer measure in the City of Riverside 

 Proposition N, 2% real property transfer tax in the City of San Francisco 

 Measure S, 5% utility users tax in the City of Santa Fe Springs 

 Measure S, 3% utility users tax increase in the City of Indio 

 Measure A, 2% utility users tax increase in the City of Bellflower 

 

CURRENT ENVIRONMENT 

 

Since LEG/FM3’s successful work throughout the Central Valley on two-thirds requirement 

measures, the environment for these types has changed dramatically beginning five years ago, when 

the trend began shifting dramatically from Special Purpose to General Purpose measures. 

 

As discussed, consider the following: 

 

January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 110 of 183



Page 9 

 General Purpose Measures require a simple majority (50%+1) to pass and are the most flexible 

mechanism for General Fund revenue. However, when proceeding outside of a regularly 

scheduled municipal election, General Purpose measures require a unanimous Council 

declaration of Fiscal Emergency. If the City of Hanford is not in a position of making such a 

Declaration as we discussed, this means that the City can only proceed with such a measure in 

November 2014, during your regularly-scheduled City Council elections.  In 2012, 81.6% of California 

City General Purpose measures passed. 

 

 As you know, Special Purpose Measures require 2/3’s (66.7%) to pass and specific 

projects/local benefits are specified. In the City of Porterville’s case, their measure was solely 

dedicated to Public Safety services; in Tulare County’s all proceeds were spent on roads.  

There is complete flexibility as to election timing—in other words, the City of Hanford could 

opt for a Special Election or June 2014 measure.  However, in 2012 only 30% of California City 

Special Purpose measures passed and more cities have moved away from considering these types of 

measures. 

 

 While we were able to prepare the agencies in which we last collaborated with City Manager 

Pyle during a short or truncated project period, unfortunately the current sensitive, slowly 

recovering economy does not lend itself to putting something on the ballot in a matter of 

weeks.  There is significant tax fatigue and “push-back” – no one in the community wants to 

feel as though “government” or “politicians” is forcing a tax on them.  On the other hand, 

we’ve enjoyed success when there is time and opportunity for the community to provide input 

and be a part of creating the solution.   

 

As we’ve discussed, a community survey is necessary to assess whether either of these options 

(General Purpose or Special Purpose Measure) is viable or ideal for your City’s needs, and how much 

lead time LEG needs to inform, educate and engage your public in a way that is meaningful and 

effective. 

 

Election Timing Issues 

 

Working with FM3 to create a thorough community survey questionnaire that vets and evaluates a 

variety of issues, and thoroughly analyzing the results will allow LEG to fully advise the City on its 

optimal election timing, and whether a Special Election, June 2014 or November 2014 measure is best.  

As we discussed and described above, the nuances of viability between a Special Purpose or General 

Purpose measure will dictate your timing.   

 

Comprehensive community engagement has been critical in our other successful revenue ballot 

measure projects, which in our experience cannot be rushed in today’s environment.    Proceeding in 

November 2014 would also allow the City the flexibility to consider either a General Purpose (simple 

majority requirement) measure or a Special Purpose (two thirds requirement) measure which will 

both be assessed in our survey research project.   
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PROPOSED WORK PLAN 

 

LEG experts have decades of experience in all aspects of ballot measure services, community 

engagement, and communications: 

 

 LEG experts are well-versed in the most effective techniques to build consensus within its 

cities and their communities to build support from the “inside out.” It has not been unusual 

for LEG’s successful revenue projects to include stakeholders such as local Chambers of 

Commerce, large property owners, or other key influentials who are typically tax-averse as 

active, enthusiastic participants in the planning process. 

 

 LEG’s hallmark is its “interactive community” approach, where constituents become part of 

the dialogue on how best to create local solutions to the difficult fiscal challenges facing our 

cities.  LEG’s communications outreach efforts have engaged as few as a few hundred people, 

to as many as 25,000 who become part of the “dialogue.”   

 

 LEG experts are exceptionally skilled at crafting effective, legally-permissible agency 

communications that are nonadvocacy in nature.  Direct mail produced by LEG for its public 

agencies has been recognized on multiple occasions by organizations such as the American Association 

of Political Consultants (Pollie Awards) and the National Council for Marketing & Public Relations 

(Gold Paragon Award). For any given public agency client, LEG professionals have produced as 

few as 2,000 and as many as 1.5 million pieces of direct mail on time and within budget.  LEG’s 

President/CEO is a member of the California Bar, enabling an effective working relationship 

with each of our City Attorneys to ensure that the content of the City’s communications 

program is one that the City Attorney concurs is factual and legally permissible.   

 

To ensure that the City of Hanford is effectively positioned for a potential 2014 revenue measure, 

LEG can provide a full range of project management, assessment, and strategic communications 

services during the City’s revenue enhancement planning period.  This proposal provides an “A-Z” 

overview of those services, which can include the following: 

 

1. Project Management 

2.  Strategic Plan 

3.  Engagement with Community Groups 

4.  Community Opinion Polling (Baseline and Tracking Poll) 

5.  Communications Program 

6.  Assistance with Ballot Measure Development 

 

Project Management  

 

With the City’s active participation and assent, The Lew Edwards Group will quarterback the City’s 

overall revenue ballot measure planning.  
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To ensure that key benchmarks are reached during the planning period, LEG will facilitate and 

coordinate City planning sessions.  LEG prides itself on a team building and community-engaged 

approach.  LEG will facilitate, manage and oversee all team members and develop strategy on behalf 

of the City’s efforts to build consensus and deploy on all benchmarks during the planning process.   

 

Our team will initiate our efforts through a Kick Off meeting and schedule subsequent, consistent 

planning sessions with the City of Hanford. Our planning efforts throughout the process are 

designed to use the City’s time efficiently and well, while providing important Lead Project 

Management leadership to ensure that all timetables and benchmarks are met within your specified 

timeframe and our recommended timeframe. 

 

Efficient planning sessions will be scheduled.    With the input of all participants, LEG will develop 

meeting agendas, facilitate sessions, and coordinate the timely deployment of all tasks and 

assignments consistent with a timetable, agreed-upon strategy/work plan, and budget.  As part of our 

effort to keep City leaders, stakeholders and the public informed, LEG will also prepare documents 

and PowerPoint presentation material for public meetings. 

 

Engagement with Community Groups/Influentials  

 

Many of our cities identify stakeholders such as the following, who may wish to be engaged in the 

process: 

 

 City Department heads and representatives 

 External Service Clubs (Lions, Rotary, Kiwanis, and Soroptimist, among others) 

 Chamber of Commerce 

 Convention and Visitors Bureau 

 Police/Fire Chiefs and Associations 

 

LEG/FM3 will launch efforts initially with the City Manager and his Department heads where 

revenue options are initially discussed prior to additional stakeholders being engaged.  If considering 

a sales tax measure, it may be beneficial to have the Chamber of Commerce and business leaders 

earlier rather than later.   

 

Community Opinion Survey  

 

LEG and FM3 recommend that the City implement a “baseline” community survey as soon as 

possible to assess community-at-large attitudes and priorities.  LEG/FM3 will work to ensure an 

excellent survey document that will give the City a clear sense of, among other issues: 

 

 Community attitudes about a variety of service needs and how they rank them, including 

whether respondents understand the deficiencies in City public safety services or whether they 

have any misconceptions; 
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 What level of tax, if any is most viable for respondents, and at which threshold (simple 

majority or 2/3s requirement); 

 

 How different parts of the community respond to paying for public safety services/projects 

across demographic groups;  

 

 The most effective messages and ballot measure language that resonate with your constituents;  

 

 The specific messages and information that allow your constituents to make an informed 

decision when deciding on a potential revenue measure; 

 

 Ways to refine and prioritize the City’s Communications Program to effectively present key 

facts and information; and 

 

 How to inform the development and refinement of voter handbook materials associated with 

your revenue measure. 

 

Upon conclusion of the survey interviews, LEG will independently analyze the results for feasibility 

and provide the City with a Strategic Plan that discusses viability, risks, opportunities, effective 

messages, and recommendations on continued revenue planning and communications outreach 

activities.  If it is not feasible to proceed, LEG/FM3 will so advise the City of this at this juncture and 

the City may opt to terminate planning. 

 

Communications Program 

 

In today’s slowly recovering economy, citizens are extremely concerned about how their quality of 

life will be maintained in the face of anger at the inability of national and state officials to work 

together to solve problems, effects of the recession, home foreclosures and unemployment, and the 

impacts of state money grabs on local services.  In light of these issues, specifically focused 

information and facts about the City of Hanford’s local funding needs and fiscal challenges coupled 

with strong community engagement, is critical. 

 

Following our assessment of revenue enhancement viability in the public opinion survey, LEG will 

develop initial Strategic Communications Engagement as one component of our Plan.  LEG will: 

 

 Assist the City in refining and focusing key messages for use in all educational outreach vehicles, 

with a focus on articulating the benefits for local residents. As part of our message, we will have 

to straightforwardly define “what’s at stake” in addition to utilizing an appropriate level of 

urgency. 

 

 Develop and refine messages for inclusion in existing City communications vehicles to deliver 

your message, including City newsletters, guest columns, copy for links on the City website, and 

focused Power Point Presentations for the informational Speakers’ Bureau, Stakeholder, and 
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community presentations.  LEG will provide first drafts of all materials, for the review and 

approval of the City. 

 

 Recommend strategic methods to message-target existing networks and organizations in the City 

of Hanford, to focus your message, and solicit and respond to questions from the public.  User-friendly 

messaging and consistency of message is key – and LEG will assist in providing the leadership 

and implementation structure for effective deployment. 

 

Communication Goals 

 

1. Develop messages that effectively inform, solicit and respond to questions from the public 

2. Provide structure and copy for informational materials to educate residents about the 

needs  

3. Implement an earned (non-paid) media press and Internet strategy to highlight the services 

or projects at stake, budget realities and challenges 

4. Implement a Community Information direct mail program to the public-at-large to 

highlight budget realities, needs, service demands, and other relevant facts while engaging 

the public and soliciting input 

 

Development of Key Messages 

 

The Strategic Communications Program is a critical method of educating the public and raising 

awareness of the needs. The type of messaging information that is helpful to your effort typically 

includes: 

 

a. a defining message of “what’s at stake;” 

 

b. information about the City’s sound fiscal management and the external threats;   

 

c. information about how additional revenue will protect and maintain public safety 

services and the quality of life; and 

 

d. how community perspectives are reflected in your proposal. 

 

“Message discipline” and a clear, concise focus are critical to our Strategic Communications effort. 

LEG will draft and/or refine talking points for City staff and Council use. Any information provided 

to the public is factual, not advocacy, and approved by the City Attorney.  LEG’s President/CEO is a 

member of the California State Bar and has enjoyed an exceptional working relationship with our 

client city attorneys, to ensure that information provided in all City-sponsored materials is 

permissible. 
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Direct Mail Component 

 

LEG recommends that an informational direct mail program be implemented to the public-at-large.  

Doing so will raise awareness beyond “insiders” or already-active stakeholders, to the silent majority.   

 

As the City is aware, no taxpayer dollars can be spent on partisan/political activities.  All City-

conducted communications activities must be informational-only to be legally permissible, and 

cannot constitute any prohibited political advocacy by the City of Hanford or its staff.  However, in 

general it is recognized that a City has a legal right to disseminate information without limitation so long as 

these materials are factual and consistent with the City’s routine communications practices. As in past 

projects where we have worked together, this includes distributing permissible communications 

materials throughout your project duration with the active participation and independent review of 

your City Attorney. 

 

Typically these are user-friendly brochures or letters that have a return card or other mechanism to 

allow citizens to ask questions, provide input, or otherwise comment – establishing two-way communication. 

LEG also recommends fully utilizing all Internet or Web-based communications vehicles. 

 

LEG will advise the City on how to respond effectively to your constituents in the two-way 

communications aspect of your effort.  By creating effective and broad-based two-way interaction in your 

Strategic Communications Program, the parties can identify and address questions from average citizens – 

not just already active stakeholders -- earlier in the process, allowing time to weave citizen perspectives into the 

development of your revenue measure.   

 

As few as three and as many as six or seven informational mailers have been implemented on behalf 

of our other city clients.  The number of mailers recommended depends on a city’s budgetary 

parameters, the difficulty of the task as revealed by the community survey, and the type of funding 

mechanism (two thirds or simple majority requirement) pursued by the City. 

 

In consultation with city staff, LEG will also draft and/or refine informational articles for agency 

newsletters, handouts, press releases and website, with appropriate supporting materials (charts, 

graphs, visual aids, etc.) to communicate key messages and inform residents. In addition, LEG will 

draft, review and/or refine supporting fact sheets, flyers and other communications.   

 

Speakers Bureau and other Communications Vehicles   

 

LEG will also work with the City to maximize use of your website, community television, and an 

informational Speakers’ Bureau program strategically directed to key stakeholder organizations in 

the City.  Our firm will develop Power Point and other presentation materials that deliver an 

effective, informational message and train City staff, officials and key stakeholders on how to deliver 

the message.  Your City Attorney will review, provide input to, and approve all strategies and 

messaging before it is finalized. 
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Community Task Force 

 

In today’s “anti-government” and recessionary climate, supplementing city staff and officials with 

key influentials is an essential part of our communications strategy to educate and engage your 

public on the needs.  LEG has worked successfully in other cities to engage the participation of 

External Opinion Leaders and Community Stakeholders such as business leaders, representatives of 

senior organizations, crime watch organizations, parents, civic/ethnic leaders, and even taxpayer 

advocates in a high-level Community Task Force of 10-12 people to serve as an informal community  

sounding board to provide additional input to the development of your measure, and be visible in 

the community in addressing the City’s planning and needs.  This group typically meets 3-4 times 

during the planning process.  LEG will make recommendations to the City about the external 

partners/messengers who should be engaged in this component of your strategic effort. 

 

Press Coverage, Internet, and Social Media 

 

LEG will review earned (non-paid) media press opportunities with City staff.  Balanced or positive 

press coverage will build additional awareness and support throughout the process, which is critical 

to engaging community stakeholders and informing your public about your needs. Any Internet or social 

media vehicles utilized by the City will also be maximized.  Many of LEG’s city clients are on 

Facebook and Twitter, in addition to issuing postal or e-newsletters. 

 

Rapid Response 

 

LEG will redirect message points and materials to assist in rapid response to problematic media or 

citizen inquiries as necessary.  Frequently, communities that pride themselves on having active 

stakeholder groups can, at times, be prone to being victims of inaccurate information, or controversy-

based media coverage. LEG experts will be available to craft appropriate rapid responses as 

necessary to address changing external nuances. 

 

Structuring Your Revenue Ballot Measure 

 

LEG typically collaborates with the City Attorney and City staff on the proper and recommended 

wording and structure of your revenue measure to address the public’s concerns, if any.  LEG will 

also work closely with the City Attorney to refine the ballot question and develop other submittals so 

that they are understandable to the average person.  This addresses specific documents such as the 

measure ordinance, expenditure plan (if a Special Purpose measure), ballot question, impartial 

analysis, and pro/con ballot arguments. 

 

Tracking Survey (if needed) 

 

Depending on the level of support shown in the baseline and dependent on the mechanism selected 

by the City (Special Purpose or General Purpose), a tracking survey may need to be conducted 

following the community education and outreach program to determine any shifts in attitudes 
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including knowledge about the local public safety services and awareness of the public safety and 

other service challenges that the City faces in providing the type and level of local services that 

residents prioritize.  Most importantly a tracking survey can reassess the feasibility of the revenue 

measure closer to the City Council’s potential vote to place a measure on the ballot.  This will allow 

for the comparison of data to the baseline survey and determine how support has shifted, if at all. 

 

Tracking surveys are typically shorter in length because the initial longer baseline survey allows for 

the testing of a greater array of issues, voter concerns, priorities and themes.  The intent of the 

tracking survey is to use the information learned from the baseline survey to make final refinements 

to the measure and assess the most effective messages and themes by modifying language and uses 

of funds.   

 

PROPOSED COSTS FOR PHASE ONE:  ASSESSMENT OF FEASIBILITY 
 

As none of us can predict the type of measure (General Purpose or Special Purpose) the City will be 

pursuing or when, the cost section of this proposal specifically addresses the first step in the process 

only, which we anticipate to be an eight-week process.  Initially, our team will: 

 

1) Discuss revenue options desired by the City of Hanford 

2) Develop a tailorized Community Survey questionnaire with the engagement of the City  

3) Analyze the Hanford public’s service/funding priorities and their attitudes in full, particularly as 

it relates to Public Safety services 

4) Identify the key messages and information that are important to the Hanford community 

5) Identify risks and opportunities to the City of Hanford 

6) Develop Strategic Findings that assess viability; if feasibility exists, recommend a Strategic Action 

Plan for Success that includes recommendations on a legally permissible Communications 

Program to effectively educate, inform and engage City of Hanford constituents; ideal timing for 

any potential revenue measure and its tax threshold; recommend project budget and timetable 

7) Brief the City of Hanford on these findings and recommendations 

 

LEG Strategic Services:    $10,000 
(8 weeks of service is presumed) 

FM3 Survey Interviews:    $25,750 
(sample size of up to 400 20-minute interviews, Spanish translation) 

Not to Exceed Out of Pocket:   $4,000 
(messenger, duplication, mileage, airfare, teleconferencing -- only those expenses actually incurred will be billed, at cost) 

Summary of Bid NTE:    $39,750* 
The City may opt to terminate planning following these services if survey results reveal lack of viability and/or undue risks. Should 

additional planning be desired towards a measure, additional professional fees and project expenditures will apply, which will be 

discussed following analysis of the survey. 
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CONCLUSION 

 

In closing, we would like to thank the City of Hanford for contacting The Lew Edwards Group for 

assistance with its potential revenue planning.  No firm can match our team’s track record of 

successful public safety measures in the Central Valley, and we would welcome a successful 

collaboration with your City.  
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SUBJECT:  
City Manager:  Appointments for expiring terms to City Commissions - Two (2) seats on the Tree Commission, 
One (1) seat on the Parks and Recreation Commission and Three (3) seats on the Planning Commission.  

Appointments for unexpired terms to City Commissions - Two (2) seats on the Hanford Tree Commission. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the Council approve appointments for vacancies on various City Commissions. 

 
 

BACKGROUND:  

With regards to commissions, the Hanford Municipal Code reads as follows:    
 
2.20.020 Structuring commissions. 

Every commission shall have a specific statement of duties, responsibilities and functions which shall be 
reexamined periodically to determine its effectiveness. 

The size and number of members of each commission shall be determined by the city council and the 
membership of each commission shall be related to the duties, responsibilities and functions of such 
commission.  

At the first city council meeting in January of each year, the mayor shall appoint city council liaison 
members to the established commissions. The city council liaison member is responsible for attending 

meetings and making reports to the council on the commission activities. (Prior code § 2-8.02)  

2.20.030 Appointing commission members.  

Members of all commissions shall be appointed by the mayor with the approval of a majority of the 
members of the city council.  

At the first city council meeting in January of each year, the mayor shall appoint members to commissions 
and committees, to fill vacancies caused by the regular expiration of terms of membership. All such 
appointments shall be approved by a majority of the members of the city council.  

Vacancies occurring due to resignation or other cause, shall be noticed as required by state law and 
appointment made by the mayor at the earliest date possible. All such appointments shall be approved by 

a majority of the members of the city council.  

All vacancies shall be advertised so that any interested citizen may make application. City residency shall 
be required for all commission members unless members with the appropriate expertise cannot be found 
within the city. (Prior code § 2-8.03)  

2.20.040 Terms and reappointments. 
Terms of commission members shall be four years. Upon the expiration of the first term of any member, the 
mayor with the approval of a majority of the members of the council may reappoint such member; 

however, in no event shall any one member serve more than two consecutive terms on any one 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:  8. A.
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commission, exclusive of appointments to fill unexpired terms.  

No individual, having served the maximum allowable number of terms, on a commission, may be 
reappointed to that commission, for at least one year from the last date served.  

No individual may serve on more than one commission at any one time. This shall not preclude any member 
of a commission from also serving on a special ad hoc committee established by the city council for a 
specific purpose.  

Any commission member who misses three consecutive meetings without providing prior oral notification to 
staff of his or her absence from such meeting, shall have his or her office declared vacant. (Prior code § 2-

8.04) 
 
Persuant to the Hanford Municpal Code it is time for the Mayor to make appointments necessary to fill 
current vacancies on the Hanford Parks and Recreation Commission (1 Seat), the Hanford Planning 

Commission (3 Seats) and the Hanford Tree Commission (4 Seats - including 2 unexpired terms). 
  

Hanford Parks and Recreation: (1 Vacancy) 
 
Seats vacated on 12/31/2013 were: 

Patricia Lewis (1st full term 2010-2013) 
 
Applicants are: 
Patricia Lewis* 

Desirae Moffit 
Robert Moffit 
 

Hanford Planning Commission: (3 Vacancies) 
 

Seats vacated on 12/31/2013 were: 
David Droker (1st full term 2010-2013) 
Steve Froberg (unexpired term 2012-2013) 
Ajmer Nahal (unexpired term 2011-2013) 

 
Applicants are: 
David Ayers 
Garry Curtis 

David Droker* 
Mark Fernandes 
Steve Froberg* 
Josh Golden 
Varinder Grewal 

Carol Hernandez 
Paul Iniquez 
Joe Maciel 
Kenny Mai 

Ajmer Nahal* 
Travis Paden 
Robert Shoop 
 

Hanford Tree Commission:  (4 total vacancies) 

 
Seats vacated on 12/31/2013 were: 
Greg Beinhorn (unexpired Term 2007-2009, 1st full term 2010-2013) 
Judy Winston  (1st full term 2010-2013) 

 
Seats vacated pursuant to H.M.C. 2.20.040 are: 
Peri Noes (term was 2012-2015) 
Joe Sosa (term was 2013-2016) 
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Applicants are: 
Greg Beinhorn* 
Haron Karago 

Jack Schwartz 
Judy Winston* 
 
 

*Indicates commissioners wishing to be reappointed to their vacated seats. 

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
There is no Fiscal Impact for this item. 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Commision Vacancy List 

 Tree Comm - New Apps 

 Planning Comm - New Apps 

 Parks & Rec Comm - New Apps 
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2013 Vacancies:

Last Name First Name
Date 
Appointed

Term 
Expiration Commisssion

Meetings are held Monthly in the City 
Council Chambers

Lewis Patricia 1/5/10 12/31/13 Parks & Recreat2nd Monday @ 5:30 PM

Droker David 1/5/10 12/31/13 Planning 2nd  & 4th  Tuesday @ 7 PM

Froberg* Steve 1/24/12 12/31/13 Planning 2nd  & 4th  Tuesday @ 7 PM

Nahal* Ajmer 1/4/11 12/31/13 Planning 2nd  & 4th  Tuesday @ 7 PM

Beinhorn Greg 1/5/10 12/31/13 Tree 4th Monday @ 5:30 PM

Noes Peri 1/24/12 12/31/15 Tree 4th Monday @ 5:30 PM HMC 2.20.040
Sosa Joe 1/15/13 12/31/16 Tree 4th Monday @ 5:30 PM HMC 2.20.040
Winston Judy 1/5/10 12/31/13 Tree 4th Monday @ 5:30 PM

Reappointment Applicants:

Last Name First Name Term Start
Term 
Expiration Commisssion Address Phone Email

Lewis Patricia 1/7/14 12/31/17 Parks & Recreat PO Box 377, 93232 (509) 590‐9223 patlewis7@gmail.com
Droker David 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 2624 Sun Dr (559) 583‐7582 ddroker@comcast.net
Froberg Steve 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 394 North Star Dr (559) 584‐9106 SFroberg@ashwoodco.com
Nahal Ajmer 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 833 E Orange St (559) 707‐0509 Rup30@yahoo.com
Beinhorn Greg 1/7/14 12/31/17 Tree 1885 Westwood Dr (559) 585‐0305 gregbeinhorn@yahoo.com
Winston Judy 1/7/14 12/31/17 Tree 2464 N Douty St (559) 584‐9624 jucal@sbcglobal.net 

New Applicants:

Last Name First Name Term Start
Term 
Expiration Commisssion Address Phone Email

Moffit Desirae 1/7/14 12/31/17 Parks & Recreat 2918  Pine Castle Dr (559) 410‐8198 ddmoffitt@sbcglobal.net
Moffit Robert 1/7/14 12/31/17 Parks & Recreat 2918  Pine Castle Dr (559) 410‐8198 rob@ironindustriesinc.com
Ayers David 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 277 W Adrian Wy (559) 582‐4117 dgayerspt@comcast.net
Curtis Garry 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 632 9 1/4 Ave (559) 583‐7965 None
Fernandes Mark 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 1225 N Redington (559) 584‐2667 markfernandes13.mf@gmail.com
Golden Josh 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 995 W Millbrook St (559) 816‐6374 jkgolden@att.net
Grewal Varinder 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 2724 Westport Dr (559) 246‐8934 vgrewal@yahoo.com
Hernandez Carol 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 592 Clairmont Ct (559) 381‐3456 cehernandez@ft.newyorklife.com
Iniquez Paul 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 593 W Cinnamon Ave (501) 766‐1284 paul.m.iniguez@gmail.com
Maciel Joe 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 101 E Solar Dr (559) 381‐2089 joe@macielmortgage.com
Mai Kenny 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 2110 W Heather Ln (559) 582‐9621 Kennymai@hanfordortho.com
Paden Travis 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 2268 N Arbor Ave (559) 381‐3096 travis.paden@yahoo.com
Shoop Robert 1/7/14 12/31/17 Planning 2697 Sun Dr (559) 584‐7608 robertshoop@gmail.com
Karago Haron 1/7/14 12/31/17 Tree 1476 S 11th St (559) 572‐7498 haronkarago@yahoo.com
Schwartz Jack 1/7/14 12/31/17 Tree 1603 N Irwin St (559) 582‐5553 realolduet@comcast.net

January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 123 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 124 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 125 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 126 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 127 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 128 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 129 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 130 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 131 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 132 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 133 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 134 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 135 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 136 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 137 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 138 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 139 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 140 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 141 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 142 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 143 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 144 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 145 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 146 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 147 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 148 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 149 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 150 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 151 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 152 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 153 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 154 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 155 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 156 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 157 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 158 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 159 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 160 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 161 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 162 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 163 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 164 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 165 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 166 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 167 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 168 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 169 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 170 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 171 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 172 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 173 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 174 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 175 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 176 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 177 of 183



January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 178 of 183



 

 

SUBJECT:  

City Manager:  Mayor appointments of Council Representatives for various boards and commissions that 
City of Hanford Council sits on for the 2014 year. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

Choose appointments for Council representation for 2014. 
 
 

BACKGROUND:  
Assignments are currently set as: 

CITY BOARDS/COMMISSIONS 

Parks and Recreation Commission - Joleen Jameson* Rep, Jim Irwin Alt 
(2nd Monday each month – 5:30 pm)  

Parking and Traffic Commission - Jim Irwin* Rep, Joleen Jameson Alt 

(Last Thursday each month – 4:00 pm)  

Planning Commission - Lou Martinez* Rep, Russ Curry Alt 

(2nd & 4th Tuesdays each month - 7:00 pm)  

Tree Commission - Joleen Jameson* Rep, Gary Pannett Alt 
(4th Monday each month - 5:30 pm)  
  

OTHER STANDING COMMITTEES 

Main Street Hanford - Russ Curry Rep, Jim Iwrin Alt 
(Last Monday each month – Org Cte Mtg - Noon – Board Mtg – 6:15 pm) 
  

Hanford Chamber of Commerce - Jim Irwin Rep, Lou Martinez Alt 
(3rd Wednesday each month – 8:00 am)  

 
Kings Economic Development Corporation - Jim Irwin Rep, Russ Curry Alt 
(Last Monday each month – 11:30 am) 

Kings County Association of Governments - Russ Curry Rep, Jim Irwin Alt 
(4th Wednesday each month – 4:30 pm) 

 
Kings County Area Public Transit Agency - Russ Curry Rep, Jim Irwin Alt 

(4th Wednesday each month – 1:30 pm) 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  1/7/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  8. B.
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Kings County Abandoned Vehicle Authority Russ Curry Rep, Jim Irwin Alt  
(Meets as needed - 4th Wednesday each month – 4:30 pm) 

Kings Community Action Organization (KCAO) - Gary Pannett Rep,  Russ Curry Alt 
(3rd Wednesday each month - 4:30 pm) 

Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) - Gary Pannett Rep, Russ Curry Alt 
(4th Wednesday each month – 3:30 pm)  

(City Selection Commission - Mayor does not appoint) 

Kings Waste and Recycling Authority (KWRA) - Lou Martinez Rep, Joleen Jameson Alt 

(2nd Wednesday each month - 8:00 am) 

Kings County Homecoming Committee - Joleen Jameson Rep, Lou Martinez Alt 
(Meeting dates vary) 

Mid-Valley Water Authority - (City of Hanford staff Rep) 
(3rd Friday in December - 9:30 am)   

Cross-Valley Rail Joint Powers Authority - Lou Martinez Rep, Gary Pannett Alt 
(Meeting dates vary, 1 to 2 per year) 

Special City Selection Committee -  Joleen Jameson Rep, Lou Martinez Alt 
(Meeting dates vary) 
  

Hanford Fireworks Committee - Gary Pannett Rep 
(Meeting dates vary) 

City County Coordinating Task Force -  Mayor & Vice-Mayor (As Needed) 

Kings County Area Disaster Council - Joleen Jameson Rep, Jim Irwin  Alt 
(On call) 

Kings County Gang Awareness Advisory Commission - Russ Curry Rep 

Downtown East Consortium Committee - Lou Martinez Rep, Joleen Jameson Alt 
Every other month - 2nd Wed at 6:00 pm) 

City-Wide and Downtown Business Loan Review Committee - Gary Pannett Rep, Joleen Jameson Alt 
(On call) 

Kings County Commission On Aging - Dorothey Callihan-Weiss** 
(3rd Thursday each month – 2:30 pm)  
  

Kings Mosquito Abatement District Board - Bill Gundacker** 

San Joaquin Valley Task Force Steering Comm. - Clyde Amaral*** 

 

* Non-Voting, Ex-Officio Member 
** Appointed by Council (3 yr. term) 
*** Appointment made by County, confirmed by Council 

 
The representation list for 2013 is attached for Council reference. 
 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
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There is no Fiscal Impact for this item. 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 2013 Council Representation 

January 7, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 181 of 183



C:\Program Files (x86)\neevia.com\docConverterPro\temp\NVDC\3F20978B-B025-49CE-B5DA-
001C8BF98BF8\HanfordAgenda.436.1.Council_Reprensatation_-_2013.doc 
Revised on 12/10/2013 7:22 PM 

2013 COUNCIL  REPRESENTATION 

 

ON  BOARDS,  COMMISSIONS,  COMMITTEES 
 
 

CITY BOARDS/COMMISSIONS 
 

 Parks and Recreation Commission Joleen Jameson* Rep 
 (2nd Monday each month – 5:30 pm) Jim Irwin  Alt 
 

 Parking and Traffic Commission Jim Irwin*  Rep 
 (Last Thursday each month – 4:00 pm) Joleen Jameson Alt 
 

 Planning Commission Lou Martinez*  Rep 
 (2nd & 4th Tuesdays each month - 7:00 pm) Russ Curry  Alt 
 

 Tree Commission Joleen Jameson* Rep 
 (4

th
 Monday each month - 5:30 pm) Gary Pannett  Alt 

  

 

OTHER STANDING COMMITTEES 

 

 Main Street Hanford (Don’t require Form 700) Russ Curry  Rep 
 (Last Monday each month – Org Cte Mtg - Noon) Jim Irwin  Alt 
                                            – Board Mtg – 6:15 pm) 

 (Does NOT require Form 700) 
  

 Hanford Chamber of Commerce Jim Irwin   Rep 
 (3

rd
 Wednesday each month – 8:00 am) Lou Martinez  Alt 

 (Yarnal’s Pizza) 

 (Does NOT require Form 700) 

 

 Hanford Conference and Visitor Agency Lou Martinez  Rep 
 (4

th
 Monday each month – 4:00 pm) Gary Pannett   Alt 

 (Does NOT require Form 700) 
 

 Kings Economic Development Corporation Jim Irwin   Rep 
 (Last Monday each month – 11:30 am) Russ Curry  Alt 

 (Does NOT require Form 700) 

 

 Kings County Association of Governments Russ Curry  Rep 
 (4th Wednesday each month – 4:30 pm) Jim Irwin  Alt 

 DOES require form 700) 
 

 Kings County Area Public Transit Agency ( Russ Curry  Rep 
(4th Wednesday each month – 1:30 pm) Jim Irwin  Alt 

 DOES require form 700) 
 

 Kings County Abandoned Vehicle Authority Russ Curry  Rep 
 Meets as needed - 4

th
 Wednesday each month – 4:30 pm Jim Irwin  Alt 

 DOES require form 700 – give to KCAG) 

 

 Kings Community Action Organization (KCAO) Gary Pannett  Rep 
 (3rd Wednesday each month - 4:30 pm) Russ Curry  Alt 
 

 Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) Gary Pannett  Rep 

Same 

Rep 
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 (4th Wednesday each month – 3:30 pm) Russ Curry  Alt 
(City Selection Commission - Mayor does not appoint) 

 

 Kings Waste and Recycling Authority (KWRA) Lou Martinez  Rep 
 (2nd Wednesday each month - 8:00 am) Joleen Jameson Alt 
 
 

 Kings County Homecoming Committee Joleen Jameson Rep 
 (Meeting dates vary) Lou Martinez  Alt 
 

 Mid-Valley Water Authority City of Hanford staff  Rep 
 (3rd Friday in December - 9:30 am)   
 Held at Kings River Conservation District – Fresno 
 

 Cross-Valley Rail Joint Powers Authority Lou Martinez  Rep 
 (Meeting dates vary, 1 to 2 per year)  Gary Pannett  Alt  
 

 Special City Selection Committee Joleen Jameson Rep  
 Mayor (Meeting dates vary) Lou Martinez  Alt  
  

 Hanford Fireworks Committee Gary Pannett  Rep 
 (Meeting dates vary) 
 

 City County Coordinating Task Force Lou Martinez  Rep 
 Mayor & Vice-Mayor (As Needed) Gary Pannett  Alt 
 

 Kings County Area Disaster Council Joleen Jameson Rep 
 (On call) Jim Irwin  Alt 
 

 Kings County Gang Awareness Advisory Commission Russ Curry  Rep 
 

 Downtown East Consortium Committee Lou Martinez  Rep 
 Every other month - 2

nd
 Wed at 6:00 pm) Joleen Jameson Alt 

 

 City-Wide and Downtown Business Loan Review Committee Gary Pannett  Rep 
 (On call) Joleen Jameson Alt 
 

 High Speed Rail Ad Hoc Committee Jim Irwin  Rep 
  Gary Pannett  Alt 
 

 Kings County Commission On Aging Dorothey Callihan-Weiss** 
 (3

rd
 Thursday each month – 2:30 pm) (Exp. 12/31/14) 

  

 Kings Mosquito Abatement District Board Bill Gundacker** 
  (Exp. 01/02/12) 
 

 San Joaquin Valley Task Force Steering Com. Clyde Amaral*** 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
* Non-Voting, Ex-Officio Member 
** Appointed by Council (3 yr. term) 
*** Appointment made by County, confirmed by Council 
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