
  

CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
ACTION SUMMARY MINUTES 

April 15 2014  

Council Chambers, Civic Auditorium 
400 N Douty St.  

THE CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION WILL BEGIN AT 5:30 PM

CLOSED SESSION WILL BEGIN IMMEDIATLEY FOLLOWING THE STUDY SESSION.

ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK:

Mayor Pannett called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m. 

  

Present: Joleen Jameson (JJ), Lou Martinez (LM), Russ Curry (RC), Gary Pannett (GP) 

Absent: Jim Irwin (JI) 

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

PUBLIC COMMENT:

None 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

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. Community Development:  Discussion regarding current City Sign Ordinance regulations.

City Attorney Zamora and Planning Consultant Darlene Mata were present to discuss signage. 

Sign Spinners:  City Attorney Zamora  explained that the issue with sign spinners is that they are considered off-site signage, which 
is prohibited in our sign ordinance. He stated that it is up to the City Council whether or not to allow spinners; but, we cannot 
discriminate regarding viewpoints. 

JJ:  Saw an example of a health-and-safety issue: The crow (sign spinner) was at 11th Avenue and Lacey Boulevard with an arrow 
around his neck. Foot traffic was impeded. He stepped back with his back to the street and could have been hit by a vehicle. He was 
also wearing headphones and would not be able to hear. Planning Consultant Mata stated that signs are not allowed in the public 
right-of-way.   
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Other signage concerns: City Attorney Zamora noted that human signs may also need to be prohibited. (Human sign: someone 
wearing a t-shirt with advertising on it); signs on vehicles, trailers moving a parked bus off-site.  

Also to be addressed, probably in the General Plan Update—temporary signs: banners, flags, feather signs, A-frames, on-site, off-
site, and right-of-way; advertising on KART, vehicles wrapped with advertising. Off-site subdivision signs are not allowed. May want 
to change the Code to allow digital signs by the highway. 

Planning Consultant Mata mentioned that the General Plan Update consultants can update the sign ordinance at the same time or 
separately.  

Building Official Tom Webb was asked to comment on signage from Code Compliance’s point of view. He stated that the ordinance 
is hard to interpret. Officers are not sure when they can cite. 

Council consensus to ask the General Plan Update consultants to update the sign ordinance early and bring back to Council. For 
clarification, City Manager Pyle summarized what he believed the Council wanted him to present to the consultants: An orderly sign 
ordinance, health and safety, more permissive, but easier to understand and controlled. 

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

2. CLOSED SESSION FOR DISCUSSION OF THE FOLLOWING:

Adjourned to Closed Session at 6:25 p.m. 

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

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.) 

B. 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  
CASE NAME:  City of Hanford v. County of Kings  
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 14C0058 

ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK:

Mayor Pannett called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 

  

ROLL CALL: 

Present: Jim Irwin (JI), Joleen Jameson (JJ), Lou Martinez (LM), Russ Curry (RC), Gary Pannett  (GP) 

Absent: None 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

FLAG SALUTE:

Flag salute by City Attorney Zamora. 
 
./.  . 0-0.    
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INVOCATION:

Invocation by Robert Needham, Kings County Sheriff's Chaplain 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

3. CLOSED SESSION ACTION REPORT:

No reportable action. 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

A.

  

 

 

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING - 7:00 PM 

RECOGNITIONS/PROCLAMATONS:

Hanford Police Department:  Recognition of the Hanford Police Explorers

Recognition of Hanford Police Explorers. Captain Parker Sever presented the Police Explorers. They competed March 28, 2014 in 
Tulare and won. There are 28 members.  

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

Proclamation - National Day of Prayer

Mayor Pannett read the National Day of Prayer Proclamation. A date correction will be made to the Proclamation, and it will be 
returned to Janis Rogers, Coordinator. She encouraged everyone to attend the prayer luncheon May 1 at 11:30 at the Civic 
Auditorium. Tickets are $10.00 each. 

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

PUBLIC COMMENT:

David Ayers , Hanford’s Sister City Committee. They have received an invitation to visit the sister city this July. If City Council 
members are interested in going, they should contact Mr. Ayers. They will need a passport soon. It is a 12-day event, cost 
approximately $3,500. A delegation from the sister city is coming to Hanford in October 2014. 

Rose Shapley, lives near Lacey Park. Fears pitbulls in the area. They are on leashes, but they get away from their owners. 
Requested that City employees who witness such occurences report them. City vehicles parked in the park instead of in the lot. 
Trash escapes from the vehicles. 

Todd Fukuda, spoke regarding the High Speed Rail. He advised not to expect a quick reimbursement and asked when it comes in, 
what is it for? Encouraged anyone who can to take advantage of the trip to Japan. 

Maureen Fukuda: 1) Asked if the City Attorney has looked into the impact that Costco will have on our local merchants; 2) Asked if 
City Council has met with the County to communicate opposition to the High Speed Rail. Most business transportation systems are 
local, short, and are federally funded; 3) Thanked the City Council for the Sister City Commission 

Frank Mann, film producer:  Thanked City Manager Pyle and Council Member Martinez for being supportive. Mayor Pannett came all 
the way to Avenal. Thanked him for his support. Showed three-minute film clip “The Young and the Wreckless.” 

Alan Scott, 1318 Whitmore: streetlight pole is ready to fall; spoke against  High Speed Rail (HSR); attended board meeting and 
Fresno City Council meeting regarding HSR. 

Mayor Pannett called for a 10-minute recess at 8:44 p.m. 

Meeting resumed at 8:54 p.m. 
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./.  . 0-0.    

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:

4. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS:

Public Works Director Camara gave an update on Capital Improvement Projects: The 10th Avenue project is on schedule. Plan to 
complete it in June, before the fair. Campus Drive extension—g rading is complete, next step pour curb. Both projects funded by 
Proposition 1B, which the City qualified for because of our matching transportation impact fees; will also receive a grant for $111,000 
to upgrade building lights and motion sensors Paid by SCE Direct-Install Program, because of our partnership with VIEW. 

Fire Chief Ieronimo announced that he took delivery of the new fire chief vehicle today. He will be happy to show it to the Council 
members. 

Craig Miller, Parks and Recreation Director: fireworks program is on schedule; pool will be open 1:00-8:00 p.m. that day, also car 
show, bounce houses, and other fun activities. 

City Attorney Zamora: someone may contact City Council asking who owns the veterans’ building. They want to install a monument. 
Waiting to hear whether or not the veterans groups want to take control and purchase the building. City Manager Pyle reported that 
the cost is $100,000. They will meet with County Council about establishing a memorial district, and City Council should have an 
answer within the next few weeks. 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

5. CONSENT CALENDAR:

 
 
Motion to approve consent calendar by :Russ Curry/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  5-0.  Ayes: Martinez , Jameson , Irwin , Curry , 
Pannett .   

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. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for April 1, 2014

B. Public Works: Award a contract to Intermountain Slurry Seal, Inc. of Elk Grove, CA in the amount of $502,779.75 
for the FY 13/14 Cape Seal Treatment Project, and establish a construction contingency in the amount of 
$50,200.

C. Public Works:  Award a contract to Graham Contractors, Inc. of San Jose, CA in the amount of $154,502.12 for 
the FY 13/14 Slurry Seal on Residential Streets Project and establish a construction contingency of $15,400 for 
this Project.

D. Public Works:  Approve a Notice of Completion for the 10th Avenue Median Landscape and Irrigation Project, 
and authorize the Mayor to execute and the City Clerk to attest and file said Notice with the Kings County 
Recorder's Office.

E. Public Works: Approve the purchase of a 120'x6' Pratt "H-Section" truss tubular steel bridge from Excel Bridge 
Manufacturing Co. in the amount of $69,000.00, plus $5,175.00 in sales tax ($74,175 Total), for the Hidden 
Valley Park Pedestrian Bridge Project.

F. Public Works: Approve the Final Map and Subdivision Agreement for Tract No. 876, accept all easements and 
dedications offered for public use.

G. Finance: Approve warrant register for 3-27-2014 through 4-9-2014

6. PUBLIC HEARING:

A. Finance Department:  Conduct a Public Hearing regarding the application, and adopt Resolution 14-19-R, to 
issue an operating permit, for Alfonso Sangerman dba Kings Cab to operate five replacement taxicabs in the City 
of Hanford

Finance Director Dibble presented the staff report and recommended adoption. 
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Motion to adopt Resolution 14-19-R by :Jim Irwin/Joleen Jameson.  Passed.  5-0.  Ayes: Pannett , Martinez , Jameson , Irwin , 
Curry .   

B. Public Works: As it relates to Landscape Assesment District Annexation No 07-02-A. 
 
1.  Adopt the attached resolutions, 14-20-R Initiating Annexation Proceedings for Assessment District Annexation 
No. 07-02-A; and, 14-21-R Intention to Levy Assessments and Confirmation of Engineer's Report for 
Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A; and, 

2.  Conduct a Public Hearing regarding Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A, adopt the attached 
resolution 14-22-R annexing additional properties to Assessment District No. 07-02-A, and confirming Levy and 
Collection of Annual Assessments. 

Public Works Director Camara presented the staff report and recommended adoption. 
 
Motion to adopt Resolutions 14-20-R and 14-21-R by :Russ Curry/Jim Irwin.  Passed.  5-0.  Ayes: Curry , Irwin , Jameson , Martinez , 
Pannett .   

C. Community Development: Continue the public hearing started on April 1, 2014, and approve resolution 14-09-
R, increasing building inspection and plan review fees.

Staff requests to continue to the May 6, 2014 meeting. Bob Keenan, Building Industry Association (BIA) needs a 10-day review, as 
provided by the Government Code. Council consensus. 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

D. Community Development:  Hold a public hearing and introduce and waive Ordinance 14-01 for Municipal Code 
Amendment 2014-01, a request to amend the Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.28.050(E) to add "indoor gun 
ranges" to the list of conditional uses permitted in the Service Commercial (SC) zone district. 

City Manager Pyle introduced Assistant Planner de Silva, who presented the staff report. 

Public Comment: 

FAVOR: Joe Cotta, Todd Cotta’s father—Requested a discount of city fees. Encouraged support of the CUP. 

OPPOSED: None 

 
 
Motion to introduce and waive the first reading of Ordinance 14-01 by :Jim Irwin/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  5-0.  Ayes: Curry , Irwin , 
Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .   

7. DEFERRED BUSINESS: NONE

8. NEW BUSINESS: NONE

9. COUNCIL REPORTS/COMMENTS:

IRWIN: Nothing 

JAMESON: Nothing 

MARTINEZ: Attended Planning Commission  meeting April 8 and Arbor Day Celebration, April 11. Parks and Recreation did a great 
job. Also attended movie, “God is Not Dead.” Highly recommended it. 

CURRY: Attended City/County coordinating meeting April 9, 2014 Inquired as to the reimbursement agreement for HSR.  

1.       City Manager Pyle replied that Mr. Tony Valdez, engineer, should get back to us soon. HSR Board meeting has been 
postponed to May 6 in Fresno. 

2.        Requested a status update regarding the selection of a Community Development Director.  City Manager Pyle stated that he 
is In conversation with two applicants regarding salary range. Meet-and-confer process is under review.  

PANNETT: Thanked Deputy City Clerk Black for filling in as clerk. Attended KCAO Real Estate Committee Meeting, April 3, 2014; 
attended April 7, 2014 Planning Commission meeting and City/County Coordinating meeting in Corcoran on April 9, 2014; attended 
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Council Legislative Reception and SSJVD General Membership meeting at the Dinuba Ridge Creek Golf Club on April 10, 2014; 
attended Parks and Recreation Commission meeting April 14, 2014. 

City Manager Pyle reported regarding the pole at Elm and Harris that AT&T is working through the Visalia Engineering Department of 
AT&T, and the situation should be resolved in the near future.  

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    

10. ADJOURNMENT:

Mayor Pannett adjourned the meeting at 8:26 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

    

Diana Black 

Deputy City Clerk 

 
 
./.  . 0-0.    
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SUBJECT:  

THE  CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION WILL BEGIN AT 5:30 PM 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

BACKGROUND:  

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:   
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SUBJECT:  

CLOSED SESSION WILL BEGIN IMMEDIATLEY FOLLOWING THE STUDY SESSION. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

BACKGROUND:  

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:   
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RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

BACKGROUND:  

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:   
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SUBJECT:  

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

BACKGROUND:  

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:   

April 15, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 10 of 202



 

 

SUBJECT:  

Community Development:  Discussion regarding current City Sign Ordinance regulations. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  1. A.
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SUBJECT:  

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.)  

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:  2. A.
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SUBJECT:  

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  
CASE NAME:  City of Hanford v. County of Kings  
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 14C0058 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:  2. B.
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SUBJECT:  

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

BACKGROUND:  

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:  3. A.

April 15, 2014,City Council Meeting, Page 14 of 202



 

 

SUBJECT:  

Hanford Police Department:  Recognition of the Hanford Police Explorers 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:   
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CITY OF HANFORD 
 

PROCLAMATION 
 

“NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER” 
 

May 1, 2013 
 

 

 WHEREAS, a National Day of Prayer was first proclaimed by the Continental 

Congress in 1775 as recognition by our Founding Fathers of the need for God to be central in 

the establishing and continuing of this great Nation; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Founding Fathers of this Nation established public and private 

prayer as a valued declaration of a Nation who believes in God and who is freely allowed to 

and encouraged to exercise this belief in God through the means of practical prayer; and  

 

 WHEREAS, Americans come together in churches, temples, synagogues, and other 

places of worship, to pray for peace, wisdom and guidance in their lives and in the lives of 

their loved ones; and 

 

WHEREAS, as a community, it is fitting that we gather together in a day of prayer 

and ask for God’s guidance and to remember that a day of prayer is not a solemn day but a day 

of joy, renewal, and hope. 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, I, GARY PANNETT, the fifty-ninth Mayor of the City of 

Hanford, do hereby proclaim May 1, 2013, as “NATIONAL DAY OF PRAYER” in Hanford 

and urge all citizens to join together in prayer that in the spirit of trust, cooperation and 

goodwill we may beseech God for the strength and wisdom to make our community an even 

better place to live. 

 

Presented this 15
th
 day of April, 2013. 

 

  

           

           

       ________________________ 

  Gary Pannett 

  Mayor 

 

 

              ATTEST: __________________________ 

       Interim City Clerk 
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SUBJECT:  

Proclamation - National Day of Prayer 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 

 

BACKGROUND:  

 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  AGENDA SECTION:   

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Proclamation 
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FY 13/14 Cape Seal Treatment on Arterial and Residential Streets Project
050-2667-814621

3/27/2014

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

1 Scrub Seal, Type B Aggregate 152,035 SY $1.501 $228,200.45 $1.745 $265,301.08 $2.130 $323,834.55 $1.944 $295,556.04 $2.380 $361,843.30 $2.360 $358,802.60 $2.270 $345,119.45 $2.220 $337,517.70 $2.180 $331,436.30
2 Type II Micro Surfacing (20-22 lb./sq.yd.) Mixture 152,035 SY $1.130 $171,799.55 $1.562 $237,478.67 $1.700 $258,459.50 $1.963 $298,444.71 $2.030 $308,631.05 $2.150 $326,875.25 $2.290 $348,160.15 $2.390 $363,363.65 $2.550 $387,689.25

$400,000.00 $502,779.75 $582,294.05 $594,000.75 $670,474.35 $685,677.85 $693,279.60 $700,881.35 $719,125.55

Total written in Bid if discrepancy exists $701,033.39

Engineers Estimate Graham Contractors, Inc. Pavement Coatings Co.Ca. Pavement 
Maintenance Co., Inc.

Valley Slurry Seal Sierra Nevada 
Construction, Inc.

American Asphalt South, Inc.Intermountain 
Slurry Seal, Inc.

Windsor Fuel Company
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works: Award a contract to Intermountain Slurry Seal, Inc. of Elk Grove, CA in the amount of 
$502,779.75 for the FY 13/14 Cape Seal Treatment Project, and establish a construction contingency in the 
amount of $50,200. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council by motion: 
 
1.  Award a contract to Intermountain Slurry Seal, Inc. of Elk Grove, CA in the amount of $502,779.75 for the 
FY 13/14 Cape Seal Treatment Project. 
2.  Establish a construction contingency in the amount of $50,200. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
In accordance with Council Action, bids were solicited and opened on March 27, 2014 for the FY 13/14 
Cape Seal Treatment Project.  The Project is a surface protection and pavement preservation treatment for 
city streets.  The process consists of filling in roadway cracks, placing fine gravel rock surfacing, and applying 
a micro-seal coat to provide a smooth driving surface.   
 
A total of eight (8) bids were received, ranging from a low bid of $502,779.75 from Intermountain Slurry Seal, 
Inc., to a high bid of $719,125.55.  A copy of the Bid Tabulation is attached for Council Review. 
 
The contract stipulates that the Project be completed within thirty (30) calendar days from the date of the 
Notice to Proceed.  For each day of delay beyond the approved time, the Contractor shall be 
assessed $500 per day - liquidated damages.  If approved, work on this project is expected to begin in May 
2014. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 13/14 Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $440,000 for construction, including 
contingencies, for this Project.  An additional appropriation of $282,000 from the Street Division's 
Construction & Materials fund has also been allocated to this project. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. B.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 FY 13/14 Cape Seal Treatment Project - Budget Page 

 Bid Tabulation 

 Cape Seal Project 
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FY 13/14 Slurry Seal on Residential Streets Project
050-2667-814620

3/27/2014

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

1 Hampton Drive-Zinfandel to Vintage Avenue including east knuckle 44,156 SF $0.186 $8,229.22 $0.144 $6,358.46 $0.153 $6,755.87 $0.165 $7,285.74 $0.173 $7,638.99 $0.173 $7,638.99 $0.170 $7,506.52 $0.190 $8,389.64 $0.180 $7,948.08 $0.186 $8,213.02
2 Berkshire Lane-Zinfandel to Vintage Avenue 39,240 SF $0.186 $7,313.04 $0.144 $5,650.56 $0.153 $6,003.72 $0.165 $6,474.60 $0.173 $6,788.52 $0.173 $6,788.52 $0.170 $6,670.80 $0.180 $7,063.20 $0.180 $7,063.20 $0.186 $7,298.64
3 Picadilly Lane-Zinfandel Drive to west end including bulb 40,547 SF $0.186 $7,556.62 $0.144 $5,838.77 $0.153 $6,203.69 $0.165 $6,690.26 $0.173 $7,014.63 $0.173 $7,014.63 $0.170 $6,892.99 $0.180 $7,298.46 $0.180 $7,298.46 $0.186 $7,541.74
4 Zinfandel Drive-Hampton Drive to Bristol Lane including north knuckle 41,636 SF $0.186 $7,759.57 $0.144 $5,995.58 $0.153 $6,370.31 $0.165 $6,869.94 $0.173 $7,203.03 $0.173 $7,203.03 $0.170 $7,078.12 $0.180 $7,494.48 $0.180 $7,494.48 $0.186 $7,744.30
5 Bristol Lane-Zinfandel Drive to Vintage Avenue 39,240 SF $0.186 $7,313.04 $0.144 $5,650.56 $0.153 $6,003.72 $0.165 $6,474.60 $0.173 $6,788.52 $0.173 $6,788.52 $0.180 $7,063.20 $0.180 $7,063.20 $0.180 $7,063.20 $0.186 $7,298.64
6 Estate Court-Bristol Lane to south end including bulb 12,467 SF $0.186 $2,323.44 $0.144 $1,795.25 $0.153 $1,907.45 $0.165 $2,057.06 $0.173 $2,156.79 $0.173 $2,156.79 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.186 $2,318.86
7 Sonoma Court-Bristol Lane to south end including bulb 12,467 SF $0.186 $2,323.44 $0.144 $1,795.25 $0.153 $1,907.45 $0.165 $2,057.06 $0.173 $2,156.79 $0.173 $2,156.79 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.186 $2,318.86
8 Chardonnay Place-Bristol Lane to south end including bulb 12,467 SF $0.186 $2,323.44 $0.144 $1,795.25 $0.153 $1,907.45 $0.165 $2,057.06 $0.173 $2,156.79 $0.173 $2,156.79 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.180 $2,244.06 $0.186 $2,318.86
9 Sonoma Way-Berkshire Lane to Claridge Way 27,000 SF $0.186 $5,031.91 $0.144 $3,888.00 $0.153 $4,131.00 $0.165 $4,455.00 $0.173 $4,671.00 $0.173 $4,671.00 $0.180 $4,860.00 $0.180 $4,860.00 $0.180 $4,860.00 $0.186 $5,022.00
10 Claridge Way-Chardonnay Place to west end including bulb 26,147 SF $0.186 $4,872.94 $0.144 $3,765.17 $0.153 $4,000.49 $0.165 $4,314.26 $0.173 $4,523.43 $0.173 $4,523.43 $0.180 $4,706.46 $0.180 $4,706.46 $0.180 $4,706.46 $0.186 $4,863.34
11 Chardonnay Place-Hampton drive to Claridge Way including south knuckle 13,916 SF $0.186 $2,593.48 $0.144 $2,003.90 $0.153 $2,129.15 $0.165 $2,296.14 $0.173 $2,407.47 $0.173 $2,407.47 $0.180 $2,504.88 $0.180 $2,504.88 $0.180 $2,504.88 $0.186 $2,588.38
12 Columbia Way-Centennial Drive to Mount Vernon Avenue including west knuckle 21,476 SF $0.186 $4,002.42 $0.144 $3,092.54 $0.153 $3,285.83 $0.165 $3,543.54 $0.173 $3,715.35 $0.173 $3,715.35 $0.180 $3,865.68 $0.180 $3,865.68 $0.180 $3,865.68 $0.186 $3,994.54
13 Mount Vernon Avenue-Columbia Way to Liberty Street 10,440 SF $0.186 $1,945.67 $0.144 $1,503.36 $0.153 $1,597.32 $0.165 $1,722.60 $0.173 $1,806.12 $0.173 $1,806.12 $0.180 $1,879.20 $0.180 $1,879.20 $0.180 $1,879.20 $0.186 $1,941.84
14 Liberty Street-Valley Forge Drive to Magna Carta Avenue including west knuckle 50,096 SF $0.186 $9,336.24 $0.144 $7,213.82 $0.153 $7,664.69 $0.165 $8,265.84 $0.173 $8,666.61 $0.173 $8,666.61 $0.180 $9,017.28 $0.180 $9,017.28 $0.180 $9,017.28 $0.186 $9,317.86
15 Valley Forge Drive-Columbia Way to Franklin Way including south knuckle 23,456 SF $0.186 $4,371.42 $0.144 $3,377.66 $0.153 $3,588.77 $0.165 $3,870.24 $0.173 $4,057.89 $0.173 $4,057.89 $0.180 $4,222.08 $0.180 $4,222.08 $0.180 $4,222.08 $0.186 $4,362.82
16 Franklin Way-Valley Forge Drive to west end including bulb 31,547 SF $0.186 $5,879.32 $0.144 $4,542.77 $0.153 $4,826.69 $0.165 $5,205.26 $0.173 $5,457.63 $0.173 $5,457.63 $0.180 $5,678.46 $0.180 $5,678.46 $0.180 $5,678.46 $0.186 $5,867.74
17 Magna Carta Avenue-Liberty Street to Charlie Chambers Drive 18,540 SF $0.186 $3,455.24 $0.144 $2,669.76 $0.153 $2,836.62 $0.165 $3,059.10 $0.173 $3,207.42 $0.173 $3,207.42 $0.180 $3,337.20 $0.180 $3,337.20 $0.180 $3,337.20 $0.186 $3,448.44
18 Franklin Way-Magna Carta Avenue to Lexington Place including east knuckle 15,356 SF $0.186 $2,861.85 $0.144 $2,211.26 $0.153 $2,349.47 $0.165 $2,533.74 $0.173 $2,656.59 $0.173 $2,656.59 $0.180 $2,764.08 $0.180 $2,764.08 $0.180 $2,764.08 $0.186 $2,856.22
19 Lexington Place-Franklin Way to Liberty Street 10,440 SF $0.186 $1,945.67 $0.144 $1,503.36 $0.153 $1,597.32 $0.165 $1,722.60 $0.173 $1,806.12 $0.173 $1,806.12 $0.180 $1,879.20 $0.180 $1,879.20 $0.180 $1,879.20 $0.186 $1,941.84
20 Constitution Avenue-Franklin Way to Charlie Chambers Drive 7,200 SF $0.186 $1,341.84 $0.144 $1,036.80 $0.153 $1,101.60 $0.165 $1,188.00 $0.173 $1,245.60 $0.173 $1,245.60 $0.180 $1,296.00 $0.180 $1,296.00 $0.180 $1,296.00 $0.186 $1,339.20
21 Merritt Street-Hartnell Place to just east of Cerritos Avenue including east 

knuckle
19,676 SF $0.186 $3,666.95 $0.144 $2,833.34 $0.153 $3,010.43 $0.165 $3,246.54 $0.173 $3,403.95 $0.173 $3,403.95 $0.180 $3,541.68 $0.180 $3,541.68 $0.180 $3,541.68 $0.186 $3,659.74

22 Hartnell Place-Merritt Street to Columbia Way including south knuckle 25,796 SF $0.186 $4,807.52 $0.144 $3,714.62 $0.153 $3,946.79 $0.165 $4,256.34 $0.173 $4,462.71 $0.173 $4,462.71 $0.180 $4,643.28 $0.180 $4,643.28 $0.180 $4,643.28 $0.186 $4,798.06
23 Rio Hondo Court-Hartnell Place to west end including bulb 17,867 SF $0.186 $3,329.82 $0.144 $2,572.85 $0.153 $2,733.65 $0.165 $2,948.06 $0.173 $3,090.99 $0.173 $3,090.99 $0.180 $3,216.06 $0.180 $3,216.06 $0.180 $3,216.06 $0.186 $3,323.26
24 Columbia Way-Hartnell Place to Deanza Road including west knuckle 52,076 SF $0.186 $9,705.24 $0.144 $7,498.94 $0.153 $7,967.63 $0.165 $8,592.54 $0.173 $9,009.15 $0.173 $9,009.15 $0.180 $9,373.68 $0.180 $9,373.68 $0.180 $9,373.68 $0.186 $9,686.14
25 Cerritos Avenue-Columbia Way to Rio Hondo Way 9,000 SF $0.186 $1,677.30 $0.144 $1,296.00 $0.153 $1,377.00 $0.165 $1,485.00 $0.173 $1,557.00 $0.173 $1,557.00 $0.180 $1,620.00 $0.180 $1,620.00 $0.180 $1,620.00 $0.186 $1,674.00
26 Rio Hondo Way-Deanza Road to east end including bulbe 33,347 SF $0.186 $6,214.78 $0.144 $4,801.97 $0.153 $5,102.09 $0.165 $5,502.26 $0.173 $5,769.03 $0.173 $5,769.03 $0.180 $6,002.46 $0.180 $6,002.46 $0.180 $6,002.46 $0.186 $6,202.54
27 Deanza Road-Rio Hondo Way to Columbia Way 10,260 SF $0.186 $1,912.12 $0.144 $1,477.44 $0.153 $1,569.78 $0.165 $1,692.90 $0.173 $1,774.98 $0.173 $1,774.98 $0.180 $1,846.80 $0.180 $1,846.80 $0.180 $1,846.80 $0.186 $1,908.36
28 Marymont Avenue-Liberty Street to Columbia Way 5,780 SF $0.186 $1,077.20 $0.144 $832.32 $0.153 $884.34 $0.165 $953.70 $0.173 $999.94 $0.173 $999.94 $0.180 $1,040.40 $0.180 $1,040.40 $0.180 $1,040.40 $0.186 $1,075.08
29 Liberty Street-Centennial Drive to 12th Avenue 60,680 SF $0.186 $11,308.74 $0.144 $8,737.92 $0.153 $9,284.04 $0.165 $10,012.20 $0.173 $10,497.64 $0.173 $10,497.64 $0.180 $10,922.40 $0.180 $10,922.40 $0.180 $10,922.40 $0.186 $11,286.48
30 Bryce Way-Yellowstone Drive to Cortner Street 7,920 SF $0.186 $1,476.03 $0.144 $1,140.48 $0.153 $1,211.76 $0.165 $1,306.80 $0.173 $1,370.16 $0.173 $1,370.16 $0.180 $1,425.60 $0.180 $1,425.60 $0.180 $1,425.60 $0.186 $1,473.12
31 Ranier Way-Muir Way to Yellowstone Drive including south knuckle 22,916 SF $0.186 $4,270.78 $0.144 $3,299.90 $0.153 $3,506.15 $0.165 $3,781.14 $0.173 $3,964.47 $0.173 $3,964.47 $0.180 $4,124.88 $0.180 $4,124.88 $0.180 $4,124.88 $0.186 $4,262.38
32 Yellowstone Drive-Glacier Way to Ranier Way 22,140 SF $0.186 $4,126.16 $0.144 $3,188.16 $0.153 $3,387.42 $0.165 $3,653.10 $0.173 $3,830.22 $0.173 $3,830.22 $0.180 $3,985.20 $0.180 $3,985.20 $0.180 $3,985.20 $0.186 $4,118.04
33 Glacier Way-Muir Way to Cortner Street 33,220 SF $0.186 $6,191.11 $0.144 $4,783.68 $0.153 $5,082.66 $0.165 $5,481.30 $0.173 $5,747.06 $0.173 $5,747.06 $0.180 $5,979.60 $0.180 $5,979.60 $0.180 $5,979.60 $0.186 $6,178.92
34 Yosemite Drive-Ranier Way to Heron Drive 30,600 SF $0.186 $5,702.83 $0.144 $4,406.40 $0.153 $4,681.80 $0.165 $5,049.00 $0.173 $5,293.80 $0.173 $5,293.80 $0.180 $5,508.00 $0.180 $5,508.00 $0.180 $5,508.00 $0.186 $5,691.60
35 Cortner Street-People's Ditch to west end including bulb 49,007 SF $0.186 $9,133.28 $0.144 $7,057.01 $0.153 $7,498.07 $0.165 $8,086.16 $0.173 $8,478.21 $0.173 $8,478.21 $0.180 $8,821.26 $0.180 $8,821.26 $0.180 $8,821.26 $0.186 $9,115.30
36 Aufubon Road-Heron Place to east end including bulb 36,407 SF $0.186 $6,785.06 $0.144 $5,242.61 $0.153 $5,570.27 $0.165 $6,007.16 $0.173 $6,298.41 $0.173 $6,298.41 $0.180 $6,553.26 $0.180 $6,553.26 $0.180 $6,553.26 $0.186 $6,771.70
37 Rodgers Road-Raymond Road to north end 29,700 SF $0.186 $5,535.10 $0.144 $4,276.80 $0.153 $4,544.10 $0.165 $4,900.50 $0.173 $5,138.10 $0.173 $5,138.10 $0.180 $5,346.00 $0.180 $5,346.00 $0.180 $5,346.00 $0.186 $5,524.20
38 Mallard Way-Rodgers Road to Heron Place including west knuckle 22,016 SF $0.186 $4,103.05 $0.144 $3,170.30 $0.153 $3,368.45 $0.165 $3,632.64 $0.173 $3,808.77 $0.173 $3,808.77 $0.180 $3,962.88 $0.180 $3,962.88 $0.180 $3,962.88 $0.186 $4,094.98
39 Heron Place-Mallard Way to Audubon Road including south knuckle 15,716 SF $0.186 $2,928.94 $0.144 $2,263.10 $0.153 $2,404.55 $0.165 $2,593.14 $0.173 $2,718.87 $0.173 $2,718.87 $0.180 $2,828.88 $0.180 $2,828.88 $0.180 $2,828.88 $0.186 $2,923.18
40 Terrace Drive-Kensington Way to 10th Avenue 46,260 SF $0.186 $8,621.33 $0.144 $6,661.44 $0.153 $7,077.78 $0.165 $7,632.90 $0.173 $8,002.98 $0.173 $8,002.98 $0.180 $8,326.80 $0.180 $8,326.80 $0.180 $8,326.80 $0.186 $8,604.36
41 East Street-Terrace Drive to south end 9,000 SF $0.186 $1,677.30 $0.144 $1,296.00 $0.153 $1,377.00 $0.165 $1,485.00 $0.173 $1,557.00 $0.173 $1,557.00 $0.180 $1,620.00 $0.180 $1,620.00 $0.300 $2,700.00 $0.186 $1,674.00
42 Stratford Way-Terrace Drive to south end including bulb 9,587 SF $0.186 $1,786.70 $0.144 $1,380.53 $0.153 $1,466.81 $0.165 $1,581.86 $0.173 $1,658.55 $0.173 $1,658.55 $0.180 $1,725.66 $0.180 $1,725.66 $0.300 $2,876.10 $0.186 $1,783.18
43 Waukena Way-Terrace Drive to south end including bulb 6,347 SF $0.186 $1,182.87 $0.139 $882.23 $0.153 $971.09 $0.165 $1,047.26 $0.173 $1,098.03 $0.173 $1,098.03 $0.180 $1,142.46 $0.180 $1,142.46 $0.300 $1,904.10 $0.186 $1,180.54

1,073,152 SF $200,000.00 $154,502.15 $164,192.26 $177,070.08 $185,655.30 $185,655.30 $191,511.57 $193,608.92 $196,159.44 $199,606.27

Total written in Bid if discrepancy exists $177,070.14 $185,655.12 $199,606.18

American Asphalt South, 
Inc.

Bond Blacktop, Inc.Intermountain
Slurry Seal, Inc.

Windsor Fuel CompanyEngineers Estimate Graham Contractors, Inc. Pavement Coatings Co. Ca. Pavement
Maintenance Co., Inc.

Valley Slurry Seal Sierra Nevada
Construction, Inc.
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works:  Award a contract to Graham Contractors, Inc. of San Jose, CA in the amount of $154,502.12 
for the FY 13/14 Slurry Seal on Residential Streets Project and establish a construction contingency of $15,400 
for this Project. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council by motion: 
1.  Award a contract to Graham Contractors, Inc. of San Jose, CA in the amount of $154,502.12 for the FY 
13/14 Slurry Seal on Residential Streets Project; and 
2.  Establish a construction contingency of $15,400 for this project. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
In accordance with Council Action, bids were solicited and opened on March 27, 2014 for the FY 13/14 
Slurry Seal on Residential Streets Project.  The Project is a surface protection and pavement preservation 
treatment for city streets.  The process consists of applying an oil and sand mixture to the road surface, 
which rejuvenates and prolongs the life of the pavement. 
 
A total of nine (9) bids were received, ranging from a low bid of $154,502.12 from Graham Contractors, Inc. 
to a high bid of $199,606.18.  A copy of the Bid Tabulation is attached for Council Review. 
 
The contract stipulates that the Project be completed within thirty (30) 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 - liquidated damages.  If approved, work on this project is expected to begin in May 2014. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 13/14 Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $220,000 for construction, including 
contingencies, which is sufficient to fully fund this Project. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. C.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 FY 13/14 Slurry Seal Project - Budget Page 

 Bid Tabulation 

 Slurry Seal Project 
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FINAL PROJECT CONSTRUCTION AND FINANCE HISTORY 

 

PROJECT: 10th Avenue Median Landscape and Irrigation Project, from Grangeville 
Boulevard to Orange Street 

CONTRACTOR: South Bay Landscaping, Inc. 
 3431 W Imperial Highway 
 Inglewood, CA 90303 

CONTRACT DATES: Bid Date    November 12, 2013 
  Council Award   November 19, 2013 
  Contractor Started Work  January 6, 2014 
  Contract Time of Completion  March 7, 2014 
  Contractor Completed Work  March 7, 2014 

CONTRACT CHANGE ORDERS: 

 Contract Change Order No. 1: 
Install seven (7) Chinese Tallow trees (trees provided by the city), and balance of 
quantities for one additional 2” irrigation service tie-over point, and two 
additional backflow prevention assemblies. 

 For a fee of $9,312.25 

 Contract Change Order No. 2: 
Violation of Section 4104(a) of the Public Contract Code; Subcontractor was not 
listed in the Bid Document.  Pursuant to Section 4110 of the Public Contract 
Code, the Contractor was assessed a penalty of 10 percent of the amount of the 
subcontract involved. 

 For a credit of $840.00 
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FINANCIAL HISTORY: 

SOURCE OF BUDGET FUNDING      AMOUNT 

 FY 12/13 Capital Improvement Program Budget   $  236,500.00 
Accumulated Capital Outlay Reserves    $    73,600.00 

     Total Budget Funding   $  310,100.00 

CONSTRUCTION COSTS 

 Contract – Total Bid Award      $  282,100.00 
CCO#1        $      9,312.25 
CCO#2              CR$        840.00 

     Total Construction Cost  $  290,572.25 

     Fund Balance    $    19,527.75 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY: 
CITY OF HANFORD 

When recorded return to: 

City Clerk 
City of Hanford  
315 North Douty Street 
Hanford, California 93230-3951 

G.C. 27361.3 – Fee NIL 
______________________________________________________________________________ 

NOTICE OF COMPLETION 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

 YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The work of Improvement is located at:  10th Avenue, from Grangeville Boulevard 
to Orange Street, in the City of Hanford 

2. The Improvement is particularly described as:  10th Avenue Median Landscape and 
Irrigation Project. 

3. The date of completion of the work of Improvement:  April 7, 2014 

4. The Owner of the work of Improvement:  City of Hanford 

5. The nature of the Owner’s interest or estate:  Fee Simple Title 

6. The name of the original contractor for the work of Improvement:  South Bay 
Landscaping, Inc. of Inglewood, CA. 

7. The surety for the work of Improvement:  Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company 

8. Accepted by minute action of the City Council of the City of Hanford on:  April 15, 
2014 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Dated this 15th day of April, 2014. 

 

BY:_______________________________________ 
Gary Pannett, Mayor 
City of Hanford, County of Kings, State of California 
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF KINGS 

On this _____ day of _______________, in the year 2014, before me, Melonie Patrick, City 
Clerk of the City of Hanford, personally appeared Gary Pannett, Mayor, known to me to be the 
person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledge that he executed the 
same. 

Executed by me, at Hanford, California, on _______________________. 

 

________________________________ 
Melonie Patrick 

City Clerk, City of Hanford 

 

Authority:  Section 1181 Civil Code 
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works:  Approve a Notice of Completion for the 10th Avenue Median Landscape and Irrigation 
Project, and authorize the Mayor to execute and the City Clerk to attest and file said Notice with the Kings 
County Recorder's Office. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion, approve a Notice of Completion for the 10th Avenue Median Landscape 
and Irrigation Project, and authorize the Mayor to execute and the City Clerk to attest and file said Notice 
with the Kings County Recorder's Office. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
On November 19, 2013, the Council awarded the 10th Avenue Median Landscape and Irrigation Project to 
South Bay Landscaping, Inc. of Inglewood, CA.  The project included the installation of a new irrigation 
system, construction of new stamped decorative concrete, and installation of new median island 
landscape materials. 
 
There were two change orders as described on the attached summary sheet. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 12-13 Capital Improvement Program Budget provided $236,500 for construction, including 
contingencies.  An additional appropriation of $73,600 from the Accumulated Capital Outlay Reserves was 
authorized by Council to fund the Project. 
 
The total cost to complete the project was $290,572.25.  Attached for Council Review is a Final Project 
Construction and Finance Summary. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. D.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Final Project Construction and Financial Summary - 10th Avenue Median Project 

 Notice Of Completion - 10th Avenue Median Project 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING  
ACTION SUMMARY MINUTES 

April 1 2014  

Council Chambers, Civic Auditorium 
400 N Douty St.  

THE CITY COUNCIL STUDY SESSION WILL BEGIN AT 5:00 PM

THE CITY OF HANFORD PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT CORPORATION MEETING WILL BE HELD CONCURRENT WITH THE 

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING AT 7:00PM

ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK:

Mary Gary Pannett called the meeting to order  at 5:00 PM. 

Roll Call by the City Clerk, 
Present:  Joleen Jameson (JJ), Lou Martinez (LM), Russ Curry (RC), Gary Pannett (GP) 
Absent:  Jim Irwin (JI) 

./.  . 0-0. 

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Allan Scott:  with the Citizens for California High Speed Rail Accountability, stated he was providing an update on HSR at the request 
of a Vice Mayor Curry.  Spoke about the Joint Powers Agreement meeting and its already visible impact on Amtrak.  Also spoke 
regarding meeting in Sacramento, met with Assemblyman Patterson about AB1501, and its defeat.  (Provided a handout with 
weblinks to meetings in Sacramento). 

Brian Thoburne:  from Southern California Edison, gave an update from Edison as it relates to the water crisis.  They are giving 
projects and calls related to water top priority. 

./.  . 0-0.    

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 regarding the KART bus shelters around the City of Hanford.

B. Public Works:  Discussion of City Buildings and Facilities for inclusion into the FY15-16 Capital Improvement 
Budget.

Council gave consensus to move forward with hiring a consultant to work on developing phase two of Hidden Valley Park. 

Council gave consensus to move forward on plans to have consultants look at the Civic Auditorium, the Bastille and the Old Fire 
Station to get a good a idea of structural and code issues that need to be addressed.  Also to move forward on plans to address 
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cooling and heating needs in the Court House building as outlined in the CIP proposal.   

Council asked for a copy of the 1994 Analysis.  They also asked for a rating on each of the roofs, the HVAC and electrical needs of 
each building, to find out what building has highest needs. 

./.  . 0-0. 

C. City Manager:  Council discussion to direct staff on how to proceed with the High Speed Rail Project and 
discussions with the High Speed Rail Authority.

Council gave staff direction to have the discussion with the High Speed Rail Authority regarding midigating the impacts of the 
possible station, and infrastructure needs.  

./.  . 0-0. 

2. CLOSED SESSION FOR DISCUSSION OF THE FOLLOWING:

Adjourned to closed session at 6:00 PM 

./.  . 0-0.    

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.) 

B. 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  
CASE NAME:  City of Hanford v. County of Kings  
CASE NUMBER:  Kings County No. 14C0058 

ROLL CALL BY THE CITY CLERK:

Mary Gary Pannett called the meeting to order  at 7:00 PM. 

Roll Call by the City Clerk, 
Present:  Jim Irwin (JI), Joleen Jameson (JJ), Lou Martinez (LM), Russ Curry (RC), Gary Pannett (GP) 
Absent:  None. 

./.  . 0-0. 

FLAG SALUTE:

Led by: Bob Dowd 

./.  . 0-0. 

INVOCATION:

Led by: Wes Champlin 

./.  . 0-0. 

RECOGNITIONS/PROCLAMATONS:

Parks & Recreation:  Arbor Day Proclamation 2014

PUBLIC COMMENT:

Glenda Dwyer:  Asked that Council reports be expanded to include more than what meetings were attended, but what the meetings 
were about and what work has been done. 

Brent McCreary:  Spoke on behalf of the Hanford Police Officers Association, to let the Council know that the association was here in 
support of the request to hire a consultant to move forward with the tax initiative. 
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Noor Memon:  Spoke regarding the Bastille, pleased that the City will own the building, spoke regarding the crime, and the need for 
the people to be heard (provided a handout regarding volcanic rock) 

Robert Stover:  Spoke on behalf of the American Legion, stated that the Veterans are in favor of the tax initiative that is also being 
supported by the Police Officers Association.  Stated that they are in support of providing the tools that the City's Public Safety 
needs.  Encouraged the Council to put it to the voters.  

Emily Virgeous:  With the American Legion and veterans, asked if we don't take care of them (public safety personnel) how can they 
take care of us?  Told a story of when she was burned by an exploded propane tank, stated she is very thankful for the work that the 
emergency responders did for her.  No one wants a tax, but it's needed.  Stated that a consultant is a waste of money but she was 
for the tax. 

Andrew Mattos:  Spoke regarding the redoing of the general plan right now, and there will be significant growth and expansion and 
that we need the financial base to provide for increased services, if you don't plan then you plan to fail, asked that we plan for this 
growth and provide the tools that our public safety needs.  Doesn't know that we need consultants, that its an obvious case of what is 
needed.  Urged the support of putting a measure on the ballot. 

./.  . 0-0. 

Motion made to take all items under 7 and 8 to be taken immediately following Public Comment by :Jim Irwin/Lou Martinez.  Passed. 
5-0.  Ayes: Curry , Irwin , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .   

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. STAFF COMMUNICATIONS:

Council Member Irwin did not return from the break. 

City Manager Darrel Pyle:  Working on budget documents, looking at them with the management staff soon and will be moving 
towards bringing it to council for an early review in a study session.   

Deputy Director of Public Works John Doyel:  12th avenue water main project winding down, our portion should be done in a couple 
of weeks, the State awarded bid to Agee Construction for the 12th Ave Widening project.  10th Avenue project is progressing, 
wrapping up the underground portion and will start working on the surfacing portion.  Harris street project should get started by mid 
month.   

Director of Parks & Recreation Craig Miller: April 11 is the mother-son dinner dance and april 12 is the daddy-daughter dance. 

Hanford Police Chief Carlos Mestas:  Announced the Dispatcher Awards Dinner, put on by the Dispatcher Association Sunday the 
13th, at 6 PM, and announced Battle of the Badges Boxing event on the 19th.  Also, stated that Hanford Police Explorers took first 
place in Tulare, and they will be going to Sacramento. 

Building Official Tom Webb:  Working on a uniform for Code Enforcement as requested by the Council. 

./.  . 0-0. 

4. CONSENT CALENDAR:

Motion made to approve items 4A through 4L as presented by :Joleen Jameson/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: Curry , 
Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

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. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for February 4, 2014

B. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for February 18, 2014

C. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for February 24, 2014
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D. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for February 25, 2014

E. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for March 4, 2014

F. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for March 11, 2014

G. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for March 18, 2014

H. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for March 24, 2014

I. City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for March 25, 2014

J. City Clerk:  Denial of the following claim for damages and direct the City Clerk to send out notification of 
such: Brian Monteiro 

K. PW:  Authorize the preparation of an Arc Flash Study and installation of the Program Equipment to Telstar 
Instruments, Inc. in the amount of $29,652.00

L. Finance: Approve warrant register for 3-12-2014 through 3-26-2014

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.

5. PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT CORPORATION FOR THE DISCUSSION OF THE FOLLOWING:

A. Finance Department: Fiscal Year 2013 Audit Report on the City of Hanford Public Improvement Corporation

Motion made to approve and file the Fiscal Year 2013 audit report and financial statements for the City of Hanford Public 
Improvement Corporation filed by the CPA firm of Sampson, Sampson and Partners, LLP by :Russ Curry/Joleen Jameson.  Passed. 
4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Martinez , Pannett , Jameson .    Absent: Irwin .

ADJOURN TO REGULAR SESSION

6. PUBLIC HEARING:

A. Finance Department: Public Hearing regarding the application, and Resolution 14-10-R, to issue an operating 
permit, for Jose L Ortiz Ramirez dba Circadian Taxi to operate two additional taxicabs in the City of Hanford

The item was presented by Finance Director Tom Dibble. 

Public Hearing was open at:8:43 

Speaking in favor:  
Jose Ramirez, owner of circadian taxi, stated that one of his vehicles went down so hoping to have extra cars to prevent down time, 
stated that business is good. 
Speaking against: 
none 
Rebuttal:   
none 

Council Discussion:  None. 

The public hearing was closed at 8:47 PM. 

Motion to approve Resolution 14-10-R, to issue an operating permit, for Jose L Ortiz Ramirez dba Circadian Taxi to operate two 
additional taxicabs in the City of Hanford by :Lou Martinez/Russ Curry.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett . 
Absent: Irwin .

B. Community Development: Conduct a public hearing and approve resolution 14-09-R, increasing building 
inspection and plan review fees.

The item was presented by Building Official Tom Webb. 
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Public Hearing was open at: 8:49 PM. 

Speaking in favor: 
None. 

Speaking against: 
Bob Keenan, on behalf of the BIA.  Asked that the council continue this item based on GC, fee mitigation act, haven't be followed. 
Doesn't agree that the methodology used to show costs is good justification, doesn't think that the fees should include over head 
costs of the department.  (provided a handout regarding an Attorney General's opinion) 

Rebuttal:   
Tom Webb, stated that staff has read the attorney general's opinion, and that they know and understand that we can not charge 
more than actual costs.  There was a fee study done in 2010 that was used to come up with the hourly rate for these fees. Stated not 
looking to recoup the costs of the entire department, just the costs for when they are going out on those projects.  

Bob Keenan requested a copy of the fee study, stated that the information he was given just showed project fees collected versus 
project cost, but now how the costs were calculated.  

City Manager Pyle stated that he would provide the information requested. 

Council Discussion: 

GP stated that he would like to give Mr. Keeanan time to review this information before they made any decisions. 

The public comment section was closed at 9:00 PM, and the hearing was continued to the next meeting. 

Motion to continue the public hearing to the next meeting by :Joleen Jameson/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: Martinez , 
Jameson , Pannett , Curry .    Absent: Irwin .

C. Public Works:  Conduct a public hearing and, by separate motions, adopt resolutions establishing the impact 
fees for each of the listed facilities:  14-11-R Police Facilities, 14-12-R Fire Facilities, 14-13-R Parks and 
Recreational Facilities, 14-14-R Refuse and Recycling Facilities, 14-15-R Transportation Facilities, 14-16-R 
Water Facilities, 14-17-R Wastewater Facilities, and 14-18-R Storm Water Facilities.

The item was presented by Deputy Director of Public Works John Doyel. 

GP:  Asked if these increases would impact current projects. 

John Doyel clarified that fees would not change for those who have already pulled permits, or who have parcel maps recorded, or if 
Council had already taken action via a development agreement.  These fees would go into effect July 1. 

Public Hearing was open at: 9:02 

Speaking in favor: 
None 

Speaking against: 
Bob Keenen, speaking on behalf of the BIA, again apposed the increase of fees stating that the valuation method used was not 
consistent with costs in the Central Valley. 

Rebuttal:   
John Doyel, spoke in response, stated that this discussion is not about the formula to follow, that the method was established by 
prior ordinance and the discussion was had and the use of the current method was made by prior council.  Stated that the discussion 
today was weather or not to increase the impact fees (not how they were calculated).   

Closed public comment at 9:13 

Council Discussion:  
No further discussion. 

./.  . 0-0. 

Motion to adopt resolution 14-11-R establishing the impact fees for Police Facilities by :Russ Curry/Joleen Jameson.  Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: Martinez , Jameson , Pannett , Curry .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-12-R establishing the impact fees for Fire Facilities by :Russ Curry/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: 
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Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-13-R establishing the impact fees for by Parks and Recreational Facilities by :Lou Martinez/Joleen 
Jameson.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-14-R establishing the impact fees for Refuse and Recycling Facilities by :Lou Martinez/Joleen 
Jameson.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-15-R establishing the impact fees for Transportation Facilities by :Joleen Jameson/Lou 
Martinez.  Passed.  4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-16-R establishing the impact fees for Water Facilities by :Joleen Jameson/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  4-0. 
Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-17-R establishing the impact fees for Wastewater Facilities by :Russ Curry/Joleen Jameson.  Passed. 
4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

Motion to adopt resolution 14-18-R establishing the impact fees for Storm Water Facilities by :Russ Curry/Joleen Jameson.  Passed. 
4-0.  Ayes: Curry , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .    Absent: Irwin .

7. DEFERRED BUSINESS:

All Items under 7 and 8 were moved up in the agenda to be taken immediately after Public Comment. 

./.  . 0-0.    

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

RC:  Read an email into the record from someone (not stated), stating that they would provide the survey for free, with the help of 
admin staff time, and a place to make the calls.  Stated that he would not vote in favor of highering an consultant. 

GP:  Stated that he supports the Police and Fire, and putting a meaure on the ballot, but has questions on how we go about that?  
Are we doing a special or a general tax?  Asked for clarification what an Advisory Measure was as mentioned by the City Manager 
that could be added to a general tax measure. 

City manager Darrel Pyle, stated that in an advisory measure question could be asked of the voters to spend it in a specific way, but 
the Council is not bound by the advisory measure.  

GP:  Has concern with a general tax because the people clearly want a public safety tax. Asked why do we need the consultant? 

City manager Darrel Pyle stated that they could but he would ask what language they wanted on the ballot, it would need to be very 
specific.  Stated that staff does not have the expertise. 

City Attorney Bob Dowd stated that his firm would not be able to provide the measure language. 

GP:  asked for clarification again on the budget 
City Manager Darrel Pyle:  stated that budget is $50,000 for this use, but the contract is $39,700 and the balance would be used for 
the public education on the measure and the need. 

RC:  asked why we can't use the same language that was used by another city? 

LM:  not in favor of spending money, but not in favor of not doing anything, we need to move forward, and if going through this group 
gets us in the right direction and helps us do it right, then we should.  It's time we as a council take action and move forward with this 
initiative. 

JJ:  in support of police and fire, and counts on them to know their job and to do their job, that's their area of expertise.  Our staff is 
already limited in time to do their normal day to day job, and to ask them to take on something that it outside of their expertise is 
unfair.  We are not Porterville, we have different needs, and we need to know what those are, it's not a cut and paste issue.  We 
have a large margin to work on with percentage and believes that Lew Edwards can and will show us what language we should use. 
We can rely on volunteers like done in the past, but its not enough, this is not a small job.  Not in favor of putting on the back of our 
employees, would rather give it to an expert, its what they do. 

JI: Stated that the vice mayor has an email from who knows who offering to do it, but to what result?  Lew Edwards are 
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professionals, i was in support the first time this came around, and am still in support of it.   

RC:  stated that he heard council say yes to a special sales tax and put it on the ballot so why do we need a consultant to tell us 
that? 

GP:  stated that his priority is public safety, but wants it confirmed by the citizens, he wants it to be successfull. 

Motion to authorize the Mayor to sign the Professional Services Agreement with the Lew Edwards Group to assess revenue options 
to fund Public Safety needs by:Jim Irwin/Lou Martinez.  Passed.  4- 1.  Ayes: Martinez , Jameson , Pannett , Irwin .  Nays: Curry .  

8. NEW BUSINESS:

All Items under 7 and 8 were moved up in the agenda to be taken immediately after Public Comment. 

./.  . 0-0.    

A. Hanford Police Department:  Approve the contract with CrisCom, in the amount of $3,000.00 per month, giving 
authorization to the same to seek funds for the purchase of property and architecture design costs for a new 
police station through legislative and budgetary funding sources for the City of Hanford.

Motion to approve the contract with CrisCom, in the amount of $3,000.00 per month, giving authorization to the same to seek funds 
for the purchase of property and architecture design costs for a new police station through legislative and budgetary funding sources 
for the City of Hanford by :Lou Martinez/Russ Curry.  Passed.  5-0.  Ayes: Curry , Irwin , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .   

B. Hanford Police Department:  Approve Resolution 14-08-R, authorizing the application of grants with the San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District.

Motion to approve Resolution 14-08-R, authorizing the application of grants with the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
by :Russ Curry/Joleen Jameson.  Passed.  5-0.  Ayes: Curry , Irwin , Jameson , Martinez , Pannett .   

C. City Manager:  Appointment for an unexpired term to the Hanford Planning Commission, and vacated seats on 
the General Plan Citizens Advisory Committee. 

This item was taken out of order and moved up in the Agenda, taken prior to the Consent Calendar. 

Appointment for an unexpired term to the Hanford Planning Commission, and vacated seats on the General Plan Citizens Advisory 
Committee. 

Vice Mayor Curry suggested Joann Doerter to fill his vacant seat on the General Plan Citizen's Advisory Committee. 

Council member Irwin suggested Bob Ramos to fill his vacant seat on the General Plan Citizen's Advisory Committee. 

Council consent was given to appoint Ms. Doerter and Mr. Ramos to the General Plan Citizen's Advisory Committee as 
recommended. 

Mayor Pannett suggested the appointment of David Ayers to the Hanford Planning commission. 

Motion to accept the recommendation by Mayor Pannett of David Ayers to the Planning Commision was made by :Russ Curry/Lou 
Martinez.  Passed.  3- 2.  Ayes: Curry , Martinez , Pannett .  Nays: Irwin , Jameson .  

D. Council Request:  Discussion and possible action regarding a formal leave of absence for Councilmember Irwin.

Council had a discussion regarding the government code that could trigger the need for an excused absence by a council member 
as to not render their seat vacant.  Consensus was given to regard absences by Councilmember Irwin as "excused" per the 
government code with the understanding that Councilmember Irwin would notify the Mayor if he was not going to be in attendance. 

./.  . 0-0. 

9. COUNCIL REPORTS/COMMENTS:

JJ:  None. 

LM:  attended the parking and traffic commission meeting. 

RC: attended KART and KCAG commission meetings, agenda review with the Mayor and the City Manager, JPA meeting in Madera 
and business plan is almost completed and can move forward with presentation to the State in December of this year.     Let council 
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and staff know that he will be on vacation June 15 through June 25. 

GP:  Attended the KCAO Board of Directors Meeting, Council Goal Setting Meeting, Agenda review with the City Manager and the 
Vice Mayor, the Parking and Traffic Commission meeting, and the Kings Symphony Orchestra and Combined College Choirs and 
Soloists. (Letter submitted.) 

./.  . 0-0. 

10. ADJOURNMENT:

Received and Filed at City Council Meeting on 04-01-2014: 
1. Allan Scott - listing of web-links for Senate and Assembly Hearings on 3/24 and 3/27.
2. Noor Memon - Products of Volcano.
3. Bob Keenan - Attorney General Opinion.

Respectfully Submitted, 

______________________________ 
Melonie Patrick 
City Clerk
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SUBJECT:  

City Clerk: Approve Meeting Minutes for April 1, 2014 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. A.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Minutes: April 1, 2014 
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SUBJECT:  

Finance: Approve warrant register for 3-27-2014 through 4-9-2014 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

 Approve warrant register for 3-27-2014 through 4-9-2014 
 

BACKGROUND:  
 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. G.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Warrants 3-27-14 through 4-9-14 
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Existing Hidden Valley Park 
Restroom Facilities 

Proposed 
Sidewalk 

Proposed 
Pedestrian 
Bridge 

Proposed Bridge 
Abutment (Typ.) 
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                            Bridge Quote                                                

1 

       www.excelbridge.com                         
          Nationwide Service                                                                                     Date:  March 25, 2014                                                                                        

        (800) 548-0054                                                               Excel quote # M1499-A 

           Fax (562) 944-4025                                                                                   Total pages:   3  

 

Attention:  John Atilano / Lane Engineers, Inc.                   (Changed to AISC design criteria)                           

 

RE:  City of Hanford Pedestrian Bridge / Hanford, California  

                                                                       

Quantity 1: 120’x 6’ Pratt “H-section” truss tubular steel bridge.  Delivered in 2-sections 

complete and ready to set in place.  No assembly required except to bolt together one easy splice 

(photos of how - go to: http://www.excelbridge.com/contractors/splicing.asp), install re-bar 

reinforcement, and pour concrete into the deck form pan.  Estimated lifting weight for the entire 

bridge is approx. 31,500 lbs. 

F.O.B. Hanford, CA………………$69,000.00 (Excludes Any Applicable Taxes At Time Of Delivery) 
 

Please note:  1) Excel Bridge reserves the right to utilize material sizes that may differ from 

those reflected in plan documents, w/ calculations verifying such changes meet design loads 

per the specifications.   2)  Excel Bridge is not responsible for any special inspections or 

weld testing unless specifically called out in this letter. 

 

Time Lines:  (Note: unexpected delays due to design issue clarifications not being addressed in a 

timely manner, or waiting for RFI’s to be answered by others – is not included below.) 

1) A minimum of two to three weeks for preparation of design drawings.  

2) Plus a number of weeks for you to approve drawings for fabrication. 

3) Currently our typical timelines run between 14-16 weeks for fabrication & delivery.  

However, these timelines can vary based on our back-log.  Actual fabrication time will be 

known after we receive info on material procurement & final approval to fabricate.   

 

Design & Fabrication provided by Excel Bridge: 

It is our intention to provide bridge(s) per specified loading requirements, and/or general details.  

However, for clarification, & because it’s possible we don’t have all applicable information, we 

want to point out the following assumptions.  Changes to these assumptions may affect price: 

 Basic bridge details:  Finish – atmospheric corrosion resistant steel, Deck – galvanized 

form pan with side dams ready to receive concrete by others), Diagonals per panel - 1, 

Railing system - horizontal angle safety rails with <4” openings up to a minimum 54” or  

42”, camber is to offset dead load (flat) or + 1% of length. (Note: “or” indicates 

customer’s choice – either camber option will be ADA compliant ) 

 Concrete form pan is already in place.  The deck design will be provided by Excel.  For 

any vehicle up to or less than an H-5 or 10k lbs., the deck design typically requires an “5” 

concrete slab, average thickness 4”, (1) mat re-bar using #4 bars, 12” o.c. both directions. 

 Materials:  High strength, low alloy, atmospheric corrosion resistant ASTM A847 square 

and rectangular steel tubing, and/or ASTM A588, A242, A606 plate and shapes with 

maximum tensile strength of 50 ksi with corrosion index of 5.8.  Splice bolts A325.   
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 Note; Excel is a qualified fracture critical fabricator, however, no fracture critical 

requirements appear to be specified, so these procedures will not be provided.  

 Loads & codes include:  Pedestrian load – 85 psf reducible per Pedestrian Bridge Guide 

Specs, Vehicle load – 3 ton, AISC design, AWS D1.1 welding FCAW or SMAW, Wind 

25 psf as if enclosed, No stream load, Local charts used for snow and seismic loads. 

 Height from bearing seat to top of abutment can vary per design. 

 Paint system:  Not applicable – fabricated from weathering steel and not to be painted. 

 Excel provides the slide bearing system.  

Responsibility of others:   

o Any applicable sales taxes 

o All surveying, abutment design and construction –WARNING: do not construct abutment 

before confirming final step dimensions 

o Anchor bolts & any anchor bolt templates are not supplied by Excel Bridge 

o Unloading and erection of the bridge or bridge system 

o Provision and installation of  reinforcement and concrete in the deck pan provided 

o Fuel or material surcharges, local fees, unlisted inspections, or weld testing 

 

Certifications: 

 Welding will be per A.W.S. welding code D1.1-9, Chapter 10 Tubular Structures, E70 

and E80 welding electrodes 

 Excel is certified (#1582) by the city of Los Angeles as a “High Strength Fabricator” 

 Excel is an AISC certified shop for these kinds of Simple Steel Bridges as well as “Major 

Complex Bridge” with the AISC Fracture Critical & “Sophisticated Paint” endorsement.   

 

Delivery: 

Excel will bring the bridge as close as possible to the job site with over-the-road trucks.  The 

driver will leave the public road surface at his discretion, but is not obligated to do so.  If trucks 

are held up at the site more than (2) hours, the customer will be subject to additional charges. 

Excel reserves the right to cancel or reschedule any delivery to the owner or contractor without 

additional charge or charge back to Excel if the cause is from unforeseen circumstances out of 

our control.  Examples: severe weather, trucking hold ups, terrorism, national security actions. 

 

Terms & Conditions: 

Excel Bridge requires a purchase order (P.O.) or signed letter of purchase before any action is 

taken.  We require 10% deposit to cover engineering costs, 40% deposit due for purchase of 

materials upon approval for manufacturing, and final due within 30 days from the date the bridge 

is delivered, (based on approved credit) or unless prior arrangements have been approved.  Excel 

Bridge reserves the right to not accept lengthy contract agreements that are formatted for a sub-

contractor.  We ARE NOT a sub-contractor, but rather a “supplier” only & thus accept P.O.’s or 

signed quote letters.  We reserve the right to not accept award if no agreement of terms is met.   
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Excel Bridge will not accept responsibility for potential liquidated damages without written 

agreement prior to acceptance of order.  If the bridge(s) cannot be delivered within 30 days after 

completion/or the mutually agreed-upon delivery date, partial final payment for stored finished 

materials will be required.  No retentions allowed.  Our bridge quote is valid for 30 days from 

issuance. Design illustrations, drawings, and photos from this project may be used in advertising 

by Excel Bridge Company to promote the "Design/Build" services we provide. 
 

This letter is considered contractual.  By signing, dating, and returning this letter, you are hereby 

agreeing to purchase the support structure(s) as outlined on page (1) one of this letter as well as to 

the terms also listed in this letter.   Excel Bridge Company will start design upon receipt of this 

letter but will not submit the drawings until receipt of the initial 10% progress payment.   

Fabrication will begin after final approval of shop drawings and upon receipt of the 40% progress 

payment due at that time. 

 

_____________________________________________   ______________________ 

 Authorized Signature       Date                                                               
       

Sincerely, 

 
Mark A. Becker, Bridge Specialist 

Toll Free   (800) 548-0054   Direct  (320) 762-1784 

markbecker@excelbridge.com   www.excelbridge.com 
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SUBJECT:  
Public Works: Approve the purchase of a 120'x6' Pratt "H-Section" truss tubular steel bridge from Excel Bridge 
Manufacturing Co. in the amount of $69,000.00, plus $5,175.00 in sales tax ($74,175 Total), for the Hidden 
Valley Park Pedestrian Bridge Project. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion, approve the purchase of a 120'x6' Pratt "H-Section" truss tubular steel 
bridge from Excel Bridge Manufacturing Co. in the amount of $69,000.00, plus $5,175.00 in sales tax ($74,175 
Total), for the Hidden Valley Park Pedestrian Bridge Project. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
The purpose of this Project is to replace the old, dilapidated, and unsafe pedestrian bridge structure that 
spanned Mussel Slough in Hidden Valley Park, with a new structure to be constructed in conformance with 
current building code requirements.   
 
The City has been in coordination with Lane Engineers, Inc., Technicon Engineering Services, Inc., and Excel 
Bridge Manufacturing Co. to develop site plans for the placement and construction of a new pedestrian 
bridge.  Technicon has performed a soils analysis of the proposed site and has provided that analysis to 
Lane to develop the site plan.  Using preliminary design information from Excel Bridge and the soils analysis 
from Technicon, Lane has developed a preliminary site plan and bridge alignment for the Project. 
 
To receive more detailed design information from Excel Bridge, and for Lane to finalize the design, the City 
must approve fabrication of the pedestrian bridge.  In addition, it is important to purchase the bridge early 
due to fabrication and delivery timeframes being at least 14 to 16 weeks after approval of final design 
drawings.  If approved, delivery of the pedestrian bridge would be expected in mid-September 2014. 
 
Once final design drawings and specifications have been completed, the City will start the bidding and 
award process to select a contractor to install the pedestrian bridge.  This process will take place concurrent 
with the fabrication of the pedestrian bridge by Excel Bridge.  Construction on reinforced concrete bridge 
abutments and ADA sidewalk improvements in advance of the bridge placement is anticipated to begin in 
August 2014. 
 
The delivery of the pedestrian bridge will be coordinated with construction to avoid early delivery (having 
the bridge sit on site) or late delivery (delaying construction). 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
The FY 13/14 Capital Improvement Program Budget provides $165,000 for construction, including 
contingency, for this Project.  After purchase of the pedestrian bridge, a total of $90,825 would be left for 
construction of the bridge abutments and site improvements. Attached for council review is a copy of 
budget page 203. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. E.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description
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 Preliminary Site Plan - Lane Engineers 

 Bridge Quote - Excel Bridge Manufacturing Co 

 Budget Page - Hidden Valley Park Pedestrian Bridge Replacement 

 Example Bridge Photos 
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SUBJECT:  

Public Works: Approve the Final Map and Subdivision Agreement for Tract No. 876, accept all easements 
and dedications offered for public use. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion, approve the Final Map and Subdivision Agreement for Tract No. 876, 
accept all easements and dedications offered for public use. 
 

BACKGROUND:  

The final subdivision map for Tract No. 876, a 98-lot subdivision located as shown on the attached map, has 
been checked and approved by staff.  All required fees have been paid, and proper improvement security 
for all required subdivision improvements has been posted in accordance with the attached Subdivision 
Agreement, which has been reviewed and approved by the Public Works Department and signed by the 
subdivider.  The subdivider and developer of Tract No. 876 is Blue Mountain Communities, of Vacaville, CA, 

d.b.a. Rhetorical Flourish L.L.C., a California Limited Liability Company. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
The right of way dedications and easements are offered at no cost to the city, and all subdivision 
improvements will be constructed at the developer's expense.  

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  5. F.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Location Map 

 Subdivision Agreement Tract 876 
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-19-R 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF HANFORD AUTHORIZING A 

PERMIT TO OPERATE A TAXICAB BUSINESS WITHIN THE CITY OF HANFORD TO 

KINGS CAB AND APPROVING A RATE SCHEDULE THEREFORE 

 

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

15, 2014, on the motion of Council Member _______________________, seconded by Council 

Member _______________________, and duly carried, the following Resolution was adopted: 

 Whereas, Alfonso Sangerman dba Kings Cab has applied under provisions of Title 5, Chapter 

5.52 of the Hanford Municipal Code to replace five (5) taxicabs under an existing permit to operate 

a taxicab business utilizing six (6) taxicabs within the City of Hanford, and 

 Whereas, the City Council has determined following a public hearing, that the public interest, 

convenience, and necessity require the issuance of the permit applied for, and 

 Whereas, the City Council has determined that the proposed rates and charges are fully 

justified for the proposed operations. 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Director of Finance is directed to issue a 

permit to Kings Cab to operate a taxicab business utilizing six (6) taxicabs in accordance with the 

application and pursuant to provisions of Title 5, Chapter 5.52 of the Hanford Municipal Code. 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the taxicab rates within the City of Hanford for Kings 

Cab shall be as follows: 

Taxi Cab Rates 

$3.00 flag drop 

$2.25 for each mile 

$21.00 Per hour waiting (standby time). 

 No charge for additional passengers. 

 No charge for trunk. 
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Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly called 

and held on April 15, 2014, by the following roll call vote 

Councilmember IRWIN     JAMESON     MARTINEZ     CURRY     PANNETT 
 

AYES:   
 

NOES:   
 

ABSTAIN:  
 

ABSENT:  
 

APPROVED 
 
 
_____________________________  
MAYOR of the City of Hanford 

ATTEST: 
 
 
       
ACTING CITY CLERK  
 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF KINGS )  ss 
CITY OF HANFORD ) 

 
I, _________________, Acting City Clerk of the City of Hanford, do hereby certify the 

foregoing Resolution was duly passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of 
the City of Hanford held on the 15th day of April, 2014. 

 
 
Date:   
 
 
 
   
Acting City Clerk  
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SUBJECT:  
Finance Department:  Conduct a Public Hearing regarding the application, and adopt Resolution 14-19-R, 
to issue an operating permit, for Alfonso Sangerman dba Kings Cab to operate five replacement taxicabs in 
the City of Hanford 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  

That the City Council: 

1)    Conduct a public hearing to determine if the public interest, necessity, and convenience will be served 
by authorizing Kings Cab to replace five (5) existing taxicabs and operate a total of six (6) taxicabs in the 
City of Hanford, and 

2)    If the public interest will be served, approve the resolution directing the Finance Director to issue a 
taxicab operating permit to Kings Cab identifying six (6) vehicles that may be used in Hanford. 

 
 
BACKGROUND:  

The applicant is Alfonso Sangerman dba Kings Cab based and operating at 13291 Hanford Armona Rd, 
Armona, CA 93202.  The applicant has a current permit to operate six (6) taxicabs in Hanford.  The 
application is filed pursuant to title 5, Chapter 5.52 of the Hanford Municipal Code to replace five (5) 
taxicabs in Hanford and operate a total of six (6) vehicles.  The applicant intends to operate within and 
outside the City of Hanford. 

The proposed fees to be charged by the applicant are as follows: 

$3.00             Flag Drop 
$2.25             For Each Mile 
$21.00           Per hour for Standby Time ($0.35 per minute) 
$0.00             Charge for Trunk Use or Additional Passengers 
 
A telephone survey of rates locally and in surrounding jurisdictions shows the following: 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  6. A.

Company Name Location Flag Drop Rate Per Mile Standby Fee 

Ace Yellow Cab Fresno $3.40 $2.45 $0.45 per minute 

Clovis Yellow Cab Clovis $3.40 $2.45 $0.45 per minute 

Checker Cab Visalia $3.40 $2.40 $0.42 per minute 

Central Valley 
Cab 

Hanford $2.20 $1.80 $0.30 per minute 
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There are seven (7) taxicab companies that have received authorization to operate 29 vehicles in Hanford.  
The seven (7) companies are currently operating a total of twenty-two (22) vehicles.  The seven (7) 
companies are listed below with the number of vehicles authorized and the actual number each company 
is operating. 
  

  
 
Enclosed for City Council review is a copy of the application, proposed resolution should City Council 
choose to approve the request, and a copy of the pertinent sections of the Municipal Code.  The applicant 
has submitted the appropriate fees and application.  Pursuant to the Hanford Municipal Code, the matter 
has been set for public hearing on April 15, 2014 and the other taxicab permit holders have been notified. 

 
 
FISCAL IMPACT:  
This application does not impact the fiscal year budget. 

Marathon Cab Hanford $3.00 $2.00 $0.40 per minute 

Mendez Brothers Hanford $3.00 $2.25 $0.34 per minute 

Kings Cab Hanford $3.00 $2.25 $0.21 per minute 

Taxi Steve, LLC Hanford $3.00 $2.25 $1.00 per minute 

Circadian Taxi Hanford $3.00 $2.25 $0.35 per minute 

Express Taxi Hanford $3.00 $2.50 $0.42 per minute 

Company Name 
  Vehicles 

Authorized 
  Vehicles 

Operating 
Marathon Cab   1   1 
Central Valley Cab   1   1 
Mendez Bros   12   7 
Kings Cab   6   5 
Taxi Steve, LLC   3   2 
Circadian Taxi   4   4 
Express Taxi   2   2 
    29   22 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Application 

 14-19-R Kings Cab Resolution 

 Chapter 5.52 of the Hanford Municipal Code 
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-09-R 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

HANFORD TO REVISE THE BUILDING DIVISION USER FEE 

SCHEDULES FOR NEW SINGLE FAMILY, DUPLEX AND MULTI-

FAMILY DWELLINGS AND ALL NEW COMMERCIAL AND 

INDUSTRIAL PROJECTS FOR SERVICES RENDERED BY THE CITY 

OF HANFORD COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT  

 

 

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

the 1
st
 day of  April, 2014 on motion of Council Member ______________,  seconded by 

Council Member _______________, and duly carried, the following Resolution was adopted: 

WHEREAS, Chapter 15.02 of Title15 of the Hanford Municipal Code provides that 

Building Division user fees including, without limitation, building permit fees, inspection fees 

and other related fees (collectively “building fees” ) shall be adopted by resolution of the City 

Council and; 

WHEREAS, an analysis of the fees currently assessed by the Building Division for these 

types of projects show a deficit in collection verses actual cost to provide services and; 

WHEREAS, the State of California allows local agencies to charge building fees based 

on estimated costs of providing the services rendered; 

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

as follows: that the Building Division fees for all new single family dwellings, duplexes, multi-

family units, commercial projects and industrial projects be revised to use the most current 

edition of the Building Valuation Data produced by the International Code Council, or 

percentage thereof based on actual costs to provide the service, to determine the value. A 

contract, signed by all parties, for the cost to build a specific project may be substituted for the 

Building Valuation Data sheet as determined by the building official. The building inspection 
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fees will then be determined as per table 1-A of the 1997 Uniform Building Code and the plan 

review fees will be 65% of the inspection fees. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the provisions of this Resolution supersede 

Resolution 07-54-R. 
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Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly 

called and held on April 1, 2014, by the following roll call vote 

Councilmember IRWIN      JAMESON     MARTINEZ     CURRY     PANNETT 

 

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 

Resolution was duly passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of 

Hanford held on the 1
ST

 day of  April, 2014. 

 

 

Date:   

 

 

 

   

Melonie Patrick 

City Clerk  
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SUBJECT:  

Community Development: Continue the public hearing started on April 1, 2014, and approve resolution 14-
09-R, increasing building inspection and plan review fees. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
Approve resolution to increase building inspection and plan review fees as presented 
 

BACKGROUND:  
The State of California allows local building departments to charge fees based on the estimated reasonable 

cost of providing the services rendered. The fees in the City of Hanford are less than actual cost based on 
review of actual permits issued, plan reviews done and inspection provided. This creates a drain on the 
general fund. Each new project should closely pay for the services rendered to that project and the general 
fund should only pay for the services to the public in general.   
 

A public hearing, and testimony was received on this matter at the April 1, 2014 City Council meeting.  At 
that time Bob Keenan with the BIA, requested specific documentation related to the rate study used to 
establish proposed fees.  The City Council closed the public comment section and continued the hearing to 
the following meeting. 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
This change will increase the revenue to the Building Department, reducing it's impact on the general fund. 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  6. C.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 14-09-R Building Code Resolution 

 Example - Bid Valuation pages from ICC 

 Example - Uniform Builing code table 1-A 
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SUBJECT:  

Public Works: As it relates to Landscape Assesment District Annexation No 07-02-A. 

 
1.  Adopt the attached resolutions, 14-20-R Initiating Annexation Proceedings for Assessment District 
Annexation No. 07-02-A; and, 14-21-R Intention to Levy Assessments and Confirmation of Engineer's Report 
for Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A; and, 

2.  Conduct a Public Hearing regarding Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A, adopt the attached 
resolution 14-22-R annexing additional properties to Assessment District No. 07-02-A, and confirming Levy and 

Collection of Annual Assessments. 

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the City Council, by motion: 

1. Adopt the attached resolutions, Initiating Annexation Proceedings for Assessment District Annexation 
No. 07-02-A; and, Intention to Levy Assessments and Confirmation of Engineer's Report for Assessment 
District Annexation No. 07-02-A; and,  

2. Following a public hearing regarding Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A, adopt the attached 
resolution annexing additional properties to Assessment District No. 07-02-A, and confirming Levy and 
Collection of Annual Assessments.  

 
 

BACKGROUND:  

On October 16, 2007, the City Council approved the formation of Landscape Assessment District No. 07-02, 
in order to establish a funding mechanism to pay for maintenance of decorative masonry block fencing 
and landscaping and irrigation improvements located along 12th Avenue, and for the cost of interior street 
lighting within Tract No. 811, as shown on the attached map.   

 
The subdivider and developer of Tract No. 876 (Blue Mountain Communities, of Vacaville, CA, d.b.a. 
Rhetorical Flourish L.L.C., a California Limited Liability Company) has requested annexation of Tract No. 876 
and Tentative Tract No. 902 (APN 011-040-0160) to Assessment District No. 07-02 in order to provide funding 
for maintenance of decorative masonry block fencing and landscaping and irrigation improvements 

located along 12th Avenue, Hume Avenue, and Hanford-Armona Road, and for the cost of interior street 
lighting for the subdivisions.   
 
The California Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 allows for annexation of additional properties to an 

existing Assessment District in a single proceeding, with waiver of formal mailed and published hearing 
notice requirements, provided that the written consent of all property owners within the territory to be 
annexed is obtained. 
 

Blue Mountain Communities, d.b.a. Rhetorical Flourish L.L.C., is the owner of all lots and parcels within both 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  6. B.
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existing Assessment District No. 07-02 and proposed Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A, and has 
provided a written Request for Annexation and Waiver and has signed a Ballot in support of Assessment 
District Annexation No. 07-02-A.  

 
Assessment District Annexation No. 07-02-A is the first annexation of additional properties to Assessment 
District No. 07-02. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT:  

The cost of maintaining the improvements within Assessment District  07-02 and the cost of lighting within the 
subdivisions will be funded by annual assessments on the lots and parcels. 

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Location Map 

 Resolution Initiating Proceedings 

 Resolution of Intention to Levy Assessments 

 Resolution Annexing Additional Property 

 Request/Waiver 

 Ballot 

 Engineer's Report for LAD Annexation No. 07-02-A 
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ORDINANCE NO. 14-01 

MUNICIPAL CODE AMENDMENT 2014-01 

 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF HANFORD AMENDING CHAPTER 

17.28.050(E) ADDING “INDOOR GUN RANGES” TO THE LIST OF 

CONDITIONAL USES IN THE SERVICE COMMERCIAL (SC) ZONE.   
 

 

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

 

 Section 1:  The following is added to the list of conditional uses in the Service 

Commercial zone Section 17.28.050(E): 

• Indoor Gun Ranges 

 Section 2: The Council does hereby find as a fact that this Ordinance has been 

recommended for passage by the Planning Commission of the City of Hanford after public 

hearing before the Planning Commission after notice required by Section 17.66.050 of the 

Hanford Municipal Code and Government Code Section 65854.  

Section 3:  The City Council hereby finds that the proposed amendment is consistent 

with the objectives of the zoning regulations as set forth in Section 17.02.020 of the Hanford 

Municipal Code, and that this Ordinance has been introduced by the City Council after public 

hearing held on the 14
th

 day of April, 2014, at 7:00 p.m. of said day after notice required under 

the provisions of Section 65856 of the Government Code. 

Section 4: The City Council of the City of Hanford finds that per Section 15061(b)(3) of 

the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines the project is found to be exempt 

from environmental review.   

Section 5:  Effective Date and Publication.  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.   
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Section 3: 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, and the zoning 

will apply to such property in the event of subsequent annexation to the City under the provisions 

of Section 65859 of the Government Code. 
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Passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Hanford duly called 

and held on May 6, 2014, by the following roll call vote 

COUNCILMEMBER  IRWIN      JAMESON     MARTINEZ     CURRY     PANNETT 

 

AYES:   

 

NOES:   

 

ABSTAIN:  

 

ABSENT:  

 

APPROVED 

 

 

_____________________________  

MAYOR of the City of Hanford 

ATTEST: 

 

 

       

INTERIM CITY CLERK  

 

 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 

COUNTY OF KINGS          ) ss 

CITY OF HANFORD          ) 

 

I, __________________, Interim 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 15
th

 day of April, 2014, and it was duly and adopted at a regular meeting of the 

City Council of the City of Hanford held on the 6
th

 day of May, 2014.  

 

 

Dated:   _____________________   _____________________________ 

Interim City Clerk 
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SUBJECT:  

Community Development:  Hold a public hearing and introduce and waive Ordinance 14-01 for Municipal 
Code Amendment 2014-01, a request to amend the Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 17.28.050(E) to add "indoor 
gun ranges" to the list of conditional uses permitted in the Service Commercial (SC) zone district.  

  

RECOMMENDATION:  
Staff recommends that the City Council hold a public hearing on the project.  Following the public hearing, 
introduce and waive the first reading for Ordinance 14-01 amending a portion of the Municipal Code 

Chapter 17.28.05(E) to add "indoor gun ranges" to the list of conditional uses in teh Service Commercial zone 
district.  
 

BACKGROUND:  
On February 25, 2014, the Planning Commission held a public hearing and adopted Resolution No. 2014-05 
recomending approval of Municipal Code Amendment 2014-01 to the City Council.  

 
Several individuals spoke in favor of the proposed amendment, no one spoke in opposition.  The Planning 
Commission raised the issue of Section 09.04.010 of the Municipal Code, which states "It is unlawful for any 
person to fire or discharge any pistol, gun, air gun or firearm of any kind within the city except upon special 

permit issued by the police chief."  Staff has reviewed this section with legal counsel and have determined 
that if the Police Chief is supportive of a conditional use permit, that the conditional use permit would be 
considered the special permit authorizing the discharge of guns within the City limits.  An amendment to 
Section 09.04.010 would therefore not be required.  

 

FISCAL IMPACT:  
None 

 

AGENDA 

STAFF REPORT 

MEETING DATE:  4/15/2014 AGENDA SECTION:  6. D.

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

 Planning Commission Staff Report 3-25-14 

 ORDINANCE 14-01 - AMENDING CHAPTER 17.28.050(E) ADDING “INDOOR GUN RANGES” 
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