CITY OF DEL REY OAKS

650 CANYON DEL REY RD. - DEL REY OAKS, CALIFORNIA 93940

PHONE (831) 394-8511 - FAX {831) 394-6421
AGENDA
SPECIAL MEETING OF THE

CITY OF DEL REY OAKS CITY COUNCIL
THURSDAY, MARCH 10, 2016 AT 6:00 P.M,
CHARLIE BENSON MEMORIAL HALL, CITY HALL

1. 6:00 P.M. - ROLL CALL — Council
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS:
Anyone wishing to address the City Council on matters not appearing on the Agenda
may do so now. The public may comment on any other matter listed on the Agenda at
the time the matter is being considered. There will be a time limit of not more than three
minutes for each speaker. No action will be taken on matters brought up under this item and all
comments will be referred to staff.

4. OLD BUSINESS:
A. Consider Options for Traffic Calming on Carlton Drive, Portola Drive and
Quendale Avenue. Action Item

5. CONFIRM NEXT MEETING DATE: Tuesday, March 22, 2016, at 6:00 P.M. as the date
and time of the Council’s next regular meeting.

6. ADJOURNMENT

Information distributed to the Council at the meeting becomes part of the public record. A copy of written
material, pictures, etc. must be provided to the secretary for this purpose. All enclosures and materials
regarding these agenda items are available for public review at the Del Rey Oaks City Hall, 650 Canyon Del
Rey Road, Del Rey QOaks.
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WORK THAT HAS BEEN COMPLETED

Replaced and added additional traffic signs.

Added a stop sign @ Canyon & Portola.

Removed the metal barrier, Re-stripped and signed the crosswalk
@ Portola & Tweed.

Re-stripped intersections and painted traffic berms.

Tree cutting on all streets to increase visibility.

Radar warning device in use.

Enforcement increased — However stamped traffic survey
required to use radar on Carlton Dr.

Consulted with two traffic engineers — and received traffic calming
RFP.

Motor home removed from Quendale @ Carlton Dr.

Requested CALTRANS to increase/enhance bike lane signage @
CDR & Carlton Dr.
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Dennis G. Allion

Patricia “Pat™ Lintell Council Member

Council Member

Re:  Del Rey Oaks Traffic Calming Devices

Dear Mayor Edelen and City Council Members:

I am writing on behalf of Del Rey Oaks resident, Paul Keene, with regard to the
City’s contemplation of installing traffic calming devices on Portola Drive and Carlton
Drive. The City’s process in evaluating traffic calming devices for these streets is
flawed and is not legally supportable.

The City of Del Rey Oaks does not employ a traffic engineer. The installation
of traffic calming devices must be studied and done in accordance with professional
traffic engineering analysis and be based on recognized engineering standards, must
adhere to the California Vehicle Code and/or adopted state and federal standards, and
must be consistent with the circulation element of the City’s Genera! Plan.

I understand the traffic count/speed evidence presented to the Council does not
support the installation of said devices and there has been no traffic study or traffic
engineering analysis supporting either the need for these devices, or an analysis of
alternatives.

PHONE 831-424-1414 FROM MONTEREY 831-372-7525 FAX 831-424-1975
333 SALINAS STREET POST OFFICE BOX 2510 SALINAS, CA 93902-2510
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I also understand the Chief of Police and Fire Department are against installing
these devices without proper vetting and without adequate data or engineering analysis
to support them. These public safety agencies recognize these devices will interfere
with their ability to respond to the public safety.

The City Attorney recognizes the increased liability the City will face if traffic
calming devices are installed, particularly without proper traffic engineering analysis.

The Police Chief outlined a list of alternative actions which could be taken to
control traffic on these two streets. There are a host of other traffic control measures
that should be considered.

One option could be the installation of speed limit signs with radar that flash the
actual speed of a vehicle as it approaches the sign to show the driver what their speed
is. Installing four of these types of signs, two on Portola and two on Carlton may well
be a better way to address the perceived speed problem. The City of Monterey has
them in several areas around Monterey and they appear to be effective. This would help
cars to slow down, but it would also help citizens see what the actual speed is of
vehicles traveling on Portola and Carlton. As the current speed survey indicates there is
no speeding problem, this could also help citizens who perceive there a speed problem,
see that most drivers are adhering to the speed limit,

Based on the October 27" City Council motion, the City cannot order or install
speed cushions without hiring a traffic engineer to evaluation the situation, and also
coming back to the Council with a formal Resolution on the matter.

We recognize that some residents perceive a speeding issue. That perception,
however, is not supported by the evidence. The public safety concerns from the City’s
public safety providers is of utmost concern, as is the lack of any traffic engineering to
support installation of any devices, which could expose the City to liability from
accidents or injuries arising from the installations.

It is paramount that your Council rely on expert traffic engineers, your public
safety officials” comments, and vet a full array of alternatives before proceeding with
the installation of any speed bumps, speed humps or speed cushions on these streets.

If after this process, the City Council is still inclined to implement speed bumps,

speed humps, or speed cushions, the City must prepare a set of traffic engineering
standards relating to the design and placement of these devices, as well as speed/traffic

21629\0001614335.1:12415



Jerry Edelen

Kristin A. Clark
Patricia “Pat” Lintell
Mike Ventimiglia
Dennis G. Allion
December 4, 2015
Page 3

volume criteria warranting the installation, for approval by the City Council, all in
compliance with CEQA and the City’s General Plan.

Please place my name on the list of person to receive notice of meetings and
actions regarding this matter.

Additionally, should the City decide to move forward with ordering and
installing speed bumps, speed humps or speed cushions, please provide me with at least
30 days notice of that action, so I can consult with Mr. Keene regarding his legal
options to prevent the installation of said devices. As this is a matter of general public
concern and such a challenge would protect an important right affecting the public
interest, such a challenge could also expose the City to attoey fees under Code of
Civil Procedure section 1021.5.

Sincerely,

NOLAND, HAMERLY, ETIENNE & HOSS
A Pro Corporation

Christine G. Kemp

CGK;acc

cc:  Daniel Dawson, City Manager (citymanager@delreyoaks.org)
Ron Langford, Chief of Police (cop@delreyoaks.org)
Christina Trujillo, City Attorney (attorneytrujillo@yahoo.com)
Paul Keene (PAUL@PAULKEENEINVESTIGATIONS.COM)

21629\000\614335.1:12415



PETITION
FOR A SAFER CARLTON DRIVE

Please sign below if you are open to considering the installation of “speed cushions” (like those installed on Plumas)
as a speed control measure for Carlton Drive, for the purposes of reducing traffic speeds and improving public safety.

Speed cushions are several small speed humps instalied across the width of the road with
spaces between them. The speed cushions slow cars down to between 15-20 mph as they
ride over them. However, the wider axle of emergency vehicles such as fire trucks and
ambulances allows them to straddle the cushions, driving over them without slowing down.

Speed cushions are a lower cost alternative than other methods since they are easily
installed and removed. They are generally made of recycled rubber. Speed cushions have
been shown to be more effective than reduced speed limit signs, center islands, and other methods for reducing

speeds in residential neighborhoods.
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Meeting Minutes of the Traffic Committee for the City of
Del Rey Oaks, Wednesday, February 17, 2016 at 9:00
a.m., Charlie Benson Memorial Hall.

Attending: Council Member Dennis Allion
City Attorney Truijillo
Chief Langford
Layne Buckley
Mike Fitzsimmons
Caitlin Baczuk via speakerphone

Committee discussed the agenda item - consider proposal to conduct a traffic study in
Del Rey Oaks.

Chief Langford presented the proposal and recommended that the City Manager
authorize the study.

Mr. Buckley asked if the RFP appropriately addressed the direction of the City Council.
Discussion followed with following points being made:

1. City Council direction gave latitude for City Manager to do what is in best interest
of the City and in his best jludgement.

2. City Council direction called for a specific "stamped" engineering study to address
speed cushions and the proposed study does not specifically address the stamped
study issue.

3. Is it appropriate to spend roughly $9,500 on the traffic study? The email from the
person proposing the study seems to draw a forgone conclusion that speed bumps
would not be appropriate.

4, Some disagreement from the Committee members as to how to proceed and what
to recommend to the Council at Tuesday's meeting. Appropriate to present facts and
information gathered to date to the council for open discussion.

5. Clear frustration by a significant number of citizens that "nothing” has been done to
address this safety issue for thirty years.

Additional non-agenda topics:

1. Proposed that there be formal minutes of the traffic committee meetings. - All
agreed

2. The next meeting date should be established at each meeting. Agreed on 9 a.m.
on the 1%t
Tuesday following each City Council meeting.

3. Signage needed on Highway 218 that states it is illegal fo use the bike iane to pass
cars on the right that are tuming left off the highway.

4, Has it been considered and what are the issue {legal, relational, expense) of
closing off access to/ffrom Seaside on Cariton Drive,

5. What is status of efforts to obtain one or more grants to help pay for any traffic
calming measures that may be implemented?



CITY OF DEL REY OAKS
MINUTES OF A MEETING
OF THE TRAFFIC COMMITTEE
February 17, 2016

A meeting of the Traftic Safety Committee (“Traffic Committee”) as formed by the City Council
(“City Council”) of Del Rey Oaks (‘the City”) was held on February 17, 2016, beginning at 9:00
AM Pacific Time at the Del Rey Oaks City Hall located at 650 Canyon Del Rey Blvd, Del Rey
Oaks, CA 93940, pursuant to notice duly given to all members of the Traffic Committee.

The following Members were present: Mike Fitzsimmons (on behalf of Megan Fitzsimmons),
Layne Buckley, and Caitlin Baczuk (participated via phone).

Present from the City for all or a portion of the meeting were Christina Trujillo, City Attorney;

Ronald Langford, Chief of Police, and Dennis Allion, City Council Member. Mr. Buckley served
as Secretary of the meeting.

INTRODUCTION

Mr. Langford opened the meeting.

PROPOSAL FROM HATCH MOTT MACDONALD

Mr. Langford provided a proposal from Hatch Mott MacDonald, attached hereto as Exhibit A. Mr.
Langford recommended that the Committee approve the proposal to authorize work. Mr. Allion
and Ms. Trujillo also recommended to proceed with approving the Proposal.

Members of the Traffic Committee expressed concerns that the scope of the RFP did not reflect
the scope of the project as approved by the City Council. The Members stated that they believed
the scope of the project was to get a stamped engineering plan and engineering recommendation
for placement of speed cushions on Carlton Drive in the City of Del Rey Oaks. The Members
believe at least two parts of the Proposal were inconsistent with that scope, specifically,

e "The City wants to reduce vehicle speeds on Carlton Drive, but it is uncertain whether
speed cushions (e.g., speed humps, etc.) or other traffic calming methods or devices would
be appropriate.”

o "Notincluded in the scope of work are [...] design of any roadway feature or traffic control
device.”
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Ms. Trujillo advised that the scope of the RFP was general. Mr. Buckley questioned whether the
scope of the RFP may be either specific or general and, if it may be specific, why a specific request
was not made. Mr. Fitzsimmons stated that the scope of the RFP should be specific to the City
Council vote.

Ms. Trujillo agreed to research, upon City Council approval, whether the RFP could be specific to
the placement of speed cushions on Carlton Drive.

Further, Mr. Buckley questioned whether the entirety of the engineering study was necessary, or
if a stamped engineering plan could be completed without the entire study to save both time and
costs. Ms. Tryjillo advised that it would behoove the City to have a full report, but would research,
at approval of the City Council, whether the scope of the project could be narrowly tailored to the
placement of speed cushions.

Mr. Buckley stated that as a member of the Committee he was not comfortable approving the
Proposal if it was inconsistent with the scope approved by the City Council. Mr. Fitzsimmons and
Ms. Baczuk agreed.

The Members, Mr. Allion, and Ms. Trujillo agreed that Mr. Buckley will report to the City Council
that Mr. Buckley, Mr. Fitzsimmons, and Ms. Baczuk would not approve the Proposal for those
reasons, and that the matter be taken to the City Council for clarification on the scope of the
request.

In addition, Ms. Baczuk recommended that a revised RFP be conducted, in which a second bid is
also solicited. Mr. Allion and the other Members supported this request.

UPDATES ON MATTERS DISCUSSED IN PRIOR COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Mr. Buckiley requested an update on the long term plan as presented by Rich Deal, City of
Monterey City Traffic Engineer, in the December 9, 2015 Committee Meeting, as well as an update
regarding the suggestion made in the December 15, 2015 City Council Meeting to research grants
to fund this project. In the February City Council Meeting, the Committee will request that Mr.
Dawson provide an update regarding the long term plan and grant research.

Pursuant to discussion in the November 12, 2015 Committee Meeting, Mr. Buckley asked whether
a sign could be placed on Hwy 218 at the intersection of Carlton Drive providing notice to drivers
that it is prohibited by the vehicle code to pass on a bike lane. Mr. Langford will contact CalTrans
asking what signage would be appropriate.

Mr. Buckley asked when the speed trailer deployment and patrol car presence would be resumed
on Carlton Drive and Portola Drive. Mr. Langford stated that the speed trailer and patrol car
presence would resume.
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NEW BUSINESS

Mr. Buckley asked whether other solutions raised by the City Council members in the September
22,2015 City Council Meeting would be considered, specifically, temporary, partial, or permanent
closure of Carlton Drive at Plumas. Mr. Allion agreed this would solve many problems and had
been discussed in the past. Mr. Langford advised that this may require additional agency review.
Ms. Trujillo will research, at the approval of the City Council, the process to consider this action.
Mr. Buckley further asked that the research include whether engineering is required. Mr. Buckley
will raise this in the City Council meeting for consideration.

Mr. Buckley raised other low-cost traffic calming solutions for the City to consider, including
painted bike lanes, median painting, and roadway narrowing via striping. Mr. Langford, Mr.
Allion, and Mr. Fitzsimmons supported bike lanes and additional painting and striping. Mr.
Buckley will raise these items in the City Council meeting for consideration.

RESIDENT PERSPECTIVES

Mr. Fitzsimmons expressed his concern over the lack ot leadership to solve the speeding concerns
raised by the residents, as well as the perceived lack of interest and delay in the process. Mr.
Fitzsimmons stated that nothing should be more important to the City than the safety of its
residents.

Ms. Baczuk expressed her concerns over the amount of time taken to date, and emphasized that
the concern over public safety has been repeatedly raised by residents to the City for several years.

ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS

Mr. Buckley requested that, consistent with the Seaside Traffic Committee, minutes be taken at
each Committee meeting. Further, he requested that there be a standing item for a report of the
Traffic Committee in each City Council Meeting. Finally, he requested that at the conclusion of
each Committee Meeting, the date and of the next Committee Meeting be set, with an agenda to
be circulated in advance of the meeting. All members and representatives of the City agreed to
hold the Committee Meetings on the Tuesday immediately following the City Council Meeting, at
9:00AM Pacific. Due to a conflict on March 1, 2016, the next Traffic Committee meeting is
proposed to be held on Wednesday, March 2, 2016 at 10:00 AM Pacific Time at the Del Rey Oaks
City Hall. A teleconference number will be provided for Members who are unable to attend in
person.
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ADJOURN

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 10:00 AM, Pacific Time.

Respectfully submitted,
DRAFT

Layne Buckley
Secretary for the Meeting



Minutes of a Meeting of the Traffic Committee
DRAFT

February 17, 2016

Page 5

Proposal from Hatch Mott MacDonald



Ron l..anM '

From: Higgins, Keith [Kelth.Higgins@hatchmett.com]

Sent: Tuesday, Fabruary 02, 2016 10;37 AM

To: Ron Langford

Subject: RE: DRO PROPOSAL

Attachments: Cariton Drive Traffic Caiming Evaluation Proposal.pdf;

Clty_of Seaside_Traffic_Calming_Policy.pdf

Hi Ron,
Here Is the proposal for the Cartton Drive Traffic Calming Evatuation. Also attached Is the Seaside Traffic Calming Policy

we prepared a few years ago when we were evaluating connections to General Jim Moore.

Based on a cursory review of the data, the results of the study will probably be that the volumes won’t meet criteria for
traffic calming. The street should be classified as a coifector, so the speed limit should be 30mph. A collector would not
meet warrants for traffic caiming. A local street would meet speed warrants, but could be mitigated by speed feedback
signs. The detalled study would document all of this. A lot of the cost is meetings, hearings and documentation.

Please call me if you have any questions,
Thanks, Keith

Kelth B. Higglns, PE, TE

Hatch Mott MacDonald | keith. higains@hatchmstt.com
13008 First Street, Gliroy, Californla 95020

T 408.848.5912 € 408.201.2752 F 408.848.2202

1 tehmeli.com

5;” Hatch Mott

ease MacDonald
Delivering Sclutions

From: Ron Langford

Sant: Wednesday, January 27, 2016 12:11 PM
To: Higgins, Kelth

Subject: RE: DRO PROPOSAL

Would be great

From: Higgins, Keith [mailto:Keith Hiagins @hatchmott.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2016 11:49 AM

To: Ron Langford

Subject: RE: DRO PROPOSAL

Hi Ron, We're working on it now. Would Monday be ok? Thanks, Keith

Kelth B. Higgins, PE, TE

Hatch Mottt MacDohaid |

13008 First Street, Glirgy, California 95020

T 408.848.5912 € 408.201.2752 F 408.848.2202
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Hatch Mott
MacDonald

Delrvering Solutions

Sant: Wedmday January 27, 20167 IS AM
To: Higgins, Kefth
Subject: DRO PROPOSAL

Keith — Any ETA on a scope of work and proposal for us? ( know you are busy, just making sure that 1 follow up for my
CM.

Thanks

Ron

Attention: This e-mail
and eny files transmitted with it from Hatch Mott MacDonald ere confidential and intended solely for use of the
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received thig e-msil in error please immediately
notify the sender. This
email has been scanned by the Microsoft Forefront Online Protection for Exchange service. For more

information please visit http://messaging microgoft.com

Attention: This e-mail
and any files transmitted with it from Hatch Mott MacDonald are confidential and intended solely for use of the
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this e-mail in error please immediately
notify the sender. This
mﬂhasbeenscanmdbyfhehﬁmsoﬂForeﬁ'ont Online Protection for Exchange service. For more




Hatch Mott 13008 st stvc
MacDonald T 408-848-31 22 www.hatchmott.com

Febrvary 1, 2016

Ron Langford, Chief of Police
City of Del Rey Oaks

650 Canyon Del Rey Road
Del Rey Oaks, CA 93940

RE: Cariton Drive Traffic Calming Evaluation,
Del Rey Oaks, Californin

Desr Ron:

Hatch Mott MacDonsld (HMM) is pleased to submit this proposel to provide traffic
engineering services for the cvaluation for the noed and type of traffic calming on
Carlton Drive in Del Rey Osaks, California. The City of Del Rey Qaks wants to
reduce vehicle spaeds on Carlion Drive, but is uncertain whether speed cushions {c.g.
speed humps, efc.) or other iraffic calming methode or devices would be appropriate.

The proposed scope of work is primarily based off my meeting with you and other
City officials in Janmary 2016 and the additional background information you have
provided me, including a speed survey commissioned by the City and a letter from
Chrigtine G. Kemp of Noland, Hamerly, Eticnne and Hoes, Attorncys at Law, who is
representing a citizen of Del Rey Oaks.

A. Proposed Scope of Work

The following scope of work is proposed for this ovaluation.

Task 1 —Fieid Visit

A field visit will be made to both the current and proposed achool sites, Obaervations
will be made regarding traffic circulation, parking facjlitics (on and off-site), transit
Task 2 — Compiiation of Available Data

Availablc information useful for this eveluation will be acquired by HMM. This
would include date from the city-commissioned speed survey, collision data,
vetification of roadwey olassification (from both City General Plan and Caltrans
Road System maps) and traffic calming evaluation criteria from other jurisdictions,
Task 3 - Collision Hivtory Evaluation

An evaiuation of available collision data for Carlton Drive will be performed during
the previous three (3) yesr (et 2 minimam), The evaluation will identify any
collision trends that may be cormected by vatious types of traffic calming.

Note: This task will only be performed if sufficient collision data ie available.

Task 4 ~ Evainate Need for Traffic Calming

16-I Pl dne
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Using the data and resulis from Tasks 2, 1, and 4, the need to implement traffic
calming on Carlton Drive will be determined. This will be based on objective criteria
for determining appropriatc traffic calming devices included in the City of Seaside
Treffic Calming Program, which is attached for your convenience,

Task 5 — Effectiveness of Traffic Calming in Speed Reduction

Different types of traffic calming will be identified that cen reduce vehicle speeds,
such as entry treatments, speed feedback signs and speed bumps. The effectivencss
of those different typos of traffic calming will also be noted, based upon the resnlts of
poblished studies. Thie will include how the effectiveness of these traffic calming
devices can vary based upon s vehicle’s distance from the device, Typical
fnstallation costs of the devives will also be provided,

Task & - Documentation

The resuits of this evalustion will be summarized in an administrative deaft report,
with appropriate graphics, submitted to you for review by you end other City staff
Responses to your commenis will be incorporsted into & draft report for use by the
City of Del Roy Oaks.

Note: This badget does not include respomses to any public comments, including
commexts from other public agencies (e.g. the City of Seaside, City of Monterey,
Calirans, eic.). Such comments can be prepared for an additional fes.

Task 7 - Meetings

HMM will attend up to iwo meetings. The first meeting will be a neighborhood
meeting to disouss public conoams about the project. The second would be & City
Council public hearing reganding the project. Additionsl meetings can be sitended
for an additional fee.

Not Included

Not included in the above scope of work arc additions] analyses beyond what are
specifically outlined sbove, any traffic volume data collection, any operstional
snalysis, design of any roadway feature or treffic control device, design of any
parking lot festure, attendance at more then iwo project-relmted moetings, cost
estimates for mitigation measures, cost allocation formulas for mitigation measures,
or any other task not speoificelly cdescribed in the scope of work or explicitly
suthorized. Any additional work required to that described under the Scope of
Services above will be comsidered exira work. Receipt of written anthorization for
any additional work beyond our Scope of Services will be required prior to
perﬁng:jingmyaddiﬁmalworkbeymdwhuthspedﬂmlhr&mibedinﬂﬁs
proposal.

Ron Langford < 02/01/16 Poge 2
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B. Budget
The not-to-excoed fes for this study is $9,550 (scc Attachment A). We are prepared

to start work on this project upon mutharization. Costs will be acerued on a time and
materials basis according to the fee schedule shown ss Atiachment B.

The authorized budget will not be excesded without your approval,

C. Terms of Agrecment

Terms of this agreement are includsd in Attackment C.

D. Conclusion

If the above scope of work, budget and agreement terms are acceptable to you, please
retumn 2 signed copy of the sttached Authorization to Prooced (Attachment D),
which will serve as our authorization to proceed.

X you heve any questions regarding the contents of this proposal or need additional

information, please do not hesitate to contact Jeff Waller at your cotrveniencs, Thank
you for the opportunity to assisi you with this project.

Keith B. Higgins, PE, TE / ,
Vice President
T 408.848.3122 F 408.848.2202
keith. higgins@hatchmott.com

kbh; jmv
enclomres

Ron Langford | 02/01/16 Poge 3
161 Prol doe



Ept'1188png r-H)

'BLOT JaquIBIe( (RN BARDEYS BBje) AUNDY LD peseq s) eyaunse eey Y] °|

seron
05563 - S)80Q) [ej0)]
Fl$ : “9)0 'Bupddiys ‘Bupljid
L6$ : sesuediy [eags)
I d) . 08 z8zs . BEG'SS | DZ8'e$ | sesuedxg yu)s
_m!‘.oa . £ ; ] 4 L7 el : SINOH o)
vz ) 8 . {2) sBupoew -2
{880'L$ g ¥ L feuly
16’18 oL 1 8 1 ‘ VYRI] SAREREUILIPY
. WofE|UaILIR20a 9 |
102 1% ] L ¥ L uofonpey E&m uj Bujkiied SYIEI 0 ReeUeAoel G
960'1$ ) ¥ l |t BUfti|e0) SWEL). 40} pa); SENRAT P
Z 2 UORENRAZ AKHSI LOBHIOD 'E
K3 ¥ | EJeC] IqByEAY 30 LopBpduIOD 7.
£ € | “WSIA PP | |
33 Wi 1618 2088
ooy inoy g UBRUYDeL | Joouliug | WepjeRig
T8 RioL wnog avous | sefoug oA yse) uopp 1osfoud
sy Bujjig Auinoy pus jeuunsieg

9102 '} Aserugey
PiBUOGORN IOW yoie}H
Aq pepjwigng

sjewns3 a0y
VD 'syeQ Asy sQ
uogen|ea3 Bupujes aie1) eAl( uoyes

V Weluysayy



Hatch Mott ATTACHMENT &

MacDonald

FEE SCHEDULE

Effective through December 2016

PERSONNEL
Classtfication Rate/Hour
Vice President $302
Principal Engineer $240
Senior Consultant $240
Senior Project Engineer $227
Senior Planner / Senlor Traffic Modeler $227
Project Engineer $191
Senior Planner $176
Associate Planner {161
Engineer I $161
Specialist IV — Assistant Planner $i41
Specialist Il ~ Senior CAD Technidan $141
CAD Technician, Designer $141
Planner I $110
Engineer Il - Assistant CAD Technician $107
Planner I $93
Administrative Assistant Il $93
Spedialist It - Traffic Count Supervisor, Field Technician $79
Technician I - Traffic Counter $62
Minimum Consultation Fee $556
Expert Witness (Rates Avallable on Request)

SUB-CONSULTANTS
Professional Service by Others Cost + 10%

EXPENSES
Materials, External Copying & Printing, Phone, Fax_ Cost + 15%
Internal Copying - Letter Size (per single-sided page + labor) $0.10
Internal Copying - Ledger Size (per single-sided page + labor) $0.21
Large Sheet Prints - Bond or Bluefine (per D size sheet + labor) $2.08
Large Sheet Plots - Vellum (per D size sheet + labor) $4.16
Large Sheet Plots - Mylar (per D size sheet + labor) $6.24
Delivery/Courier Service Cost + 15%
Auto Expenses (per mile) $0.54
Travel Expenses Cost + 10%

2014 Feo Sohedule



The professional services porformed by Covsultant will be on & besis which is conxistent with that reasonsble staudard of care &nd seill
crdinarily used by members of the consultant’s profession practicing under similar conditions. Both Consgltant and Client agres o ect
.mﬁdmdlymdhsmdﬁﬂhhuﬂmhemmﬁmﬂﬂmahmndemﬁﬁmmﬂmymﬂﬁmw

Itiluﬂnipmdtbutmﬂtswiﬂmﬁmmtmwmmmhmdbmﬁmmlmmm
required sldlls, experience and compsience. 1 is noted however that Consultant does ot warrant nor gusrantee any specific onteomes or
results. All resulting reports, memorands, commentary, opiniens, recommendstions or any other Consultmt work peoduct
(“Deliverables”) prepared by Consultant will be consistent with Consultant’s standard of care and based upon infrmation made svailsble
to Consultant by Client which Consuliant ix permitted fo reasonably rely upon as apvurate without independent verification. Consultani’s
mmmmmmmhwmmmmmmmoﬂmmwmw
continue such services in the future. Consultant will, however, preserve the canfidemtiality of smy proprietary information received from
Client or developed under this agreement,

Nemwﬁnmﬁemofﬂnoﬁwhldvuﬁﬁngamﬁmlmﬁﬂmmmhm Deliversbles
mlﬁngfmmﬁi:udgmmmmhnﬁmdwuwhmbuhmmofwlmmmnﬂmﬂmk
mmmmwmmmmummmmmmmmmw
using such Deliverabios shall be raquired to (i) waive, release indemnify, defend and hold Consultant harmiess from any kosses, olsims,
costs, lisbilitiea ,expenses or damages of any Lind it mey have erising in whole or in part fom say such Deliversblos or its review or nse
thereof and (i) hold in strictest confidence sny such Deliversbles or other such informstion received from Client resulting in whole or in
mﬁumﬁemmﬁﬁbycmmw.hﬂmmdinntuhnllﬁuﬂm,aumtdiﬁmhmysmhmbnmwmﬁm
wmh&kdmmmﬂdmzduuammﬂboﬂmﬂmﬂhﬂmdmnwhﬂﬂdm,hnﬁmuﬁsfaomytquh:m
which will inclnde the concepts sct forth in the prior sentencs, Fot greater certainty and without limitation, Deliverables resulting from
%mewhﬁﬁwwm&dh%«hmhwwmﬁmwmﬁhmuopinimpubliu
m,mwammwmmmmmwmmuﬂnmmmofmm
at the option of Congultent.

Imesnlﬁntilimpmhdhwmhmhpmwmmdhnamjmhmmwﬁnnmmdﬂod.w,ﬁot
mrarim.m,dhmmmm&mhbmﬁgmuwchmphhwwmmmmmﬁmm
mﬂm,dvilmnmoﬁm.ﬁntnrwut,ﬂm,ormyomnMnrmnbemdhmmnbhmnlnf&nmlmmcnmmm
mm&mmumwmm&mmmmummmmwmhm
NMMMWWEMWM&MMMWNMMW%MM@W:
mnhmwﬁlﬁﬁwhwandnlllouu,cﬁmuom,&bﬂﬁu,mmmdwwlﬁdnghm“mpmm
dmmmmmmmqumuMmoﬂnmacmmmm
(nchuding any Deliversbles mmwwwmﬂbﬁnﬁmhmﬂm&)m&hmtmﬂymﬂh
WWWM&MWMMMWWM@MWMWWW
Amonnt”). Clieot will indennify, dofond and hold Consaltant havmiess from and against sy and all Losses of whatever nature, alleged,
arising or regulting, from claitns agninet Consuliant by third parties, or where such claims nrise in whols or in part out of Consultmi's
services, Client's use of the results of Consnitant’s services, or muy Deliveables, or claims or Losses Client mpy hiave which are in excess
of Consultamt’s Limited Amoumt, provided this indemmification shall not apply shonld & finsl judicial decision result in o finding of fand
or willfol misconduct against Compltant. Comsultant further shell bave no lability for indirect, consequential, incideatal special, defay,
mmmwmhnmﬁn,hﬁmwonmpuﬁﬁwmﬁqmwmhmofmm

Invoioes shell be submitted monthly by Consultant to the Client. Payment shall b mads by the Client within thirty (30) days of its receipt
. of the invoice, The Cliend shall prompily review Consultant's invoices and if the Client disputes any amomnts invoiced fhe Client shall
give prompt written tiotice theroof, incloding the item or iteme disputed and the baais for the dispute, The Client shall in any event pay all
smourts invoiced that the Client doos not dispirte a5 providod herein. Invoiced amounts not paid within thirty (30) days of thelr issuzncs
shall bear intercst at the maximum smount permissible by law.

Ihommmaﬁmﬁr&mﬁmﬁmﬁeﬁhnbmwwinmﬁdpﬁmoﬁbmm contingous progress of the Projest throngh
completion, Eﬁn:mmdﬂmdiﬁuﬁmwobminmemdﬂn&ojwtmhﬂnﬁmmdﬁrCumuHmt‘uuvimiu
compensation snd time of perfarmance shall be equitably adjusted.

Either party may teeminate this agreement upon ressonable notios, In such event Consultunt shall be reimbmsed fior professional services
randared and all expenses incurred to the date of or as 8 result of the temyination. ‘These terma end conditions and any agresment related
MMbMWMthhjﬁﬂcﬂmhmwmmﬁmkMFﬁ%ﬁw% Any
ﬁmm&m&uwmumwbmmmmhmmmmmmmwmm
Arbitration Agsociztion. The mbitration shall mke place in tho capital city of the Jurisdiction and will ba conducted in the Foglish
language.



Hatch Mott
MacDonald
ATTACHMENT D

LETTER OF AGREEMENT ACCEPTANCR/
AUTHORIZATION TO PROCEED

Note: [fthe scope of work, fee, terms of payment, and conditions described in the Haich Mott
MacDomIdprcposdmaccepmble,pkaseaignmdntmawpyafﬁlsfbmﬁrmﬁks.
Thank you.

on behalf of

(Clicnt)

Street or Mailing Address

City, State, Zip
Contracted Fee Confirmation: “Not-to-Exceed” $9.550
Initial Payment Amount: NA,

(Credited against the final invoice)

Purchase Order No.

If billing should be sent to a different person or location, please complete below:
Attentiont 00 S

Address: _ o B B =

1300-8 Firet Street, Gliroy, CA 95020:0ficn 408-845-31229Fax 408-348-2203



MEMORANDUM City of Seaside

Fire Department
Date: February 23, 2016
To: Del Rey Oaks City Council
From: Troy Leist, Battalion Chief

Subject: Carlton Drive Speed Cushions

The Seaside Fire Department understands the importance for all our citizens to feel that their
roads are safe. This safety can be accomplish in several ways; to include signage, roadway
striping, lane delineators, increased traffic enforcement and finally speed cushions. The best way
to determine the appropriate traffic calming method would be to conduct a traffic study.

Carlton Drive between Plumas Drive and Canyon Del Rey is a main response route for the fire
department as well as AMR, Placing large speed cushions on Carlton Drive could potentially
cause a delay in response as well as cause damage to our heavy fire apparatus. Even if the speed
cushions are designed with space that allows fire apparatus to miss them, it pushes our vehicles
1o the center of the roadway and can cause additional hazards to other vehicle and pedestrian
traffic. Additionally, an ambulance transporting patients would not be able to avoid these speed
cushions, slowing their transport and causing undue discomfort to the patient.

Before installing speed cushions, please consider an incremental approach to traffic calming on
Carlton Drive.



Ron Langford _

From: Troy Leist [TLeist@cl.seaside.ca.us]
Sent: Tuesday, March 01, 2016 3:00 PM
To: Ron Langford

Subject. Response Route

Attachments: DRO Response Route.pdf

Chief,

I just spoke to your city attorney. I expressed our concerns with closing the road at Plumas and Carlton/Highland. I
drove both response routes and found that with the road closed it would add just over a mile to our response to the stop
sign at Cariton and Cariton. I drove both routes under very light traffic conditions and in a SUV and found that it took 3
min. 12 seconds driving our current route. It took 4 min. 45 seconds taking the long way that we would have to take to
the same intersection if the road was closed. That adds about a minute and a haif. During peak traffic times and in a
fire engine it would likely add at least another two or three minutes to that response. Attached is a couple of maps for
reference. I hope this helps. I also think it is very important that ALL residents on that side of town are made aware of
what is being proposed and the ramifications. We are under a contract and Im not sure where we stand so I am
keeping the information factual. Hopefully the council wil see the potential danger/liability that may occur with a road
closure,

Inoy D. Leist

Battalion Chief / Fire Investigator
Seaside Fire Department

1635 Broadway Ave.

Seaside, CA 93955

831-899-6790 (office)
831-998-0360 (cell)
831-899-6261 (fax)
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