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AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Jim Gustafson, Engineering Services Manager


SUBJECT: Solid Waste Collection Fee adjustment notification


RECOMMENDATION:


DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # It.(


Accept the informational item regarding Solid Waste Collection Fee adjustment notification


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted: To be evaluated as part of the FY2012-2013 Budget update


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration:


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


The City Council adopted the current fee schedule for Solid \V'aste Collection Sen-ices on
l\larch 20, 2010. The Franchise "-\greement with l\1ission Trail Waste Systems (l\lT\V'S)
prm-ides for periodic rate adjustments based on the Consumer Price Index and established
that the first adjustment would apply to setyice beginning July 1,2012.


l\lission Trail \X!aste Systems proyided staff a reyised rate scheuule on .-\pril 1, 2012 as
prm-ided in the Franchise "\greement.


The Franchise .\greement also prm-ides that l\1ission Trail \\!aste Systems shall charge
setyice recipients an amount not to exceeu the l\laximum Sen-ice Rates set b\' City
Resolution anu as may be adjusteu under the terms of the ,·\greement.


DISCUSSION


The methou of computing the price adjustment using the Consumer Price Inuex (CPI) is
prm-iued in the Franchise ,\greement as follows:


Initial .\djustment: L'sing se\-enty-fiye percent (75°/0 ) of the t\\'eh'e (12) month a\'erage
percentage change in the CPI between February 2010 to J"ebruary 2011, plus one-hunureu
percent (l0()00) of the t\\'eh'e (12) month average percentage change of Februar~' 20 II and
February 2012.


The hanchise i\greement uefines CPJ as the inuex publisheu by the L'.S. Department of
Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Series ID: CCL'~\422Si\O, Not Seasonally .\ujusteu, .\11
Items, All L'rban Consumers (CPI-U) for the San Francisco·Oakland-San .lose, California
area.


The calculated increase that could be applieu to the existing Soliu \'('aste Collection rates is
.).86%. For a typical resiuential customer with a 32-gallon refuse container, 64-gallon
recyclable container and 96-gallon organic waste container, the rate \vould increase from
$26.11 to 1527.12 per month.


"-\ complete schedule of the maxtmum rates to be considered for adoption by Council
Resolution at the June 26, 2012 Council meeting will be ayailable by the end of l\fay and not
later than the day the notices are mailed.


FISCAL IMPACT


The proposed CPI increase will haye an impact on the Ci~-'s oyerall Franchise Fees and
offsetting costs of Ci~' disposal sen-ices in a conunensurate amount. This impact will be
enluated as part of the FY2012·2013 Budget update.
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PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


Notice of the fee adjustment will be provided to customers prior to implementation of the
fee increase.


ALTERNATIVE


There is no alternative to the noticing as it is required by State Law


May 22, 2012
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TUESDAY, MAY 22, 2012
 
 


 
7:00 P.M. – REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING


City Council Chamber, Los Altos City Hall 
One North San Antonio Road, Los Altos, California


 
 


ROLL CALL
 


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
 


PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
 


CONSENT CALENDAR


 
1. Council Minutes 


Recommendation to approve the minutes of the May 8, 2012 regular meeting
Council Minutes


2. Commission restructuring ordinance amendments 
Recommendation to adopt Ordinance Nos. 2012-381, 2012-382 and 2012-383 amending the Municipal
Code to:
A. Amend Chapter 14.76 to create a new Design Review Commission responsible for single-family


home design and variance applications
B. Amend Chapter 14.78 to merge the Traffic Commission responsibilities with those of the Planning


Commission
C. Change all references to the Planning Commission in Chapter 13.12 - Tentative Maps and Chapter


14.80 - Use Permits to Planning and Transportation Commission, and delete Chapter 14.64 -
Architecture and Site Review Committee and Chapter 14.82 - Variances


Commission restructuring ordinance amendments


3. Amendments to the Municipal Code regarding City Commissions 
Recommendation to adopt Ordinance No. 2012-379 amending Chapter 2.08 of the Los Altos Municipal
Code to establish the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission, the Design Review Commission,
and the Planning and Transportation Commission
Amendments to the Municipal Code regarding City Commissions


4. Resolution to join Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority 
Recommendation to approve Resolution No. 2012-12 to join Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance
Authority



http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28292

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28294

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28296
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Resolution to join Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority


5. City of Los Altos Hazard Mitigation Annex 
Recommendation to adopt Resolution No. 2012-11 approving the City of Los Altos Annex to the Santa
Clara County Annex to the Association of Bay Area Governments Local Hazard Mitigation Plan
City of Los Altos Hazard Mitigation Annex


6. Annual Street Resurfacing, Project 12-01 
Recommendation to:
A. Award Annual Street Resurfacing, Rubberized Chip Seal, Project 12-01A to Graham Contractors,


Inc. for an amount of $118,420 and authorize the City Manager to execute a contract on behalf of
the City


B. Award Annual Street Resurfacing, Slurry Seal, Project 12-01B to Graham Contractors, Inc. for an
amount of $83,943.25 and authorize the City Manager to execute a contract on behalf of the City


C. Authorize staff to include additional streets to the scope of work of Projects 12-01A and 12-01B in
an amount not to exceed $210,000


Annual Street Resurfacing, Project 12-01


7. Sewer Main Repair and Replacement 
Recommendation to:
A. Appropriate an additional $88,405 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund to the South Sewer Main


Replacement - Phase II, Project 11-14
B. Appropriate an additional $104,703 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund to Fallen Leaf Sewer Main,


Project 11-15
C. Appropriate an additional $152,586 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund to Annual Sewer Main Repair


FY2010-2011, Project 11-04
D. Award the Base Bid and Add Alternate Nos. 1 and 2 for the South Sewer Main Replacement - Phase


II, Project 11-14; Fallen Leaf Sewer Main, Project 11-15; and Annual Sewer Main Repair FY2010-
2011, Project 11-04 to Pacific Underground Construction, Inc. for $1,738,736 and authorize the City
Manager to execute a contract on behalf of the City


Sewer Main Repair and Replacement


 


DISCUSSION


8. Review of the proposed Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road traffic signal 
Recommendation to:
A. Review original recommendation for installation of a traffic signal at Miramonte Avenue and


Covington Road
B. Reconfirm Council direction to proceed with a design workshop for a traffic signal at this location
Review of the proposed Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road traffic signal


9. City-wide Commercial Wayfinding Sign Program 
Recommendation to select a Council representative to serve on the Wayfinding Sign Program Task
Force
City-wide Commercial Wayfinding Sign Program


10. Commission appointments 
Recommendation to appoint commissioners to fill vacancies on the Planning and Transportation



http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28298

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28331

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28300

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28302

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28304

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28306
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Commission and re-advertise vacancies on the Design Review Commission
Commission appointments


10.a Civic Center ad hoc committee 
Appoint an ad hoc committee consisting of Mayor Carpenter and Mayor Pro Tem Fishpaw and up to
seven Los Altos residents to consider alternatives for the 18-acre Los Altos Civic Center site.
Civic Center ad hoc committee


11. Designation of Voting Delegates - League of California Cities 
Recommendation to designate a Delegate and an Alternate for the purpose of attending and voting at
the League of California Cities Annual Conference and Business Meeting September 5-7, 2012 in San
Diego
Designation of Voting Delegates - League of California Cities


12. Update on League of California Cities efforts to pursue amendments to possible California Forward
initiative 
Recommendation to:
1. Accept oral report regarding potential impacts of proposed legislation on local governments
2. Provide direction to staff regarding follow-up actions, as needed
Update on League of California Cities efforts to pursue amendments to possible California Forward
initiative


12.a Special joint City Council- Los Altos School District Board of Trustees Meeting 
Recommendation to review and finalize the agenda for the May 29, 2012 special joint City/School
District Meeting
Special joint City Council-Los Altos School District Board of Trustees Meeting


 


INFORMATIONAL ITEMS


13. Consumer Price Index adjustment for sewer rates 
Recommendation to accept an informational report on the Consumer Price Index applicable to the
FY2012-2013 Sewer Service Charge
Consumer Price Index adjustment for sewer rates


14. Solid Waste Collection Fee adjustment notification 
Recommendation to accept the informational item regarding Solid Waste Collection Fee adjustment
notification
Solid Waste Collection Fee adjustment modification


 


COUNCIL REPORTS AND DIRECTIONS ON FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS


15. Los Altos City/Schools Issues Standing Committee 
Recommendation to receive a verbal report from Standing Committee representatives on May 15, 2012
City/Schools Issues Standing Committee Meeting
Los Altos City Schools Issues Standing Committee


 



http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28308

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28358

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28310

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28312

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28312

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28348

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28314

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28316

http://los-altos.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=16&meta_id=28350
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ADJOURNMENT
 
SPECIAL NOTICES TO PUBLIC In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Los Altos will make reasonable
arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting. If you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk 72 hours prior to the meeting at (650) 947-2720. Agendas, Staff Reports and some associated documents for City Council items
may be viewed on the Internet at http://www.losaltosca.gov/citycouncil/online/index.html. Council Meetings are televised live and
rebroadcast on Cable Channel 26. On occasion the City Council may consider agenda items out of order. All public records relating to
an open session item on this agenda, which are not exempt from disclosure pursuant to the California Public Records Act, and that are
distributed to a majority of the legislative body, will be available for public inspection at the Office of the City Clerk’s Office, City of
Los Altos, located at One North San Antonio Road, Los Altos, California at the same time that the public records are distributed or
made available to the legislative body. Any draft contracts, ordinances and resolutions posted on the Internet site or distributed in
advance of the Council meeting may not be the final documents approved by the City Council. Contact the City Clerk at (650) 947-2720
for the final document. If you wish to provide written materials, please provide the City Clerk with 10 copies of any document that you
would like to submit to the City Council for the public record. If you challenge any planning or land use decision made at this meeting
in court, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing held at this meeting, or in
written correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or prior to, the public hearing. Please take notice that the time within which to
seek judicial review of any final administrative determination reached at this meeting is governed by Section 1094.6 of the California
Code of Civil Procedure. For other questions regarding the City Council meeting proceedings, please contact the City Clerk at (650)
947-2720.
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MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS


ALTOS, HELD ON TUESDAY, MAY 8, 2012, BEGINNING AT 7:00 P.M. AT LOS ALTOS
CITY HALL, ONE NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD, LOS ALTOS, CALIFORNIA


ROLLCALL


PRESENT:


ABSENT:


Mayor Carpenter, Councilmembers Casas, Fishpaw, Packard and Satterlee


None


PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE


Brownie Scouts from Troop 61429 led the pledge of allegiance to the flag.


SPECIAL PRESENTATION


1. Recognition of Historical Commission Essay Contest Winners


Mayor Carpenter recognized the winners of the 28th Margaret Thompson .-\nnual Essay Contest.


2. Recognition of Donald McDonald, Historical Preservation "-\ward \X-'inner


Mayor Carpenter presented a proclamation to Donald McDonald as the winner of the ftrst
Historical Preservation .-\ward.


PUBLIC COMMENTS ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA


Los Altos residents John Pacholski, Carol Nakamoto and Luciana Guarnieri, representing the
Cambridge Square Neighbors Group, opposed opening a rear entrance to Egan Junior High School
along Thames Lane.


Los Altos residents .-\ndy Bajka, i\1ichcle Coldiron, Deb Galdes, Jane Osborn, i\lonica Jain and John
Walker opposed a proposed traffic signal at Miramonte Avenue and Coyington Road.


Los Altos resident Carol Commendatore, representing Carmel-.-\ltamead Neighborhood _-\ssociation
(CANA), spoke in support of a proposed traffic signal at Miramonte .-\yenue and CO\-ington Road.


Kim Cranston gaye notice of pending litigation and reguested the release of a staff memorandum
regarding the 400 I\Jain Street property.


Los Altos resident Suzanne .-\mbiel encouraged participation in "Bike to Work Day" on i\Iay 10,
2012 and reported that the Bicycle and Pedestrian .-\d,·isory Committee will be at Lincoln Park
during the morning of May 10, 2012.
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CONSENT CALENDAR


Councilmember Satterlee pulled item number 3. Mayor Pro Tern Fishpaw disclosed a financial
conflict of interest for item number 5 (owns property within 500 feet of the project) and announced
he would abstain from ,-oting on that item.


:\ction: L'pon a motion by Councilmember Packard, seconded by 1\layor Pro Tern Fishpaw, the
Council unanimously appro"ed the Consent Calendar with the exception of item numbcr 3 and with
1\layor Pro Tern Fishpaw abstaining from item number 5, as follows:


1. Council Minutes


Apprond the minutes of the April 24, 2012 regular meeting.


2. Crosswalks at Los Altos High School


.\pprond the CIP Description for Almond Avenue and Gordon \Vay Impronments, Project 12-16
and appropriatetl 5143,000 from the Capital Projects Fund for the new carital project, 12-16.


3..\mendments to the l\lunicipal Code regarding City Commissions


Pulled for discussion (see page 3).


4. Emergency replacement of sewcr stand-by truck


.\ppropriated $37,000 from the Equipment Replacement Fund to replace a seycr stand-by truck
subject to S2(>,000 in combined automotive collision insurance and sah-agc-nlue recoyery.


5. Parccll\lap for 36 Lyell Street


.-\pproYed the Parccll\Iap for 36 Lyell Street.


6. Installation of a sculpture on State Street


.-\pprond installation of TOr.iO 3 at State and Third Streets.


7. Household Hazardous \\!aste Program


1) .\pprm-ed the .-\gency Agreement for Countywide AB939 Implementation Fee; 2) approyed the
.-\greement for Countywide Household Hazardous Waste (HH\X') Collection Program; and 3)
authorized the City l\Ianager to execute the agreements on behalf of the City.


8. General Liability Insurance Joint Po\vers "-\uthority proyider


1) .-\ppron~d membership in Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance A.uthority and the purchase of
General Liability insurance; 2) approyed membership in Employment Risk :\Janagemcnt .\uthority
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and the purchase of Employment Practices Liability insurance; 3) authorized City Manager to
executc documents to become a member and to purchase insurance with Bay Cities Joint PO\vers
Insurance .-\uthority; 4) authorized City l\lanager to execute documents to become a member and to
purchase insurance with Employment Risk l\.Janagement Authority; and 5) authorized City Manager
to execute documents to withdraw from the current insurance proYider, .-\ssociation of Bay :\rea
Goyernments Pooled Liability Assurance Network.


9. Council .-\ppointee to the Joint Community Volunteer Sen-ice Awards Committee


.\ppointed Councilmcmber Casas as the Council Representatiye and Councilmcmber Packard to an
unexpired term ending in 2013 to the Los ;\ltos-Los Altos Hills Joint Community Yolunteer Sen-ice
:\wards Committee.


PUBLIC HEARING


10. Payday lending moratorium extension


City ;\ttorney Houston presented the report.


l\la~'or Carpenter opened the public hearing. There were no speakers. Mayor Carpenter closed the
public hearing.


:\ction: l'pon a motion by Councilmember Casas, seconded by Councilmember Packard, the
Council unanimousl~'adopted Interim Ordinance No. 2012-380 extending a temporarY moratorium
on the establishment, expansion or relocation of payday lending and check cashing businesses within
the Ci~' of J.os .\ltos and declaring the urgency thereof.


ITEM PULLED FROM CONSENT CALENDAR


3. .\mendments to the Municipal Code regarding City Comrnissions


Councilmember Satterlee expressed concern that powers and duties of the Traffic Commission were
being remand from the Municipal Code and not assigned to the Planning and Transportation
Commission.


.\ction: Cpon a motion by Councilmember Packard, seconded by Councilmember Satterlee, the
Council unanimously introduced and waiyed further reading of Ordinance No. .:201.:2-379 amending
Chapter 2.08 of the Los :\ltos I'.lunicipal Code to establish the Bicycle and Pedestrian .\dyisory
Commission (BPAC), the Design Re,-iew Commission, and the Planning and Transportation
Commission. ,\-ith a re\-ision to Section 3 of the Ordinance to include the current po\yers and duties
of the Traffic Commission, excluding reference to a BP;\C.
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DISCUSSION


11. Zoning amendments: Commission restructuring


Assistant City Manager \v'algren presented the report.


Public Comment:


Los I\ltOS resident Kitty l'hlir expressed concerns with a £lye-member Design Re\·iew Commission.


Planning Commissioner Ronit Bodner answered Council questions.


Action: Upon a motion b~- Councilmember Satterlee, seconded by Councilmember Packard, the
Council unanimously introduced and waiyed further reading of Ordinance Nos. 2012-381, 2012-382
and 2012-383 that \villl) amend Chapter 14.76 to create a new Design Re\,iew Commission
responsible for single-family home design and nriance applications; 2) amend Chapter 14.78 to


merge the Traffic Commission responsibilities \vith those of the Planning Commission; and 3)
change all references to the Planning Commission in Chapter 13.12 - Tentatiye I\laps and Chapter
14.80 - l'se Permits to Planning and Transportation Commission, and delete Chapter 14.64 
_'\rcmtecture and Site Reyiew and Chapter 14.82 "" Variances, with the following amendments: a)
remon language in Section 14.76.080 in Ordinance No. 2012-381 requiring applicants to prm"ide
notification; b) add language in Section 14.78.040 in Ordinance No. 2012-382 to state that the
applicant or staff may request a study session design re,"iC\v either pre- or post-application; and c)
remm"e a sentence in Section 14.78.080 in Ordinance No. 2012 -382 referring to the Commission
and Committee Handbook.


12. Exceptions for Downtown zoning and t\\'o stories limitation


Councilmember Packard presented the report.


Public Comment:


Los ;\ltos resident :\.lichael Hudnall supported the proposed amendments to the Zoning Code and
encouraged the Council to apply the modifications to the CRS/O_\D district.


Brooke Ray Smith, representing Passerelle Inyestment Company, Bill J\Iaston and Los _-\ltos resident
Susan Russell opposed the proposed amendments.


Los "-\ltos resident Jon Baer requested Council clarify the process for the amendments for the
benefit of the public.


1\layor Carpenter disclosed ex parte communication with Keyser 1\larston ;\ssociates and Passerelle
Inyestment Company.


.-\ction: 1\lotion made by Councilmember Packard, seconded b," 1\layor Carpenter, to direct the City


.-\ttorney to work with staff to amend the existing Zoning Code as to redefine exceptions to zoning
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requirements for downtown projects and to restore and restate that the CRS zoning is limited to two
stories. Councilmember Packard amended the motion to direct the City ""'ttorney to consider. .


maintaining the current Form-Based Zoning, but with lower height limits. The motion, as amended,
passed unanimously.


Mt!}'or Cmpmter t"o//edfor a I('t"e,r,r at 9:15 p.m. The meeting re.fuJJJed at 9:22 p.m.


13. Los Altos Parks Plan


Parks and Recreation Commissioner Larry Baron presented the report.


~\ction: lipon a motion b~' Councilmember Satterlee, seconded by Mayor Pro Tern Fishpa\y, the
Council unanimously adopted the final Los .\ltos Parks Plan, with the following modifica tions: 1)
strike the phrase "\vithin the downtown" from page 8; 2) add the Caretaker House to the
recommendation to "make a decision on the future of the Halsey House" on page 16; 3) remO\'e the
sentence beginning "these parcels should not be considered parks" and the first bullet point under
"Recommendations" on page 27; and 4) remO\'e from page 31 the paragraph following the criteria
for a skate park.


14. City of Los .-\ltos ILos .-\ltos School District Joint Speciall\.Ieeting


Mayor Carpenter reported on the Los .\ltos School District Board meeting on May 7, 2012 and
announced that the Board had proposed either May 16, 2012 or May 29, 2012 for a special joint
meeung.


Action: The Council proposed adding items to the agenda for the special meeting related to: 1)
eminent domain; 2) the agreement with Bullis Charter School; 3) Cit~· of Los .\ltos Pedestrian Safety
"\ssessment for Egan) unior High School; and 4) a report of the City /Schools Issues Standing
Committee meeting on 1\lay 15, 2012. The Council further tentatiYely set the joint meeting for l\lay
16, 2012 at 5:30 p.m. subject to the a\'ailabilit:· of all Councilmembers.


COUNCIL REPORTS AND DIRECTIONS ON FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS


Council Reports:


l\layor Pro Tern Fishpa\v reported he attended the "100 Fun Hundred" e\'ent sponsored by the Girl
Scouts of Northern California on l\lay 5, 2012. He further reported that the .\d-hoc Contiguous
Retail Committee met on 1\lay 7, 2012 and will meet on May 21, 2012.


l\layor Carpenter congratulated Lee Price, who has been providing sen,ices for the Cit:· Clerk's
Office, for being named by the Cit:· Clerk's .-\ssociation of California as "Cit:· Clerk of the Year."
She further congratulated Los Altos and Los .-\ltos Hills for winning the "Drive Less Challenge."
She reported she attended the Santa Clara \'alley Water Commission meeting on .\pril11, 2012 and
that the staff recommended a 9.3°'0 increase in municipal and industrial water rates. She further
reported ribbon cuttings for Box.net on .-\priJ 20, 2012 and Apricot Lane on .-\pril 28, 2012. She
reported attending the Santa Clara Count:· Library DIstrict Joint Powers .....uthorit:· meenng on .\priJ
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26, 2012. She reported that the 60'h .AnniYersary of Incorporation Planning Committee met on l\Jay
3, 2012 and ,,-ill meet on June 7, 2012. She also reported that the "-\nnual Commission Training and
inten'iews for the Design Re,-iew Commission will be held on l\lay 15, 2012.


Future "-\genda Iterns:


.\ t the request of Councilmember Satterlee as part of item number 11, the Council directed the
Council Personnel Committee to propose language in the Commission and Comnuttee Handbook
related to commissions beginning discussion of items after 11 :00 p.m.


.-\t the request of Councilmembcr Satterlee, the Council requested a future agenda item to discuss
encouraging the Santa Clara Yalley Water District Board to reconsider proposed rate increases.


•-\t the request of Mayor Carpenter, the Council requested a discussion of the Bus Barn Theater
agreement on l\lay 22, 2012.


ADJOURNMENT


Mayor Carpenter adjourned the meeting at 10:03 p.m. in celebration of the City's 60'h year of
. .
IncorporatIon.


Yalorie Cook Carpenter, l\L\YOR


Jon l\laginot, DEPl'n' CITY CLERK








DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # ::L


AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: James Walgren, Assistant City Manager


SUBJECT: Commission restructuring ordinance amendments


RECOMMENDATION:


Adopt Ordinance Nos. 2012-381, 2012-382 and 2012-383 amending the Municipal Code to:
A. Amend Chapter 14.76 to create a new Design Review Commission responsible for single-family


home design and variance applications
B. Amend Chapter 14.78 to merge the Traffic Commission responsibilities with those of the


Planning Commission
C. Change all references to the Planning Commission in Chapter 13.12 - Tentative Maps and


Chapter 14.80 - Use Permits to Planning and Transportation Commission, and delete Chapter
14.64 - Architecture and Site Review Committee and Chapter 14.82 - Variances


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted: Not applicable


Public Hearing Notice: Apri125, 2012


Previous Council Consideration: November 8, 2011; December 15, 2011; January 10, 2012;
February 28, 2012; March 27, 2012; and May 8, 2012


CEQA Status: Categorical Exemption


Attachments:


1. Ordinance No. 2012-381
2. Ordinance No. 2012-382
3. Ordinance No. 2012-383







BACKGROUND


At the May 8, 2012 City Council meeting, Council introduced Ordinances that would: amend
Chapter 14.76 to create a new Design Review Commission responsible for single-family
home design and variance applications; amend Chapter 14.78 to merge the Traffic
Commission responsibilities with those of the Planning Commission; and change all
references to the Planning Commission in Chapter 13.12 - Tentative Maps and Chapter
14.80 - Use Permits to Planning and Transportation Commission, and delete Chapter 14.64
- Architecture and Site Review Committee and Chapter 14.82 - Variances.


This is the second reading and adoption of those amendments. The Ordinances will go into
effect on June 22, 2012.


DISCUSSION


Council introduced the draft Ordinances at a May 8, 2012 public hearing and moved to
approve them with changes, including allowing a Planning and Transportation Commission
study session during the application review process and not just as a pre-application option.


FISCAL IMPACT


None


PUBLIC CONTACT


A public hearing notice was published in the Los Altos Town Crier and several public meetings
were held with posted meeting agendas.


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVES


The City Council may modify the proposed Ordinances and reintroduce them, or reject the
proposed Ordinances.
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ATTACHMENT 1
ORDINANCE NO. 2012-381


AN ORDINANCE OF THE LOS ALTOS CITY COUNCIL AMENDING THE LOS
ALTOS MUNICIPAL CODE, TITLE 14, CHAPTER 14.76 ENTITLED "DESIGN


REVIEW - SINGLE-FAMILY DISTRICT"


WHEREAS, the Ordinance amendments set forth below further the goals and policies of
the City's General Plan and are necessary to promote the health, safety and welfare of the City; and


WHEREAS, the Ordinance amendments set forth below have been reviewed and
considered by the City Council in accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the guidelines promulgated thereunder and, further, the
Council fInds that it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that said amendments may
have a signifIcant adverse effect on the environment and said amendments are therefore exempt
from the requirements of the CEQA pursuant to the provisions of Section 15061 (b) (3) of Division 6
of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.


THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:


SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Los Altos Municipal Code, Title 14, Chapter 14.76 is
hereby replaced with the following:


Chapter 14.76


DESIGN REVIEW - SINGLE-FAMILY DISTRICT


14.76.010 - Purpose.
It is the policy of the City to review the proposed construction or exterior alterations of single
family dwellings and accessory structures under circumstances which include, but arc not limited to,
where such structures might constitute an unreasonable invasion of privacy, unreasonable
interference with views, light and air, or create adverse impacts upon the aesthetic character of
neighboring residential structures. The purpose of this section is to establish a set of criteria,
objectives and procedures to be followed with respect to the design review of any proposed single
family main or accessory structure, or addition or alteration thereto, and to insure that the new
development occurs in a manner which is consistent with the objectives of this chapter, the design
criteria of single-family residential design guidelines, and the goals and policies of the General Plan.


14.76.020 - Single-family residential design guidelines.
Any new main or accessory structure, or addition or alteration thereto, shall be consistent with the
policies and implementation techniques described in the single-family residential design guidelines as
adopted by the City Council.


14.76.030 - Requirement for administrative design review.
No building permit shall be issued for any new main or accessory structure, or addition or alteration
thereto, until such construction has received administrative design review approval by the City
Planner. Window replacements, reroofIng and rooftop venting and exhausting equipment, and
mechanical equipment are exempt from this requirement.


Ordinance No. 2012-381 Page 1







14.76.040 - Requirement for Design Review Commission design review.
In each of the following cases, no building permit shall be issued for the construction, addition or
alteration of any main or accessory structure in any R-1 District until such structure has received
design review approval by the Design Review Commission pursuant to this chapter:
A. Any new two-story structure;
B. Any conversion of a one-story structure to a two-story structure;
C. Any addition of habitable area to the second floor of an existing two-story structure;
D. Any new one-story structure over twenty (20) feet in height;
E. Whenever design review is specifically required under the terms or conditions of any tentative
subdivision map, use permit, variance or conditional rezoning; and
F. Whenever, in the opinion of the City Planner, the construction or expansion of a main or
accessory structure may be in conflict with the design review findings contained in section 14.76.050
of this chapter.


14.76.050 - Design review findings.
In approving an application for design review, the approving authority shall make the following
findings:
A. The proposed structure or alteration complies with all provisions of this chapter;
B. The height, elevations and placement on the site of the proposed main or accessory structure or
addition, when considered with reference to the nature and location of residential structures on
adjacent lots, will avoid unreasonable interference with views and privacy, and will consider the
topographic and geologic constraints imposed by particular building site conditions;
C. The natural landscape will be preserved insofar as practicable by minimizing tree and soil
removal; grade changes shall be minimized and will be in keeping with the general appearance of
neighboring developed areas;
D. The orientation of the proposed main or accessory structure or addition in relation to the
immediate neighborhood will minimize the perception of excessive bulk;
E. General architectural considerations, including the character, size, scale and quality of the design,
the architectural relationship with the site and other buildings, building materials and similar
elements have been incorporated in order to insure the compatibility of the development with its
design concept and the character of adjacent buildings; and
F. The proposed structures have been designed to follow the natural contours of the site with
minimal grading, minimal impervious cover and maximum erosion protection. A stepped foundation
shall generally be required where the average slope beneath the proposed structure is ten (10)
percent or greater.


14.76.060 - Variance findings.
A. In order to avoid such practical difficulties, unnecessary physical hardships and results
inconsistent with the objectives of the zoning plans stated in Article 1 of Chapter 14.02, as would
result from a strict or literal application of the provisions of this chapter, the Design Review
Commission may grant variances to the regulations controlling site area, width, depth and coverage,
yards and other open spaces, parking spaces, loading spaces, height of structures, allowable building
floor area and fences for those properties located in single-family zoning districts.
B. The Design Review Commission may grant a variance as applied for if, on the basis of the
application and the evidence submitted, the Commission makes the following positive findings:
1. That the granting of the variance will be consistent with the objectives of the zoning plan set forth
in Article 1 of Chapter 14.02;
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2. That the granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or welfare of
persons living or working in the vicinity or injurious to property or improvements in the vicinity;
and
3. That variances from the provisions of this chapter shall be granted only when, because of special
circumstances applicable to the property, including size, shape, topography, location, or
surroundings, the strict application of the provisions of this chapter deprives such property of
privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity and under identical zoning classifications.
C. Any variance granted shall be subject to such conditions as will assure that the adjustment thereby
authorized shall not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations upon
other properties in the vicinity and district in which such property is situated.


14.76.070 - Application requirements.
Plans and applications for design review and/or variance approval shall be flied with the Planning
Division in such form as the City Planner shall prescribe. The application shall be accompanied by
the payment of a processing fee in such amount as established by resolution of the City Council.


14.76.080 - Notification.
Notification shall be provided whenever an application for Design Review Commission design
review or variance is required pursuant to this chapter via first-class mail to the adjoining property
owners, in the manner set forth by the City Planner, at least ten (10) days prior to the meeting at
which the application is to be reviewed. The property owners who shall be mailed notice include,
but are not limited to, the following:
A. The two adjoining property owners on each side;
B. The three adjoining rear property owners; and
C. The five adjoining front property owners across the street.
D. As deemed appropriate or necessary, the City Planner may require that notification be mailed to a
greater or lesser number of property owner(s) than are identified above based on the configuration
of the properties adjoining the site of the application.
E. Notice shall also be posted on the project site near the front property line in accordance with the
standards set by the City Planner.


14.76.90 - Expiration of design review and/or variance approval-Extensions.
A. Design review and/or variance approvals granted pursuant to this chapter shall expire twenty
four (24) months from the date on which the approval became effective, unless prior to such
expiration date a building permit is issued for the improvements constituting the subject of the
design review and/or variance approval and construction thereof is commenced and prosecuted
diligently toward completion.
B. Design review and/or variance approvals may be extended for a period of time not exceeding
twelve (12) months. The application for extension shall be filed prior to the expiration date and shall
be accompanied by the payment of a fee in such amount as established from time to time by
resolution of the City Council. Extensions of design review and/or variance approval are contingent
on the City Planner finding that the project complies with all current zoning ordinance regulations.


14.76.100 - Appeals.
A. Within fifteen (15) days of any denial of an administrative design review request, the decision may
be appealed to the Design Review Commission.
B. Within fifteen (15) days of any approval or denial of a Design Review Commission design review
and/or variance request, the decision may be appealed to the City Council.
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SECTION 2. CONSTITUTIONALITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase
of this Ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.


SECTION 3. PUBLICATION. This Ordinance shall be published as provided in Government
Code section 36933.


SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall be effective upon the commencement
of the thirty-first day following the adoption date.


The foregoing Ordinance was duly and regularly introduced at a meeting of the City Council
of the City of Los Altos on May 8, 2012 and was thereafter, at a regular meeting held on May 22,
2012 passed and adopted by the following vote:


Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Abstain:


Valorie Cook Carpenter, MAYOR


Attest:


Jon Maginot, DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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ATTACHMENT 2
ORDINANCE NO. 2012-382


AN ORDINANCE OF THE LOS ALTOS CITY COUNCIL AMENDING THE LOS
ALTOS MUNICIPAL CODE, TITLE 14, CHAPTER 14.78 ENTITLED "DESIGN


REVIEW - MULTIPLE-FAMILY, PUBLIC AND COMMUNITY FACILITIES, OFFICE
AND ADMINISTRATIVE, AND COMMERCIAL DISTRICTS"


WHEREAS, the Ordinance amendments set forth below further the goals and policies of
the City's General Plan and are necessary to promote the health, safety and welfare of the City; and


WHEREAS, the Ordinance amendments set forth below have been reviewed and
considered by the City Council in accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the guidelines promulgated thereunder and, further, the
Council finds that it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that said amendments may
have a significant adverse effect on the environment and said amendments are therefore exempt
from the requirements of the CEQA pursuant to the provisions of Section 15061 (b)(3) of Division 6
of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.


THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:


SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Los Altos Municipal Code, Title 14, Chapter 14.78 is
hereby replaced with the following:


Chapter 14.78


DESIGN AND TRANSPORTATION REVIEW - MULTIPLE-FAMILY, PUBLIC AND
COMMUNITY FACILITIES, OFFICE AND ADMINISTRATIVE, AND COMMERCIAL
DISTRICTS


14.78.010 - Purpose.
The purpose of this chapter is to preserve and protect the character and public safety of the City and
to enhance the aesthetic qualities and bicycle and pedestrian safety and functionality of its multiple
family, public and community facilities, office and administrative and commercial districts by
requiring design and transportation review of new structures and certain expansions of existing
structures.


14.78.020 - Requirement for administrative design review.
No building permit shall be issued for any new main or accessory structure, or addition or alteration
thereto, until such construction has received administrative design review approval by the City
Planner. Window replacements, reroofing and rooftop venting and exhausting equipment, and
mechanical equipment are exempt from this requirement.


14.78.030 - Requirement for public hearing design review.
A. In each of the following cases, no building permit shall be issued for property within an R-3,
PCF, OA or C District until the proposed improvements have received design review approval by
the City Council pursuant to this chapter:
1. Any new main structure or accessory structure over five hundred (500) square feet;
2. Any expansion over five hundred (500) square feet to an existing main or accessory structure;
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3. Whenever, in the 0plllion of the City Planner, the construction or expansion of a main or
accessory structure may be in conflict with the design review findings contained in this section.
B. Applications for design review shall be reviewed in the following manner:
1. The Planning and Transportation Commission shall review the application as a whole. The
Planning and Transportation Commission shall forward a recommendation to the City Council.
2. The City Council shall be the approving authority for applications for design review under this
chapter.
C. A public meeting notice for the Planning and Transportation Commission meeting and the City
Council meeting shall be required. Notice of the meeting shall be given not less than ten (10) days
nor more than thirty (30) days prior to the date of the meeting by mailing, postage prepaid, a notice
of the time and place of the meeting to the applicant and to the recorded legal owners of all
properties within five hundred (500) feet of the boundaries of the site at the address shown on the
last equalized assessment roll. The Planning and Transportation Commission meeting shall also
constitute a public hearing and a notice of that hearing shall be published in a newspaper of general
circulation within the City.
D. Plans and applications for design review approval shall be filed with the Planning Division in
such form as the City Planner shall prescribe. The application shall be accompanied by the payment
of a processing fee in such amount as established by resolution of the City Council.


14.78.040 - Recommendation for pre-application study session design review.
Projects subject to design review pursuant to section 14.78.030 of this chapter are eligible for pre
application design review before the Planning and Transportation Commission. This review is in a
study session format and is best served early in the design preparation process. This review is
encouraged to receive early design input from the Commission. Study session review is also
available at any point in the application process, and may be requested by an applicant or may be
recommended by the City Planner.


14.78.050 - Design review findings.
In approving applications for design review approval under this chapter, the Planning and
Transportation Commission and the City Council shall make the following findings:
A. The proposal meets the goals, policies and objectives of the General Plan and any specific plan,
design guidelines and ordinance design criteria adopted for the specific district or area.
B. The proposal has architectural integrity and has an appropriate relationship with other structures
in the immediate area in terms of height, bulk and design.
C. Building mass is articulated to relate to the human scale, both horizontally and vertically. Building
elevations have variation and depth, and avoid large blank wall surfaces. Residential or mixed-use
residential projects incorporate elements that signal habitation, such as identifiable entrances, stairs,
porches, bays and balconies.
D. Exterior materials and finishes convey quality, integrity, permanence and durability, and materials
are used effectively to defme building elements such as base, body, parapets, bays, arcades and
structural elements.
E. Landscaping is generous and inviting, and landscape and hardscape features are designed to
complement the building and parking areas, and to be integrated with the building architecture and
the surrounding streetscape. Landscaping includes substantial street tree canopy, either in the public
right-of-way or within the project frontage.
F. Signage is designed to complement the building architecture in terms of style, materials, colors
and proportions.
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G. Mechanical equipment is screened from public VIew and the screening IS designed to be
consistent with the building architecture in form, material and detailing.
H. Service, trash and utility areas are screened from public view, or are enclosed in structures that
are consistent with the building architecture in materials and detailing.


14.78.060 - Variances.
A. Purpose. In order to avoid such practical difficulties, unnecessary physical hardships and results
inconsistent with the objectives of the zoning plans stated in Article 1 of Chapter 14.02, as would
result from a strict or literal application of the provisions of this chapter, the Planning and
Transportation Commission may approve or recommend variances to the regulations controlling
site area, width, depth and coverage, yards, and other open spaces, parking spaces, loading spaces,
height of structures, allowable building floor area and fences for those properties located in multiple
family, public and community facilities, office and administrative and commercial zoning districts.
B. Procedure. The approving authority for variance applications shall be as follows:
1. The Planning and Transportation Commission shall be the approving authority for all variance
applications that are not subject to section 14.78.030 of this chapter. A public hearing shall be
required. Notice of the meeting shall be given not less than ten (10) days nor more than thirty (30)
days prior to the date of the meeting by mailing, postage prepaid, a notice of the time and place of
the meeting to the applicant and to the recorded legal owners of all properties within five hundred
(500) feet of the boundaries of the site at the address shown on the last equalized assessment roll.
2. The City Council shall be the approving authority for all variance applications that are subject to
section 14.78.030 of this chapter. The Planning and Transportation Commission shall review the
variance application and forward a recommendation to the City Council.
C. Findings. A variance request may be granted as applied for if, on the basis of the application and
the evidence submitted, the following positive findings can be made:
1. That the granting of the variance will be consistent with the objectives of the zoning plan set forth
in Article 1 of Chapter 14.02;
2. That the granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or welfare of
persons living or working in the vicinity or injurious to property or improvements in the vicinity;
and
3. That variances from the provisions of this chapter shall be granted only when, because of special
circumstances applicable to the property, including size, shape, topography, location, or
surroundings, the strict application of the provisions of this chapter deprives such property of
privileges enjoyed by other property in the vicinity and under identical zoning classifications.
D. Any variance granted shall be subject to such conditions as will assure that the adjustment
thereby authorized shall not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations
upon other properties in the vicinity and district in which such property is situated.


14.78.070 - Expiration of design review and/or variance approval-Extensions.
A. Design review and/or variance approvals granted pursuant to this chapter shall expire twenty
four (24) months from the date on which the approval became effective, unless prior to such
expiration date a building permit is issued for the improvements constituting the subject of the
design review approval and construction thereof is commenced and prosecuted diligently toward
completion.
B. Design review and/or variance approvals may be extended for a period of time not exceeding
twelve (12) months. The application for extension shall be filed prior to the expiration date and shall
be accompanied by the payment of a fee in such amount as established from time to time by
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resolution of the City Council. Extensions of design review approval are contingent on the City
Planner finding that the project complies with all current zoning ordinance regulations.


14.78.080 - Requirement for transportation review.
A. Purpose. Projects subject to design review pursuant to section 14.78.030 of this chapter shall also
be subject to a transportation review in order to assess potential project bicycle, pedestrian, parking
and/or traffic impacts on public streets.
B. Procedure. Projects subject to this section shall be reviewed in tile following manner:
1. The Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission shall consider the project/subject at a public
meeting and shall act in an advisory capacity to the Planning and Transportation Commission on
bicycle and pedestrian matters.
2. The Planning and Transportation Commission shall also consider the project/subject at a public
meeting and act in an advisory capacity to the City Council on bicycle, pedestrian, parking and traffic
matters.


SECTION 2. CONSTITUTIONALITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase
of this Ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.


SECTION 3. PUBLICATION. This Ordinance shall be published as provided in Government
Code section 36933.


SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall be effective upon the commencement
of the thirty-first day following the adoption date.


The foregoing Ordinance was duly and regularly introduced at a meeting of the City Council
of the City of Los Altos on May 8, 2012 and was thereafter, at a regular meeting held on May 22,
2012 passed and adopted by the following vote:


Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Abstain:


Valorie Cook Carpenter, MAYOR


Attest:


Jon Maginot, DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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ATTACHMENT 3
ORDINANCE NO. 2012-383


AN ORDINANCE OF THE LOS ALTOS CITY COUNCIL AMENDING THE LOS
ALTOS MUNICIPAL CODE, TITLE 14, TO: A) CHANGE ALL REFERENCES TO
THE PLANNING COMMISSION IN CHAPTER 13.12 ENTITLED "TENTATIVE
MAPS" TO PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION; B) DELETE


CHAPTER 14.64 ENTITLED "ARCHITECTURE AND SITE REVIEW COMMITTEE"
AND CHAPTER 14.82 ENTITLED "VARIANCES," AND C) CHANGE ALL


REFERENCES TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION IN CHAPTER 14.80 ENTITLED
"USE PERMITS" TO PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION


WHEREAS, the Ordinance amendments set forth below further the goals and policies of
the City's General Plan and are necessary to promote the health, safety and welfare of the City; and


WHEREAS, the Ordinance amendments set forth below have been reviewed and
considered by the City Council in accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the guidelines promulgated thereunder and, further, the
Council finds that it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility that said amendments may
have a significant adverse effect on the environment and said amendments are therefore exempt
from the requirements of the CEQA pursuant to the proy-isions of Section 15061 (b) (3) of Division 6
of Tide 14 of the California Code of Regulations.


THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:


SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Los Altos Municipal Code, Tide 13, amend Chapter
13.12 - Tentative Maps by replacing all references to the Planning Commission with the Planning
and Transportation Commission.


SECTION 2. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Los Altos Municipal Code, Title 14, delete Chapter
14.64 - Architecture and Site Review Committee and Chapter 14.82 - Variances.


SECTION 3. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Los Altos Municipal Code, Title 14, amend Chapter
14.80 - Use Permits by replacing all references to the Planning Commission with the Planning and
Transportation Commission.


SECTION 4. CONSTITUTIONALITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase
of this Ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.


SECTION 5. PUBLICATION. This Ordinance shall be published as provided in Government
Code section 36933.


SECTION 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall be effective upon the commencement
of the thirty-first day following the adoption date.
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The foregoing Ordinance was duly and regularly introduced at a meeting of the City Council
of the City of Los Altos on May 8, 2012 and was thereafter, at a regular meeting held on May 22,
2012 passed and adopted by the following vote:


Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Abstain:


Valorie Cook Carpenter, MAYOR


Attest:


Jon Maginot, DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Jon Maginot, Deputy City Clerk


DATE: May 22,2012


AGENDA ITEM # .:3


SUBJECT: Amendments to the Municipal Code regarding City Commissions


RECOMMENDATION:


Adopt Ordinance No. 2012-379 amending Chapter 2.08 of the Los Altos Municipal Code to
establish the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission, the Design Review Commission, and the
Planning and Transportation Commission


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted: Not applicable


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: February 28,2012 and May 8, 2012


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments:


1. Ordinance No. 2012-379







BACKGROUND


.-\t its May 8, 2012 meeting, the City Council introduced and waind further reading of
Ordinance No. 2012-378 amending Chapter 2.08 of the T\Iunicipal Code establishing the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission, thc Design Rc\"iew Commission, and the
Planning and Transportation Commission.


DISCUSSION


During the T\Iay 8, 2012 meeting, the Council amended the Ordinance to modify Section 3
to retain the current pO\vers and duties of the Traffic Commission under the new Planning
and Transportation Commission. Those changes ha\"c been highlighted in the attached
Ordinance.


FISCAL IMPACT


None


PUBLIC CONTACT


.-\ summary of the May 8, 2012 Council action was published in the Lox /1/lo.r TOWll Clier on
May 16, 2012 and the tentatiYC date of T\IaY 22, 2012 \vas giyen in that notice for adoption of
the Ordinance.


Posting of the meeting agenda selTes as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVES


1. l\Iodify the Ordinance and direct staff to reintwduce the Ordinance
2. Not adopt the Ordinance


T\lay 22,2012
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ATTACHMENT
ORDINANCE NO. 2012-379


AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS
AMENDING CHAPTER 2.08 OF THE LOS ALTOS MUNICIPAL CODE


PERTAINING TO CITY COMMISSIONS GENERALLY


WHEREAS, the City of Los Altos Municipal Code Chapter 2.08 and the City Council
Norms and Procedures hold that the City Council is responsible for appointing members of
the community to the City's Commissions; and


WHEREAS, the City Council finds and determines that the adoption of reasonable
standards, restrictions and requirements concerning the membership requirements of its
Commission members are necessary to protect Los Altos' unique character and existing land
uses; and to protect the health, safety and welfare of its residents and its community; and


WHEREAS, the City Council on February 28, 2012 voted to change the
organizational and reporting structure of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(BPAC) from reporting to the Traffic Commission to reporting directly to Council and to
change it from a Committee to a Commission; and


WHEREAS, the City Council on February 28,2012 voted to merge the Planning and
Traffic Commissions into a Planning and Transportation Commission (pTC); and


WHEREAS, this Ordinance is exempt from environmental review pursuant to
Section 15061(b)(3) of the State Guidelines implementing the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended.


NOW THEREFORE, the City Council of the City of Los Altos does hereby ordain
as follows:


SECTION 1. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Chapter 2.08 is hereby amended to revise
subsections F. and G. of Section 2.08.010, to read as follows:


"F. Planning and Transportation Commission: Seven members;
G. Design Review Commission: Five members;"


SECTION 2. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Chapter 2.08 is hereby amended to add
subsection K to Section 2.08.010, to read as follows:


"K. Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission: Seven members."


SECTION 3. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Chapter 2.08 is hereby amended to revise
Section 2.08.060, to read as follows:


"2.08.060 - Powers and duties of the Planning and Transportation Commission.


The Planning and Transportation Commission shall have those powers and duties given it by
the State Planning Act (Title 7 of Chapter 3 of the Government Code of the state,
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commencing with Section 6S100), as amended from time to time, and such other powers as
granted it by the other provisions of this Municipal Code, or as may be entrusted to it by the
Council from time to time, and shall submit an annual report to the Council.


The Planning and Transportation Commission shall act in an advisor:;' capacity to the
Council on transportation issues. Transportation issues shall include automobile circulation.
pedestrian. bicycle and handicapped access. and public transportation on all public streets.
roadways and paths within the city limits of the CitJT of Los Altos.


The Planning and Transportation Commission shall advise the Council on existing and
proposed CitJT policies related to traffic calming and traffic enforcement.


The Planning and Transportation Commission shall advise the Council on projects and
budget priorities for traffic-related capital improvements."


SECTION 4. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Chapter 2.08 is hereby amended to revise
Section 2.08.110, to read as follows:


"2.08.110 - Powers and duties of the Design Review Commission.


The Design Review Commission shall have those powers and duties granted it by other
provisions of this Municipal Code, or as may be entrusted to it by the Council from time to
time, and shall submit an annual report to the Council."


SECTION 5. AMENDMENT OF CODE: Chapter 2.08 IS hereby amended to add
Section 2.08.160, to read as follows:


"2.08.160 - Powers and duties of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission.


The Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Commission advises the Council on bicycle and
pedestrian issues, recommends updates to the City's Bicycle Transportation Plan, identifies
and prioritizes projects that will improve bicycle and pedestrian safety and access within Los
Altos and shall submit an annual report to the Council."


SECTION 6. CONSTITUTIONALITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or
phrase of this Code is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, such decision
shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Code.


SECTION 7. PUBLICATION. This Ordinance shall be published as provided ill


Government Code section 36933.


SECTION 8. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Ordinance shall be effective upon the
commencement of the thirty-first day following the adoption date.


The foregoing ordinance was duly and properly introduced at a regular meeting of the
City Council of the City of Los Altos held on May 8, 2012 and was thereafter, at a regular
meeting held on May 22, 2012 passed and adopted by the following vote:
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AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:


Attest:


Jon Maginot, DEPU1Y CI1Y CLERK
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AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: J. Logan, Assistant City Manager


DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # L/


SUBJECT: Resolution to join Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority


RECOMMENDATION:


Approve Resolution No. 2012-12 to join Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted:


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: May 8, 2012


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments:


1. Resolution No. 2012-12







BACKGROUND


As summarized in the May 8, 2012 staff report to Council, application for membership in a
pooled general liability program was sent to Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority
(BCJPIA). After exercise of due diligence by both parties, the BCJPIA Executive
Committee extended initial approval of membership to the City of Los Altos to join its pool.


On May 8, 2012, Council approved and authorized the following recommendations:


A. Approve membership in Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority and the
purchase of General Liability insurance


B. Approve membership in Employment Risk Management Authority and the purchase
of Employment Practices Liability insurance


C. Authorize City Manager to execute documents to become a member and to purchase
insurance with Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority


D. Authorize City Manager to execute documents to become a member and to purchase
insurance with Employment Risk Management Authority


E. Authorize City Manager to execute documents to withdraw from the current
msurance provider, Association of Bay Area Governments Pooled Liability
Assurance Network


DISCUSSION


On May 15,2012, the Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority (BCJPIA) held a Special
Board of Directors Meeting to consider fmal approval of membership for the City of Los
Altos. A quorum of members was present and they reviewed and discussed the BCJPIA staff
report and unanimously approved the City of Los Altos for membership in the Pooled
General Liability, Property and Auto Physical Damage Programs.


Subsequent to the May 15, 2012 action by the BCJPIA Board of Directors, approval is now
needed by Council of Resolution No. 2012-12 to fmalize membership in BCJPIA.


FISCAL IMPACT


None


PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVE


Do not finalize membership in BCJPIA for purchase of insurance for the Pooled General
Liability, Property and Auto Physical Damage Programs


May 22,2012
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ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-12


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS
AUTHORIZING PARTICIPATION IN BAY CITIES JOINT POWERS


INSURANCE AUTHORITY


WHEREAS, the Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority (BCJPIA) provides
risk-sharing, pooled liability, workers' compensation, property and auto physical damage
coverage to its public entity members, as well as other ancillary coverages and services; and


WHEREAS, the City Council on May 8, 2012 approved membership in Bay Cities
Joint Powers Insurance Authority (BCJPIA) and the purchase of General Liability insurance;
and


WHEREAS, the City Council on May 8, 2012 authorized the City Manager to
execute documents to become a member and to purchase insurance with Bay Cities Joint
Powers Insurance Authority.


NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that:


1. The City Council of the City of Los Altos hereby approves and authorizes
participation in the BCJPIA.


2. The City Council of the City of Los Altos desires to partiCipate in BCJPIA
beginning 12:00 am on July 1,2012 for a minimum period of three years.


3. The Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement, in the form attached as Exhibit A, is
hereby approved by the City Council of the City of Los Altos, and the City
Manager of the City of Los Altos is hereby authorized and directed to execute
the Agreement on behalf of the City of Los Altos.


4. The City Manager of the City of Los Altos is also authorized to execute any
other document(s) that may be necessary or appropriate to enter into and
implement the Agreement on behalf of the City of Los Altos.


5. The City of Los Altos consents to be governed for liability, property, and auto
physical damage coverage in accordance with the Master Program Documents,
the Memoranda of Coverage, and other documents and policies as adopted by
the Board.


6. The City of Los Altos shall appoint a Director, which shall be the Chief
Administrative Officer or his or her designee, to be a representative on the
BCJPIA's Governing Board. The alternate Director shall be appointed by and
serve at the pleasure of the Director.


Resolution No. 2012-12 Page 1







I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a
Resolution passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Los Altos at a meeting
thereof on the 22nd day of May, 2012 by the following vote:


AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:


Valorie Cook Carpenter, MAYOR


Attest:


Jon Maginot, DEPUTY CITY CLERK


Resolution No. 2012-12 Page 2







EXHIBIT A


JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT


CREATING THE


BAY CITIES JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY


adopted


August 13, 1986


amended


March 15, 1996
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BAY CITIES JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY


JOINT POWERS AGREEMENT


This Agreement is made by and among the public entities listed in Appendix A ("Member
Entities"), all of which are public entities organized and operating under the laws of the State of
California and each of which is a local public entity as defined in California Government Code
Section 989, as it may be amended from time to time.


RECITALS


1. The following state laws, among others, authorize the Member Entities to enter into the Bay
Cities Joint Powers Insurance Authority Joint Powers Agreement ("Agreement"):


1. Labor Code Section 3700 allowing a local public entity to fund its own workers'
compensation claims;


2. Government Code Sections 989 and 990 permitting a local public entity to insure
itself against liability and other losses;


3. Government Code Section 990.4 permitting a local public entity to provide insurance
and self-insurance in any desired combination;


4. Government Code Section 990.8 permitting two or more local public entities to enter
into an agreement to jointly fund such expenditures under the authority of
Government Code Sections 6500-6515; and


5. Government Code Sections 6500-6515 permitting two or more local public entities to
jointly exercise under an agreement any power which is common to each of them.


II. The governing board ofeach Member Entity has determined that it is in the Member Entity's
best interest and in the public interest that this Agreement be executed and that it shall
participate as a member of the public entity created by this Agreement.


Now, therefore, the Member Entities, by, between, and among themselves, in consideration
of the mutual benefits, promises, and agreements set forth below, hereby agree as follows:


ARTICLE I


CREATION OF THE "BAY CITIES JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY"


Pursuant to Article 1, Chapter 5, Division 7, Title 1 of the Government Code ofthe State of
California (commencing with Section 6500), the Member Entities create a public agency, separate
and apart from the Member Entities, to be known as the "Bay Cities Joint Powers Insurance
Authority" (the "Authority"). Pursuant to Government Code Section 6508.1, the debts, liabilities,
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and obligations of this Authority shall not constitute debts, liabilities, or obligations of the Member
Entities.


ARTICLE II


PURPOSES


This Agreement is entered into by Member Entities under California Government Code
Sections 990, 990.4, 990.8, and 6500, et. seq. and Labor Code Section 3700 in order to do one or
more of the following:


1. Develop effective risk management programs to reduce the amount and frequency of
losses;


2. Share the risk of self-insured losses;


3. Jointly purchase insurance either with or without any self-insured p011ion underlying
the insurance, and administrative and other services including. but not limited to
claims adjusting, data processing. risk management. loss prevention, accounting
services, actuarial services. and legal services in connection with the Programs; and


4. Provide administrative and other services including, but not limited to. claims
adjusting, data processing, risk management, loss prevention, accounting services.
actuarial services, and legal services in connection with the various programs.


These purposes shall be accomplished through the exercise of the powers of the Member
Entities jointly in the creation and operation of the Authority.


It is also the purpose ofthis Agreement to provide, to the extent pelmitted by law, procedures
for the addition, at subsequent date, of public entities to become parties to this Agreement and
members of the Authority, subject to ARTICLE XV, and to provide for the removal of Member
Entities for cause or upon request, subject to Articles XVI and XVII.


ARTICLE III


DEFINITIONS


In this Agreement unless the context otherwise requires:


1. Board or Board of Directors is the governing body of the Authority constituted as
set forth in Al1icle VIII of this Agreement:


2. Governing Documents include this Agreement. the Bylaws of the Authority. and
any other document stipulated as a Governing Document in the Bylaws.
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3. Member Entity includes each public agency which is a party to this Agreement.


4. Program is the specific method used to provide coverage for a risk, scope, type, or
area ofinsurance services, including, without limitation, the funding ofloss reserves,
where applicable, as prescribed in a Governing Document for a specific type of
coverage, and may encompass such specific areas as comprehensive general liability,
property, workers' compensation, or employee benefits.


ARTICLE IV


PARTIES TO THE AGREEMENT


Each Member Entity certifies that it intends to and does contract with every other Member
Entity who is a signatory to this Agreement and, in addition, with such other Member Entity as may
later be added as a Member Entity under ARTICLE XV. Each Member Entity also certifies that the
deletion of any Member Entity from this Agreement does not affect this Agreement nor each
Member Entity's intent to contract with the Member Entities then remaining.


ARTICLE V


TERM OF AGREEMENT


This Agreement became effective as of August 15, 1986 and continues in full force until
terminated in accordance with ARTICLE XIX.


ARTICLE VI


POWERS OF THE AUTHORITY


The Authority, through its Board of Directors, is authorized, in its own name, to do all acts
necessary to fulfill the purposes of this Agreement referred to in ARTICLE II including, but not
limited to, each of the following:


1. Make and enter into contracts;


2. Incur debts, liabilities, and obligations; but no debt, liability, or obligation of the
Authority is a debt, liability, or obligation of a Member Entity;


3. Acquire, hold, or dispose of real and personal property;


4. Receive contributions and donations ofproperty, funds, services, and other forms of
assistance from any source;


5. Sue and be sued in its own name;
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6. Employ agents and employees:


7. Acquire. construct. manage. and maintain buildings:


8. Lease real or personal property. including that of a Member Entity:


9. Receive. collect. invest. and disburse monies;


10. Issue revenue bonds or other forms of indebtedness. as provided under Government
Code Sections 6500. et. seq.: and


11. Carry out other duties as required to accomplish other responsibilities as set forth in
this Agreement.


These powers shall be exercised in the manner provided by applicable law and as expressly
set forth in this Agreement.


ARTICLE VII


MEMBERSHIP


Membership shall be restricted to public agencies located within the State of California, or
such other lesser areas as set forth in the Bylaws.


There shall be two classes of membership defined as follows:


1. Class A Member Entities shall be accepted as such by the Board of Directors and
designated as Class A Member Entities on the signature page.


2. Class B Member Entities shall be accepted as such by the Board of Directors and
designated as Class B Member Entities on the signature page.


Upon a Member Entity organization or re-organization, including dissolution, merger, or
consolidation. which results in extinguislunent or dissolution of the legal existence of a Member
Entity. the rights. obligations, and liabilities of such Member Entity under this Agreement. the
Bylaws, or other Governing Documents or Resolutions of the Board shall be the rights, obligations.
and liabilities of the successor public entity.


ARTICLE VIII


MEMBER ENTITY RESPONSIBILITIES


Each Member Entity. regardless of its class. has the obligations and responsibilities set forth
in the Governing Documents as defined in the Bylaws and any Resolution of the Board of Directors.
Such responsibilities and obligations may include. but are not limited to. the following:


4
.I :\8C.IPI A\Aclll1in\l)ocull1cnts\Go\crning\/\grccmcnt\J PA Agrccll1cnt.doc EfTecti\'c July I. 1996







1. Cooperate with the Authority in determining the cause oflosses and in the settlement
of claims;


2. Pay all premiums, assessments, penalties, interest, and other charges promptly to the
Authority when due;


3. Provide the Authority with statistical and loss experience, data, and other information
as may be necessary; and


4. Cooperate with and assist the Authority and any insurer, claims adjuster, or legal
counsel retained by the Authority in matters relating to this Agreement, the Authority
Bylaws, any other Governing Documents, and policies and procedures adopted by the
Board.


POWERS RESERVED UNTO THE MEMBERSHIP


The Member Entities retain the following powers:


1. The designation of the Board of Directors as specified in ARTICLE IX; and


2. Approval of an amendment to this Agreement as specified in ARTICLE XXIV.


ARTICLE IX


BOARD OF DIRECTORS


There shall be a Board ofDirectors to govern the affairs ofthe Authority. The Board shall be
comprised of one director, and one alternate director, from each Class A Member Entity who shall
have the authority to bind the Member Entity on any and all matters relating to the business of the
Authority. Each director has one vote. The alternate director may cast a vote as a member ofthe
Board ofDirectors only in the absence ofthe director. Each director shall be the chiefadministrative
officer of each Member Entity or his or her designee. The alternate director shall be appointed by
and serve at the pleasure of that Member Entity's director.


POWERS RESERVED UNTO THE BOARD


The powers of the Board are the powers of the Authority not specifically reserved to the
Member Entities by this Agreement. The Board has authority to delegate its powers and authority.
However, the Board shall retain unto itselfthe power to change the Bylaws, to expel a member by a
two-thirds vote, and to establish a Program.
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ARTICLE X


COMMITTEES


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE


The Board may create an Executive Committee comprised of members of the Board and
delegate one or more of its powers to the Executive Committee except those powers not delegable.
An appointment to the Executive Committee, if any, is by an election of the Board of Directors.


OTHER COMMITTEES


Other committees may be created by, or in accordance with, the procedures described in the
Bylaws.


ARTICLE XI


BOARD AND COMMITTEE MEETINGS


The Board shall hold at least one regular meeting each year. The Board shall fix the date,
hour, and place at which each regular meeting is to be held. A special meeting may be called upon
written request by the President or at least one-third of the Board members.


Each regular, adjourned regular, and special meeting ofthe Board, the Executive Committee,
or any other Standing Committee shall be called, noticed, held, and conducted in accordance with


the Ralph M. Brown Act (Section 54950 et. seq. of the Government Code).


The Secretary shall keep or have kept minutes ofeach regular or special meeting ofthe Board
and any Committee. As soon as possible after each meeting, the Secretary shall have a copy ofthose
minutes forwarded to each member of the Board.


No business may be transacted by the Board or a Committee without a quorum ofmembers
being present. A quorum consists of a majority ofthe members.


ARTICLE XII


OFFICERS & EMPLOYEES


The Officers of the Authority are the President, Vice President, Administrator, Secretary,
Treasurer, and others as may be declared in the Bylaws or Resolution ofthe Board. The Officers are
elected or appointed in accordance with the procedures described in the Bylaws. The Officers shall
have the authorities and responsibilities as defined in the Bylaws.


The Board may appoint such officers and employees and may contract with such persons or
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finns as it considers necessary to carry out the purposes of this Agreement.


Any Member Entity which provides or perfonns assigned duties pursuant to this ARTICLE
may be reimbursed by the Authority for services rendered on the Authority's behalf.


ARTICLE XIII


ANNUAL AUDITS AND AUDIT REPORTS


The Treasurer shall cause an annual financial audit to be made by an independent Certified
Public Accountant with respect to all Authority receipts, disbursements, other transactions and
entries into the books. A report of the financial audit shall be filed as a public record with each
Member Entity. The audit shall be conducted in accordance with Government Code Section 6505
and filed with the County Auditor or others as required by the laws of California. The Authority
shall pay the cost of the financial audit and charge the cost against the Member Entities in the same
manner as other administrative costs.


ARTICLE XIV


INDEMNIFICATION OF DIRECTORS, OFFICERS, AND EMPLOYEES


The members ofthe Board ofDirectors and the officers and employees ofthe Authority shall
act in good faith and in the best interests of the Authority in the performance of their duties
hereunder. The members ofthe Board ofDirectors and the officers and employees of the Authority
shall be liable for any act or omission within the scope of their office or employment by the
Authority as a public entity only in the event that they act or fail to act because of actual fraud,
corruption, or actual malice or willfully fail or refuse to conduct the defense of a claim or action in
good faith or to reasonably cooperate in good faith in the defense conducted by the Authority. No
member of the Board shall be liable for any action taken or omitted by any other member of the
Board. No member of the Board, officer, or employee shall be required to deposit premium on a
bond or other security to guarantee the faithful perfonnance ofhis or her duties hereunder, although
the Authority may provide such bonds. Funds of the Authority shall be used to defend and to
indemnify members of the Board, officers, and employees of the Authority for any act or omission
pursuant to the provisions ofGovernment Code Sections 910 to 996.6. The Authority may purchase
insurance to provide coverage for acts or omissions of directors, officers, and employees.


The Authority shall indemnify, protect, defend, and hold harmless each and all of the
Member Entities, and their officers and employees, for and from any and all liability, claims, causes
ofaction, damages, losses, judgments, costs, or expenses (including attorney's fees) resulting from an
injury caused by a negligent or wrongful act or omission occurring in the performance of this
Agreement by the Authority, by one or more of the Member Entities, or any of their officers,
employees, agents, or independent contractors. This indemnification provision is intended to
supplant and supersede the pro rata right of contribution fonnula set forth in Government Code
Section 895.6.
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ARTICLE XV


SELF-INDEMNIFICATION AMONG THE MEMBER ENTITIES


Section 895.2 ofthe California Government Code imposes certain tort liability jointly upon
entities solely by reason of such entities being parties to an agreement as defined in Section 895 of
said Code. Therefore, the Member Entities hereto, as between themselves, pursuant to the
authorization contained in Sections 895.4 and 895.6 of the California Government Code, each
assumes the full liability imposed upon it for any of its officers, agents, or employees by law for
injuries caused by a negligent or wrongful act or omission occurring in the performance of this
Agreement to the same extent that such liability would be imposed in the absence ofSection 895.2 of
said Code. To achieve this purpose, each Member Entity indemnifies and holds harmless all other
Member Entities for any loss, cost, or expense that may be imposed upon such other Member
Entities solely by virtue of Section 895.2 of the California Code.


ARTICLE XVI


NEW MEMBERS


A public agency may be admitted as a Member Entity only upon a two-thirds vote of the
Board of Directors. The application of any Member Entity to participate in any Program shall be
determined under the Program's Governing Documents.


Each applicant for membership shall pay all fees and expenses set by the Board.


ARTICLE XVII


WITHDRAWAL


A Member Entity may not withdraw from the Authority for a period ofthree (3) consecutive
fiscal years after commencement of membership. After the initial three (3) year non-cancelable
period, a Member Entity may withdraw from the Authority only at the end ofa fiscal year, provided
it has given the Authority at least six months written notice of its intent to withdraw. A notice of
intent to withdraw shall be final and irreversible upon its receipt by the Authority unless the Board
authorizes it to be rescinded by the Member Entity.


The withdrawal ofa Member Entity from any class ofmembership in the Authority shall not
terminate its responsibility, as defined by any of the Governing Documents of the Authority, to
contribute its share ofpremiums or funds to any fund or coverage program created by the Authority
in which the withdrawing Member Entity has participated.
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ARTICLE XVIII


EXPULSION


The Authority may expel a Member Entity from any class ofmembership in the Authority by
a two-thirds vote of the Board of Directors for a breach of any of the Governing Documents
determined by the Board to be a material breach. Such expulsion shall automatically, and
simultaneously, terminate the Member Entity's participation in any and all Programs in which it may
be a Program participant. The procedure for hearing and notice of expulsion of a Member Entity
shall be as provided in the Authority Bylaws.


The expulsion procedures from any Program shall be defined in the Governing Documents
for that Program.


The expulsion of a Member Entity from any class of membership in the Authority shall not
terminate its responsibility, as defined by any of the Governing Documents of the Authority, to
contribute its share ofpremiums or funds to any fund or coverage Program created by the Authority
in which the expelled Member Entity has participated.


ARTICLE XIX


TERMINATION AND DISTRIBUTION


This Agreement may only be terminated by the written consent of all Member Entities.
Thereafter, this Agreement may be tenninated by the written consent of two-thirds of the Member
Entities. However, this Agreement and the Authority continue to exist after termination for the
purpose of disposing of all claims, distribution of assets, and all other functions necessary to
conclude the obligations and affairs of the Authority.


Upon termination of this Agreement, the assets of the Authority shall be distributed and
apportioned among the Member Entities that have been participants in its Programs, including those
Member Entities which previously withdrew or were expelled pursuant to ARTICLES XVII and
XVIII of this Agreement, as provided in the Authority Bylaws.


ARTICLE XX


NOTICES


Notice to each Member Entity under this Agreement is sufficient ifmailed to its respective
address on file with the Authority.


ARTICLE XXI


BINDING EFFECT OF BYLAWS AND
OTHER GOVERNING DOCUMENTS


Each party to this Agreement by the execution hereof agrees to be bound by and to comply
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with all ofthe terms and conditions ofthe Governing Documents, and any Resolution adopted by the
Board of Directors as they now exist or may hereafter be adopted or amended.


ARTICLE XXII


ENFORCEMENT


The Authority is hereby granted authority to enforce this Agreement. In the event action is
instituted by the Authority to enforce any term of any of the Governing Documents ofany Program
or otherwise against any Member Entity, the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable attorney
fees and costs incurred because of said action, in addition to other appropriate relief.


ARTICLE XXIII


PROHIBITION AGAINST ASSIGNMENT


No Member Entity may assign a right, claim, or interest it may have under this Agreement.
No creditor, assignee, or third party beneficiary ofa Member Entity has a right, claim, or title to any
part, share, interest, fund, premium, or asset of the Authority.


ARTICLE XXIV


AMENDMENTS


This Agreement may be amended ifat least 85% ofthe total Class A Member Entities vote in
favor of the amendment. A proposed amendment must be submitted to each Member Entity at least
thirty (30) days in advance ofthe date when the Member Entity considers it. An amendment is to be
effective immediately unless otherwise designated. Appendix A to the Agreement may be amended
to correctly list current Member Entities without separate action by the Member Entities or the
Board.


ARTICLE XXV


SEVERABILITY


If a portion, term, condition, or provision of this Agreement is determined by a court to be
illegal or in conflict with a law of the State of California, or is otherwise rendered unenforceable or
ineffectual, the validity ofthe remaining portions, terms, conditions, and provisions is not affected.
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In witness whereof, the following parties have each executed this Agreement as amended on the
dates set forth below and acknowledge their Class A membership to the Authority:


Entity:


Date:


Title:


Entity:


Date:


Title:


Entity:


Date:


Title:


In witness whereof, the following parties have each executed this Agreement as amended on the
dates set forth below and acknowledge their Class B membership to the Authority:


Entity:


Date:
Title:
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APPENDIX A


MEMBER ENTITIES AND MEMBER CLASS


City of Albany
City of Berkeley
City of Brisbane
City of Emeryville
Town of Fairfax
City of Larkspur
City of Menlo Park
City of Mill Valley
City of Monte Sereno
City ofNovato
City of Piedmont
City of Pleasanton
City of Redwood City
Town of San Anselmo
Town of Tiburon
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
City of Sausalito
Twin Cities Police Authority
City of Union City


Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class B
Class A
Class A
Class A
Class A








AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Tuck Younis, Chief of Police


SUBJECT: City of Los Altos Hazard Mitigation Annex


RECOMMENDATION:


DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # 5


Adopt Resolution No. 2012-11 approving the City of Los Altos Annex to the Santa Clara County
Annex to the Association of Bay Area Governments Local Hazard Mitigation Plan


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted: Not applicable


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: December 14,2010


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments:


1. Resolution No. 2012-11
2. City of Los Altos Hazard Mitigation Annex







BACKGROUND


On October 20, 2000, the President signed into law the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, also
known as DMA 2000. DMA 2000 requires all state and local governments to develop
comprehensive local hazard mitigation plans as a condition of eligibility for federal funding
in the event of natural or man-made disasters. Hazard mitigation is defIned as "sustained
action taken to reduce or eliminate the long-term risk to human life and property from
natural, human caused and technological hazards and their effect."


To assist local governments in meeting the DMA 2000 requirement, the Association of Bay
Area Governments (ABAG) became the lead agency in the region and took a multi
jurisdictional approach to developing a plan tided "Taming Natural Disasters." In
conjunction with the County of Santa Clara, the City of Los Altos agreed to participate in
the ABAG multi-jurisdictional hazard mitigation planning process.


DISCUSSION


The City of Los Altos, like many other cities within Santa Clara County, does not have a
current approved Hazard Mitigation Plan. Through grant funding secured by the County,
the Santa Clara County Offlce of Emergency Services contracted with Dewberry
Professional Services (DPS) to create individual city Annexes (addendums) for the 2010
Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan.


To create the City of Los Altos Annex, staff provided DPS vulnerability assessments related
to infrastructure, health, housing, economy, government, education and land use that may be
affected in the event of man-made or natural disasters. The intent of this information is to
better prepare the City and the County in creating both individual and combined strategies
to mitigate potential damage, protect existing assets and create County-wide strategic plans
in advance of a signifIcant event. The data and information contained in the City plan was
collected in late 2010 and early 2011.


On December 14, 2010, Council publicly received an informational report oudining the
hazard mitigation plan process for the City. Additionally, an informational sheet tided
"What is Hazard Mitigation?" and a link to a hazard mitigation on-line survey was posted on
the City of Los Altos webpage from December 15, 2010 to January 15, 2011. The survey
was an effort to collect input from residents regarding their level of preparedness and
perception of risk to hazardous events. DPS used the data obtained from the on-line survey
to complete the City Annex.


Once the Annex is approved, it will become part of the County plan which will then be
incorporated into the regional Bay Area plan. Council adoption of the resolution meets the
DMA 2000 requirement and allows the City to apply for assistance funds in the event of a
disaster.


May 22, 2012
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FISCAL IMPACT


None


PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVE


Do not adopt the City of Los Altos Hazard Mitigation Annex


May 22, 2012
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ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-11


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LOS ALTOS APPROVING THE
CITY OF LOS ALTOS ANNEX TO THE SANTA CLARA COUNTY ANNEX TO THE


ASSOCIATION OF BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS LOCAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN
"TAMING NATURAL DISASTERS"


WHEREAS, the Bay Area is subject to various earthquake-related hazards such as ground shaking,
liquefaction, land sliding, fault surface rupture and tsunamis; and


WHEREAS, the Bay Area is subject to various weather-related hazards including wildfires, floods and
landslides; and


WHEREAS, the City of Los Altos knows that disasters do not recognize city, county, or special district
boundaries; and


WHEREAS, the City of Los Altos seeks to maintain and enhance both a disaster-resistant city and region
by reducing the potential loss of life, property damage and environmental degradation from natural disasters while
accelerating economic recovery from the disasters; and


WHEREAS, the City of Los Altos is committed to increasing the disaster resistance of infrastructure,
health, housing, economy, government services, education, environment and land use systems in the City, as well as
in the Bay Area as a whole; and


WHEREAS, the Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 requires all cities, counties and special districts to
have adopted a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan to receive disaster mitigation funding; and


WHEREAS, the Association of Bay Area Governments has approved and adopted the report, "Taming
Natural Disasters," as the multi-jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area.


NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Los Altos hereby
adopts, with its local Annex, this multi-jurisdictional plan as its Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.


I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a Resolution passed and adopted
by the City Council of the City of Los Altos at a meeting thereof on the 22nd day of May, 2012 by the following
vote:


AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:


Valorie Cook Carpenter, MAYOR


Attest:


Jon Maginot, DEPUTY CITY CLERK
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SECTION 13 CITY OF LOS ALTOS ANNEX


13.1 INTRODUCTION


This City of Los Altos Annex serves as an annex to the Santa Clara County Local Hazard Mitigation
Plan which is an annex to the 2010 Association of Bay Area Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, Taming
Natural Disasters. Pursuant to the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, a signed adoption resolution
confirms the City Council adopted this annex.


The City ofLos Altos has not previously prepared a local hazard mitigation plan pursuant to the
Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000, therefore this is not an update, and should be reviewed as a new
plan.


The City of Los Altos is a small city
located in the northwestern region of
Santa Clara County, California. The City
has a population of 28,976 people, based
on the 2010 census. Los Altos strives to
maintain a semi-rural atmosphere with a
minimum lot size for most residential
housing at one-quarter of an acre. The
civic center sits in the middle of an
orchard, a remnant of those that once
covered the area. Many Los Altos homes
draw a price of $2 million and higher,
putting the city (along with neighboring
Los Altos Hills, with which it shares ZIP
codes) at numbers 24 and 28 on Forbes'


"Most Expensive ZIP Codes in America" list in 2007.


Los Altos is near the San Andreas Fault and subject to earthquakes.


• 1906 San Francisco Earthquake - Although Los Altos was hit extremely hard (VIII on the
intensity level), the main local effort was to help rebuild nearby Santa Cruz, which was
nearly destroyed.


• 1989 - On October 17, Los Altos experienced the Lorna Prieta earthquake, but avoided
major damage. Los Altos and its churches combined efforts to clean up hard-hit areas such as
Watsonville and Santa Cruz.
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13.2 INTERNAL PLANNING PROCESS


The City of Los Altos participated in the regional planning process coordinated by ABAG and the
local planning process coordinated by Santa Clara County OES, as noted in Section 3 of this plan.
Matthew Hartley, Sergeant, served as the City's representative and lead for completing this annex.
Andy Galea, Captain, participated in Local Planning Team meetings #1 and #2, and assisted Mr.
Hartley in facilitating the City's public outreach for the online survey, performing internal reviews
and collaborating in order to provide all of the required information for development of this annex.
Matt Hartley participated in Local Planning Team meeting #3, coordinated internal reviews of the
draft annex, distribution of the review draft, and adoption of the conditionally approved annex.


Contact information: Sergeant Paul Arguelles, parguelles@losaltosca.gov, 650-947-2663


The City of Los Altos' internal planning team included the following individuals:
Tuck Youills, Chief ofPolice
Andy Galea, Police Captain
Matthew W. Hartley, Police Sergeant
Paul Arguelles, Police Sergeant
Brian J. McCarthy, Maintenance Services Manager
David Kornfield, Planning Services Manager
Kirk Ballard, Building Official


Public Outreach


The City of Los Altos notified residents and businesses of the hazard mitigation planning process by
distributing promotional announcements regarding the public opportunity to respond to the online
survey discussed in Section 3.2.6 in the County Annex. A copy of the survey is included in County
Attachment 7: Survey Outreach Materials, found in Section 9.7. The following media was utilized:


• City Website (www.ci.los-altos.ca.usl)
• Los Altos Town Crier newspaper


Copies of these outreach announcements are included in Section 13.7, Los Altos Attachment 1:
Outreach Materials.


Survey Results


On November 1,2010, the Local Planning Team released an online survey to solicit public input
regarding concerns for hazard risk. The Local Planning Team also used this survey to gauge the level
ofpublic preparedness for emergencies. The survey responses received from the City ofLos Altos
residents are summarized below:
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1. 13 out of 541 survey respondents were from the City of Los Altos.
2. Respondents were asked which five hazards, out of the 31 hazards the LPT identified, are of


most concern to their neighborhood or home. Below are responses from the City of Los
Altos (in order of most responses):


Table 13-1: Hazards of Most Concern


Hazard Number of Responses


Earthquake: Ground Shaking 10


Infrastructure: Water System Disruption (no potable water) 10


Infrastructure: Electrical System Disruption (no power) 8
Infrastructure: Telecommunication System Disruption (no phone I cell


5
service)


Infrastructure: Transportation Disruption (blocked roads I failed bridges) 4


Disease and Outbreak 3


Earthquake: Surface Rupture 3


Flood 3


Infrastructure: Energy System Disruption (no gas) 3


Infrastructure: Wastewater System Disruption (sewer backup) 3


Additional Hazard * 3


Hazardous Materials Spills (chemicallbiological) 2


Wildfire 2


Wind (high winds) 2


Agricultural Pests and Diseases 1


Dam Failure 1


Drought i


Bay Area Silting 0


Delta Levee Failure 0


Earthquake: Landslides 0


Earthquake: Liquefaction 0


Expansive Soils 0


Freeze 0


Hailstorm 0


Heat (extreme heat) 0


Land Subsidence (soil compaction due to subsurface water removal) 0


Landslide and Debris flow 0


Solar Storm 0


ThunderlLightning Storms 0


Tornado 0


Tsunami 0


Volcano 0
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* Respondents noted the following additional hazards: personal and property safety if police
protection is not available and downed power lines


3. Respondents were asked if a severe hazard event occurred today, such that all services were cut
off from their home and they were unable to leave or access a store for 72 hours, which items they
would have readily available. Below is a summary of responses from the City of Los Altos
respondents:


Table 13-2: Items Readily Available to Respondents


* Respondents noted the followmg addItIOnal Items m theIr emergency kits: hand wanners, portable
toilet and toilet paper, propane stove, tarps, sleeping bags, outdoor clothes, shoes, ID, keys, cell
phone, whistle, water bottle, 2-story chain ladder, tent, shovels, tools, garbage bags, lantern, fuel,
extra batteries, mountain bikes, government emergency preparedness publications, vital records
PortaVault system, pet food


Item that is Readily Available Responses


Blanket(s) II


Flashlight (with batteries) 11


Canned/Non-perishable Foods (ready to eat) II


First Aid Kit 10


Portable AM/FM Radio (solar powered, hand crank,or batteries) 10


Potable Water (3 gallons per person) 9


Cash 8
Extra Medications 8
What else do you have in your emergency kit? * 7


Handheld "Walkie-Talkie" Radios (with batteries) 3
Important Family PhotoslDocumentation in a water and fire proof


3
container


..


4. Respondents were asked if they were familiar with the special needs of their neighbors in the event
of a disaster situation.


• 8, or 61.5% of respondents, answered that they are not familiar with the special
needs of their neighbors.


• 5, or 38.5% of respondents, answered that they are familiar with the special needs of
their neighbors.


5. Respondents were asked if they are trained members of their Community Emergency Response
Team (CERT) *The City of Los Altos no longer provides CERT training.


• 7, or 53.8% of respondents indicated that they are part ofCERT.


• 6, or 46.2% of respondents, indicated that they are not part ofCERT, but would like to
learn more about CERT.
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• None of the respondents indicated that they are not part ofCERT and are not interested in
being a trained CERT member.


Respondents were asked to share why they are a trained CERT member, or why they are not part of
CERT. The received responses are listed below:


• As a current Los Altos Councilwoman, I thought it was important to get CERT training
• The City of Los Altos is not offering the program
• We are elderly and our activities have been limited by illness during the last several months.


But we hope at least one of us can attend classes if possible in 2011.


• Yes, but need a refresher
• Trained in CERT by Los Altos Police. Wanted to be better prepared to help my family and


neighbors in case of an emergency. Would also like to become a HAM operator.
• I am a trained animal disaster responder with the Humane Society. To become more familiar


with local emergency response procedures, I completed CERT training in Mountain View in
2008.


6. Respondents were asked what is the most important thing local government can do to help
communities be more prepared for a disaster. The following summarizes the 11 responses received:


• More CERT training along with refresher sessions
• Ensure personal and property protection against crime during and after a major


disaster
• Institute automatic email, text messages, and phone calls in an emergency (Emergency


Communication)


• Promote awareness
• Citizen training and outreach
• Emergency Preparedness information
• Develop community response teams


• Fuel backup


7. Respondents were asked if they live in an apartment building or home with a living space above a
garage or parking area.


• 7 or 58.3% of respondents indicated that they do not live in an apartment or home
with living space above a garage or parking area.


• 5, or 41.7% of respondents, indicated that they do live in an apartment building or
home with living space above a garage or parking area.


• One respondent skipped this question.
Those respondents who indicated that they do live in an apartment building or home with living
space above the garage or parking area were asked to describe their level of concern for the building
to collapse in a large earthquake event. 2 respondents indicated that they have "Moderate Concern",
while 2 respondents indicated that they have "No Concern".
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8. Respondents who are homeowners were asked if they have adequate homeowners insurance to
cover the hazards that could impact their home. Below is a summary of responses:


Table 13-3: Adequate Homeowners Insurance


Answer Responses


Yes, my insurance coverage should be adequate 8
No, I don't believe my insurance coverage would be adequate for a major disaster I
Unsure I
I do not have an insurance policy 0
Not applicable, I rent my current residence 0


9. Respondents were asked if they have earthquake insurance. Below is a summary of responses:


Table 13-4: Earthquake Insurance


Answer Responses


Yes, I own my home and have earthquake insurance. 2
Yes, I rent my home and have earthquake insurance. 0
No, but I am interested in reviewing earthquake insurance options. 3


No, earthquake insurance is too expensive. 7
No, I do not need earthquake insurance. 0


10. Respondents were asked if they have flood insurance. Below is a summary of responses:


Table 13-5: Flood Insurance


Answer Responses


Yes, I own my home and have flood insurance. 1


Yes, I rent my home and have flood insurance. 0


No, but I am interested in reviewing flood insurance options. 1
No, I do not need flood insurance 10


11. Respondents indicated the following as additional insurance listed for their home or property:


• Standard home insurance plus a rider for water damage in basement


• Liability
• Condominium owner's insurance for personal possessions and interior decor


12. Respondents were asked what they are doing to their property or within their home to reduce
future damage from the hazards identified above. Below is a summary of responses:
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Table 13-6: Property Changes to Reduce Future Damage from Hazards


Property Mitigation Responses


Seismic retrofit of the structure and/or foundation 3
Roof retrofit using fire resistant material 3
Other * 2


Installed backflow prevention devices 2
Defensible space landscaping (clear vegetation around house to reduce wildfire risk) 1 i
Strengthened Openings (to reduce high hazard wind risk) 1 I
House elevation or first floor modification to prevent flood damage 1


*The responses to "Other" were: "Monitored security system and natural gas powered generator" and
"Our ROA meets regularly to discuss such issues and solve any problems."


13. Respondents were asked if they work in Santa Clara County.


• 7, or 58.3% of respondents, indicated that they do work in Santa Clara County.


• 5, or 41.7% of respondents, indicated that they do not work in Santa Clara County.


14. Respondents were asked if their place of work is in an area susceptible to natural hazards.
Below is a list of natural hazards and responses from survey respondents:


Table 13-7: Place of Work in Hazard Areas


Natural Hazard Response


Earthquake fault zone 7
Other * 3
High-risk flood zone 2
I don't know 1


Liquefaction zone 1


Landslide Risk Area 0
Wildland Urban Interface (wildfire risk area) 0


* The response to "other" was: tsunami


15. Respondents were asked if their employer has a plan for disaster recovery in place.


• 7, or 87.5% of respondents, indicated that their employer does have a disaster
recovery plan in place.


• 1, or 12.5% of respondents, indicated that their employer does not have a disaster
recovery plan in place.


• 5 respondents skipped this question.
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16. Respondents were asked if their employer has a workforce communications plan to implement
following a disaster so they may contact their employees.


• 5, or 62.5% of respondents indicated that their employer does have a workforce
communications plan.


• 1, or 12.5% of respondents indicated that their employer does not have a workforce
communications plan.


• 2, or 25% of respondents indicated that they are unsure if their employer has a
workforce communications plan.


• 5 respondents skipped this question.


17. Respondents were asked to list any studies that they are aware of being conducted within their
community or the county regarding the risk to future hazard events. 3 respondents replied to this
question. These answers are summarized below. 10 respondents skipped this question.


• Articles about CERT in local newspaper


• SCC, SCVWD, the USGS, the SFPUC, and the WRCB Division of Dams have done studies
on potential local hazard events.


18. Respondents were asked what recommendations they have for Santa Clara County and the
incorporated cities to improve identification, prioritization, and implementation of actions intended to
reduce future damage and increase resiliency. The following recommendations were received:


• Develop a list ofpriorities in the event of a major disaster


• Help the injured get professional care


• Have emergency shelters, safe water, and food in place


• Protect people and property from crime


• Restore infrastructure


• Move power utilities underground


• Make sure CalWater has an adequate emergency response plan


19. Respondents were asked to recommend any companies or local associations that should be
involved in the Santa Clara County hazard mitigation planning process. The recommended
organizations are listed below and were given the opportunity to review the draft plan as noted in the
following section.


• Los Altos Chamber of Commerce


• CalWater
• San Jose Water Company


20. Respondents were asked if they would like to review and comment on a draft of their
jurisdictions annex to the Multi-Jurisdictional Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan.


• 5, or 55.6% of respondents said they would like to review and comment on the draft
plan.
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• 4, or 44.4% of respondents said they would not like to review and comment on the
plan draft.


• 4 respondents skipped this question.
Five respondents who said they would like to review and comment on the draft plan included their
contact information and were given the opportunity to review the draft plan as noted in the following
section.


21. Respondents were asked to provide any additional comments/suggestions/questions. The
responses are summarized below:


• I think the possibility of crime against people and property in the event of a major disaster is
not reflected in this survey but will likely occur. I urge SCC and cities to plan for this as well
as the other hazards listed in question 3.


• Los Altos needs street lights. If there were an emergency at night and residents needed to
evacuate, the disaster would be exacerbated by the lack of lighting on the major roads in Los
Altos.


• I would like to see the Los Altos disaster plan specifically address animal-related issues. It
would help if the Los Altos CERT training, the City website, etc. could communicate the
importance of planning for animals.


Review Opportunities
A review draft of this plan was submitted to Cal EMA on March 25,2011 and subsequently
forwarded to FEMA for review and comment regarding compliance with the Disaster Mitigation Act
of2000. In April 201 1, the City of Los Altos initiated a public review period. The review draft was
available for public review on the websites of the Santa Clara County Office of Emergency Services
and the Association of Bay Area Governments. Additionally, the City of Los Altos issued a press
release and posted the review draft on the City's website to encourage public review. An email notice
was sent to key stakeholders and interested residents to make them aware of the public review period.
No comments were received on the review draft.


Copies of the outreach materials are included in Section 13.7, Los Altos Attachment 1: Outreach
Materials.


13.3 CAPABILITY ASSESSMENT


13.3.1 Mitigation Progress


13.3.1.1 Strategy Rankings


The City of Los Altos participated in ABAG's revision of the regional strategies for development of
this annex. Appendix G of Taming Natural Hazards presents a summary list of mitigation strategies
with regional priorities and the hazards mitigated.
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The City ranked those strategies in a spreadsheet provided by ABAG using the following scale:
Existing Program
Existing Program, Underfunded
Very High - Unofficial Program - Becomes Official on Plan Adoption, No Funding Needed
High - Actively Looking for Funding
Moderate
Under Study
Not Applicable, Not Appropriate, or Not Cost Effective
Not Yet Considered


Results of this ranking may be viewed online
at http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/eqmaps/mitigation/strategy.htrnl. A summary of these rankings is
presented in Los Altos Attachment 2: Los Altos Strategies 2010, in Section 13.7.


The countywide Local Planning Team reviewed the priorities as ranked by the participating Santa
Clara County jurisdictions to detennine the operational area goals and objectives. The City of Los
Altos is primarily concerned with potential impacts from Stevens Creek Dam failing and unmapped
faults under Foothill College. Wildfire and riverine flooding are the other two main hazards of
concern. The concern for wildfire is related to the neighboring jurisdiction of Los Altos Hills where
residences are located in the wildland urban interface. The City has a good floodplain management
ordinance to mitigate risk to riverine flooding. New mitigation actions the City of Los Altos has
identified are discussed in Section 13.5.


13.3.1.2 Completed projects


The City of Los Altos has ensured there are no remaining unreinforced masonry buildings within the
City. All structures have been seismically retrofitted.


The Building Official has required more restrictive fire sprinklers regulations through the adoption of
the 2007 California Code of Regulations. Amendments include required fire suppression systems to
be installed in all new buildings and substantial addition/remodels, both for commercial and
residential buildings since 3/1108.


The Building Official has required more restrictive code regulations for lateral and uplift braced wall
designs. These were amended back in the 1994 California Building Code. The Building Official has
continued these more restrictive regulations for Los Altos as modified again in the 2010 adoption of
the California Code of Regulations effective 01/01111.


The Building Official has required more restrictive code regulations with regard to the 2010
California Plumbing Code. State Architect approved Earthquake Actuated Gas Shut off Valves are
required on all new, replaced, repaired, and relocated gas meters.
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Seismic Retrofit plans are available to the public for no cost through the Building Official. These
plans facilitate retrofitting existing wood framed buildings without having the associated costs of
hiring a California Licensed Engineer or Architect.


13.3.1.3 Current projects


The City is currently trying to incorporate liquefaction concerns into the building process.
A revised Civic Center Master Plan to replace all government buildings is presently under
consideration.


When the funding is available, the Building Official would like to allow grant monies for owners of
soft story buildings (this law is in the making similar to URM requirements in the 1990's). In
addition, they would like to inspect structures owned by the City of Los Altos for possible seismic
retrofit and/or replacements. Los Altos believes that the City Engineering DivisionlPublic Works
should take the lead on this subject. This is listed as a mitigation action in Section 13.5.


13.3.2 Staff and Organizational Capabilities


13.3.2.1 Departmental Responsibilities


The City of Los Altos operates several departments with capabilities for implementing hazard
mitigation strategies. These departments and their roles and responsibilities are summarized in the
following table.


Table 13-8: Key Departments in the City of Los Altos


Key Departments in the City of Los Altos


Departments


Public Safety (Police and Fire) Personal Emergency Preparedness (PEP)


The mission of PEP is to harness the power of every individual through education, training, and


volunteer service to make communities safer, stronger, and better prepared to respond to the


threats of terrorism, crime, public health issues and disasters of all kinds.


Community Development Department


The Community Development Department works to promote the orderly development of the


community while preserving and enhancing the City's appearance and its distinct character. The


Department also ensures that all projects within the City, both public and private, are


constructed and maintained in a safe and legal environment. The Community Development


Department is divided into three divisions.
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o Planning Division


The Planning Division is responsible for the development and administration of


programs to guide the physical development of Los Altos, utilizing the General Plan, a


variety of neighborhood Specific Plans and the City's Zoning Ordinance for policy


guidance. The Division provides design and environmental review of development


proposals and general public information services. The Division provides staffing to


the Architecture and Site Review Committee, the Board of Adjustments, the Planning


Commission, the Historical Commission, and the City Council with analyses and


recommendations on development applications. Planning staff also works with the


Code Enforcement Officer when necessary to document and correct building


violations.
o Building Division


The Building Division is responsible for performing architectural and structural plan


checks, scheduling and performing building inspections and providing general


customer information services. The Division is responsible for administering the


Uniform Building Codes and other applicable development regulations. Building staff


also works with the Code Enforcement Officer when necessary to document and


correct building violations.
o Engineering Division


The Public Works Department is responsible for the development and maintenance
of the City's parks, buildings, bridges, streets, traffic signals, and wastewater/storm
drain collection systems, as wen as administration of the solid waste collection and
recycling contract service. The Department is divided into two divisions, Engineering
and Maintenance.
The Engineering Division oversees the City's long-range capital improvement
program and provides all engineering, bidding and construction administration for
City infrastructure. The Engineering Division also provides traffic-engineering
services including administration of - the Neighborhood Traffic Management
Program.
The Maintenance Division oversees the contracts for street sweeping and performs
maintenance of the sanitary sewer collection system, storm drain system, parks,
trees, and streets throu hout the City.


With a clear hazard mitigation strategy, as outlined in this Local Hazard Mitigation Plan, the City's
departments are able to implement their ongoing policies and programs with consideration of the
identified hazard risks. In addition, these departments become aware of priority mitigation actions
and can offer resources (financial or staffing) to assist with the implementation of those actions.
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13.3.2.2 Technical Capability


For a successful mitigation program, it is necessary to have a diverse breadth of staff and technical
capabilities. Planners, engineers, building inspectors, emergency managers, floodplain managers,
people familiar with Geographic Information Systems (GIS), and grant writers are all essential to
implementing mitigation actions. The following table summarizes the staffing capabilities available
within the City of Los Altos.


Table 13-9: Technical Capability Matrix


- - -- ------- ___~-_-==_=_ __=~lTechnical Capability Matrix
-- - - -- - ---- ---


Land Use Planners Planning Division


Emergency manager Administration and Public Safety


Civil or Building Engineers Engineering Division


Floodplain manager
Engineering and Planning
Divisions


Staffknowledgeable about Public Safety, Engineering and
hazards Planning Division


GIS staff
Engineering and Planning
Divisions


Grant writers Engineering Division


13.3.2.3 Fiscal Capability


The following pie charts and tables summarize Los Altos' fiscal capabilities in terms of the City's
financial resources and allocated spending (2011 data).
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Table 13-10: Fiscal Capability Matrix


Total
General Total Capital Total


Total Total Total


Fund Improvement Enterprise
Special Internal Debt


Total Budget
Revenue Service Service


(Beginning Funds Funds
Funds Funds Funds


Balance)


7,280,340 4,073,583 2,878,107 8,686,810 1,700,032 415,063 22,914,822
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Table 13-11: Financing Mechanisms


-----~----~------------~--- ----~------- -----
Financing Mechanisms


- -------~~----------------
Planning :


Recreation Interest Franchise Police Other I


Taxes and Total IFees and Rent
Building


Fees Fees Fees


19,769,710 1,939,240 458,000 2,243,000 1,168,120 95,650 1,612,190 27,745,970


13.3.2.4 Policy or Program Capability


The City of Los Altos has several plans and ordinances in place which provide ample opportunities
for implementing the hazard mitigation strategy outlined in this plan.


13.3.2.4.1 Summary of Plans that Support Hazard Mitigation
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Emergency Operations Plan


The purpose of Los Altos' Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) is to protect the safety and welfare of
the citizens, as well as all employees and visitors in the City of Los Altos. The EOP is divided into
four sections. The first section is the Basic Plan. The Basic Plan addresses the City's responsibilities
in emergencies associated with natural disaster, human-caused emergencies and technological
incidents. It provides a framework for coordination of response and recovery efforts within the City
and with local, State, and federal agencies as well as volunteer organizations. The Plan establishes
an emergency organization to direct and control operations during a period of emergency by
assigning responsibilities to specific personnel. In short, the Basic Plan


• Conforms to the State mandated Standardized Emergency Management System
(SEMS), the National Incident Management System (NIMS), and effectively
structures emergency response at all levels in compliance with the Incident
Command System (ICS).


• Establishes response policies and procedures, providing the City with clear
guidance for planning purposes.


• Describes and details procedural steps necessary to protect lives and property.
• Outlines coordination requirements.


• Provides a basis for unified training and response exercises to ensure compliance.


The Basic Plan indicates that there are four emergency phases: Mitigation, Preparedness, Response,
and Recovery. During the mitigation phase, actions are taken to strengthen facilities to reduce the
potential damage to structures and/or their contents. The Plan states that mitigation can create a safer
environment that will result in lower response costs and fewer casualties. The preparedness phase
involves emergency personnel reviewing the EOP, standard operating procedures, and checklists
before the upcoming emergency. The response phase is broken into three categories: pre-impact,
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immediate impact, and sustained. Pre-impact involves activating warning systems and the EOC and
possibly evacuating residents. During immediate impact, emphasis is placed on saving lives,
controlling the situation, and minimizing the effects of the disaster. Under the sustained category,
assistance is provided to victims of the disaster and efforts are made to reduce secondary damage.
Lastly, the recovery phase involves taking all actions necessary to restore the area to pre-event
conditions or better. Mitigation for future hazards is an important part in the recovery phase.


The Hazard Vulnerability Assessment and Risk Analysis section of the Basic Plan identifies the
hazards that threaten the City. Natural hazards include earthquakes, floods, wildland fires,
landslides, and extreme weather and storms. Man-made hazard include hazardous materials, major
vehicle accidents, dam failure, airplane crash, civil disturbance, and terrorism. This section of the
EOP includes a hazard matrix that outlines each of the identified hazards, their likelihood of
occurrence, and their severity. The location of these hazards in Los Altos is described in this section.
Mitigation actions are also indicated in the Hazard Vulnerability Assessment and Risk Analysis
section. To mitigate earthquakes, the City will continue to promote earthquake preparedness in the
community through its Emergency Preparedness Plan and exercises coordinated through the City's
Emergency Manager. Flood mitigation includes the City's participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program. The City will further reduce the potential for flood hazard damage by
implementing the adopted flood hazard area regulations for FEMA designated floodways, mudflow
prone areas, and flood-related erosion prone areas. To prevent fire damages, the City will coordinate
with the Santa Clara County Fire Department to implement fire hazard education and fire protection
programs. The City will also ensure that construction is consistent with the current Uniform Fire
Code and that water pressure is adequate for firefighting purposes. To mitigate hazardous waste
incidents, generators and users in the City are required to comply with federal, state, and county
regulations. The Hazardous Materials Compliance Division of the County Environmental Health
Services Department ensures compliance and reporting in accordance with the Santa Clara County
Hazardous Waste Management Plan.


A main objective of the EOP is to define the City's Emergency Operations Center (EOC), explain its
role for emergency response, indicate when the EOC should become active during an emergency,
and set guidelines for the EOC's response to specific emergencies. Section 2 of this EOP is
dedicated to describing the role and responsibility of the EOC, while Section 3 includes EOC
checklists for each representative in the EOC. In addition, Appendix 2 includes hazard specific
checklists, which indicate who is responsible and what is to be done during a specific hazard.


The Director of Emergency Services (City Manager) is assigned the responsibility of reviewing and
updating the EOP annually. In order to prepare for disasters, the City will conduct an EOC table top
or an EOC functional exercise at least once a year, simulating an actual incident or disaster. If the
EOC is activated for a declared emergency, the City will prepare an After Action Report that
includes corrective actions for the future.
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General Plan


Today, Los Altos is a community grounded in the unique history of its agricultural and railroad
culture, yet it is also a community of the 21 st century that is prepared to face the challenges ahead.
To meet these challenges, the General Plan for Los Altos is the primary source of long-range
planning and policy direction that will be used to guide growth and preserve the quality of life within
the community. Los Altos' General Plan facilitates hazard mitigation in several ways. Following is a
brief summary of three General Plan Elements highlighting the capabilities for implementing and
supporting hazard mitigation.


Natural Environmental and Hazards Element


Natural events and conditions such as earthquakes, landslides, flooding, and fire can endanger human
life and property. Los Altos uses the term Natural Environmental and Hazards Element to address
safety issues in the General Plan. Top ranking priorities of defining community characteristics were:
1) Safety in the Downtown area. 2) Safety in neighborhoods. 3) Safety in families. Re-occurring
themes included balanced development (village atmosphere vs. new development), community
involvement, neighborhood preservation, public safety, quality education, and youth development.


This element outlines several goals. The first of which focuses on minimizing risks of personal injury
and property damage associated with seismic activity, landslides, and other geologic hazards. The
following policies listed in the Safety Element document how Los Altos intends to achieve this goal:


Policy 1.1: Update acceptable levels of risk/life safety standards when necessary, and see that
buildings are brought up to those standards, consistent with state law.


Policy 1. 2: Avoid placement of critical facilities and high occupancy structures in areas known to be
prone to ground failure during an earthquake.


Policy 1.3: Require soil analysis and erosion mitigation for all development proposed on sites know
to be prone to erosion or ground failure.


The community of Los Altos is subject to periodic flooding hazards. Natural flooding results from
overflow along the City's four creeks during major rainstorms. While in the past, creek flooding was
addressed through channelization to increase the capacity of the creeks, the City prefers to preserve
the natural resources along the creek beds and use less intrusive methods to minimize flooding
hazards. Other flooding related hazards within the City include dam inundation if the Stevens Creek
Dam fails, and potential mud and debris flow during rain storms on the few hillsides within the
planning area.
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Land Use Element


The purpose of the Land Use Element is to describe existing and future land use activity, which has
been designed to achieve the City's long-range goals for physical development. The Element also
addresses the relationship between development and environmental quality, potential hazards, and
social and economic objectives. Land use planning takes into consideration housing needs identified
in the Housing Element, natural and manmade hazards and development constraints identified in the
Natural Environment & Hazards Element, and the open space and conservation policies outlined in
the Open Space, Conservation& Community Facilities Element. The other General Plan elements
ensure that infrastructure, utilities, and public facilities are available to accommodate planned land
uses, and that the unique qualities of Los Altos are safeguarded and enhanced.


Future Development


The El Camino Real commercial corridor is located along the City's northern edge, shared with the
Cities ofMountain View and Palo Alto. Commercial property abutting this six-lane arterial road has
been identified in the Land Use Element as one ofthe few areas with underutilized land and potential
to redevelop or intensify existing development without jeopardizing the small-town residential
character of the City.


Housing Element


Los Altos maintains the H-7 voluntary code inspection program encompassing code compliance,
rehabilitation, energy conservation, and minimum fire safety standards. Los Altos will continue the
voluntary code inspection program encompassing code compliance, rehabilitation, energy
conservation, and minimum fire safety standards.


Floodplain Management Plan


The City of Los Altos has found that flood hazard areas within their jurisdiction are subject to
periodic inundation which can result in the loss oflife and property, health and safety hazards,
disruption of commerce and governmental services, and public expenditures for flood protection and
relief. The City has also found that these flood losses are caused by obstructions in areas of special
flood hazard which can increase flood heights and velocities. Therefore, the purpose of the City's
Flood Hazard Area Regulations is to minimize expenditure ofpublic money for costly flood-control
projects, the need for rescue and relief efforts associated with flooding, prolonged business
interruptions, and damage to public facilities and utilities. The ordinance also ensures that potential
buyers are notified that property is in an area of special flood hazard and that those who occupy
property in those areas are held responsible for their actions. A floodplain administer is responsible
for the enforcement of this plan.


Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan
May 11,2012 P a ,~e 113-23







To reduce flood losses, the ordinance includes methods and provisions to control the alteration of
natural floodplains, stream channels, and protective barriers; to control filling, grading, dredging and
other development that can increase flood damage; to regulate the construction of flood barriers that
can divert floodwaters or increase flood hazards in other areas; and to require that uses vulnerable to
floods be protected against flood damage at the time of their construction. One of the provisions of
this ordinance is that a development permit must be obtained before construction or development
occurs within any area of special flood hazard, area of flood-related erosion hazard, or area of
mudslide/mudflow. Construction standards, such as anchoring, building with flood resistant
materials, and elevating and flood-proofing, are also required. The ordinance enforces that new and
replacement water and sanitary sewage systems should be designed to minimize flood water
infiltration and discharge into flood waters. Since floodways are extremely hazardous due to the
velocity of floodwaters, no new construction should be developed in these areas, unless certification
by a registered civil engineer or architect is provided demonstrating that the proposed development
will not increase flood levels. Standards are also included for subdivisions, manufactured homes, as
well as for mudslide and flood erosion prone areas.
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Capital Improvements Plan


There are several projects detailed in Los Altos' Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for the years 2009
2013 that could help mitigate potential hazards. Many of the projects listed in the CIP are to prevent
traffic and pedestrian accidents from occurring. Street resurfacing projects, which also include repair
to damaged curbs and gutters and minor drainage improvements, extend the life of existing street
surfaces and may reduce traffic incidents. Adding a street slurry seal, a type of surface treatment, to
roads is a preventative maintenance project that prevents moisture from penetrating the pavement and
softening the base material supporting the pavement, thus also extending the life of roads in Los
Altos and helping to reduce traffic incidents. Street striping projects improve the visibility of
pavement markings, which is also important in preventing traffic accidents. In addition, concrete
repair projects have a primary focus on replacing damaged sidewalks that represent hazards to
pedestrians.


Utility maintenance projects are also included in the City's CIP. Annual sewer repair projects are
undertaken by the City of Los Altos to prevent a utility mishap from occurring in the City. The City
recently completed a CIP project by building a municipal service center fuel station, in order to
provide an emergency fuel system in the event of a major disaster. The City believes that the
emergency preparedness for both police and maintenance would be at a much higher level with the
installation of the fuel tank.


13.3.2.4.2 Summary of Ordinances that Support Hazard Mitigation


Table 13-12: Summary of Ordinances that Support Hazard Mitigation


-- ._---- ------- ---- - -- -- - ------~


A\'ailability of Ordinances that Support Hazard Mitigatio I
---- - --- -- - ------ -- - - -- - - - -- --------- - ---- -


City of
Los Altos


Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


The City of Los Altos identified several ordinances and policies currently utilized for hazard
mitigation in the matrix of regional mitigation strategies prepared by ABAG as part of the 2010 plan
update. Below is a summary of these key ordinances and policies.


Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan
May 11,2012 I' ;1 !2' 113-25







General Plan


The General Plan was identified as a method for implementing hazard mitigation strategies. The
sections relevant to hazard mitigation are summarized in the General Plan section.


Los Altos Municipal Code - Buildings and Construction


There is hereby adopted by reference as if fully set forth herein, the 2007 edition of the California
Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 1, incorporating the California Administrative Code,
published by the International Code Council, and each and all of its regulations and provision.
One copy is on file for use and examination by the public in the office of the city clerk. This
section includes the building, plumbing, mechanical, electrical, energy and fire codes among
others.


Specifically, the Fire Code states: The city council of the city of Los Altos hereby expressly finds
that amendments to the California Fire Code adopted by this chapter and commencing with
Section 12.24.080 are reasonably necessary for the protection of the public health, safety and
welfare, due to the local climatic, geologic or topographical conditions specified as follows:
The city of Los Altos experiences low humidity, high winds and warm temperatures during the
summer months creating conditions which are particularly conducive to the ignition and spread
of grass, brush and structure fires. Additionally, the city of Los Altos is geographically situated
adjacent to active earthquake faults capable of producing substantial seismic events. Since the
city of Los Altos is divided by creeks, an expressway and other substantial traffic corridors, the
occurrence of a major earthquake would significantly impact the ability of fire crews to respond
to emergencies should one or more bridges collapse or be substantially damaged. In addition, fire
suppression capabilities would be severely limited should the water system be extensively
damaged during the seismic event. Therefore, mitigation measures are necessary such as:
automatic fire suppression systems, communications systems, access to buildings, seismic
protection, safety controls for hazardous materials and other safe guards in order to minimize the
risks to citizens, firefighters and property due to the severity of the fire threat and potential
response delays.


Los Altos Municipal Code - Flood Hazard Area Regulations


The flood hazard areas of the city are subject to periodic inundation which can result in the loss
of life and property, health and safety hazards, the disruption of commerce and governmental
services, extraordinary public expenditures for flood protection and relief, and the impairment of
the tax base, all of which adversely affect the public health, safety, and general welfare.
Such flood losses are caused, among other things, by the cumulative effect of obstructions in
areas of special flood hazard which increase flood heights and velocities and, when inadequately
anchored, damage uses in other areas. Uses which are inadequately floodproofed, elevated, or
otherwise protected from flood damage also contribute to the flood loss.
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In order to accomplish its purposes, this chapter includes methods and provisions for:
A. Restricting or prohibiting uses which are dangerous to health, safety, and property due to
water or erosion hazards or which result in damaging increases in erosion or in flood heights or
velocities;
B. Requiring that uses vulnerable to floods, including facilities which serve such uses, be
protected against flood damage at the time of their initial construction;
C. Controlling the alteration of natural floodplains, stream channels, and natural protective
barriers which help accommodate or channel floodwaters;
D. Controlling filling, grading, dredging, and other development which may increase flood
damage; and
E. Preventing or regulating the construction of flood barriers which will unnaturally divert
floodwaters or which may increase flood hazards in other areas.


13.3.3 National Flood Insurance Program


For decades, the national response to flood disasters was simply to provide disaster relief to flood
victims. Funded by citizen tax dollars, this approach failed to reduce losses and didn't provide a way
to cover the damage costs of all flood victims. To compound the problem, the public generally
couldn't buy flood coverage from insurance companies, because private insurance companies
consider floods too costly to insure. In the face of mounting flood losses and escalating costs of
disaster relief to U.S. taxpayers, Congress established the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP).
The goals of the program are to reduce future flood damage through floodplain management, and to
provide people with flood insurance. Community participation in the NFIP is voluntary.


The City of Los Altos has participated in the National Flood Insurance Program since 1974. All
residents of the City are eligible to purchase federal flood insurance. The City continues to maintain
full compliance with the NFIP. There are no significant .issues related to the community's
participation or the City's implementation of the NFIP.


The Building, Engineering and Planning Divisions share this responsibility. The City of Los Altos
participates in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) by:


o Maintaining Flood Hazard Area Regulations limiting and regulating construction in
floodplain to a higher regulatory standard;


o Requiring and maintaining Elevation Certificates for construction within the
floodplain;


o Providing floodplain map information to property owners, realtors, lenders and
insurance agents;


o Providing periodic outreach to property owners within the floodplain;
o Maintaining a list of floodplain management and flood protection documents in the


library;
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o Maintaining current floodplain maps and amendments, and special Santa Clara Water
District floodplain studies;


o Managing stormwater runoff;
o Coordinating with the Santa Clara Water District on flood prevention assistance and


open channel drainage system management; and
o Participating in the Community Rating System for the National Flood Insurance


Program and maintaining a very good rating, thus qualifying our city for flood
insurance rate reductions.


13.3.3.1 Community Rating System (CRS)


The CRS is a voluntary part of the National Flood Insurance Program that seeks to coordinate all
flood-related activities, reduce flood losses, facilitate accurate insurance rating, and promote public
awareness of flood insurance by creating incentives for a community to go beyond minimum
floodplain management requirements. The incentives are in the form of insurance premium
discounts. CRS ratings are on a 10-point scale (from 10 to 1, with 1 being the best rating), with
residents of the community who live within FEMA's Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHA) receiving
a 5% reduction in flood insurance rates for every Class improvement in the community's CRS rating.


The City of Los Altos joined the Community Rating System in October 1991 and has a current class
rating of8. Properties within FEMA's Special Flood Hazard Areas in Los Altos receive a 10%
reduction in flood insurance rates. Properties outside the SFHA within Los Altos receive a 5%
discount in flood insurance rates.


All insurance rates are based on where the structure is located in FEMA's Flood Insurance Rate
Maps (FIRMs). The most recent Digital FIRMs were adopted by the City on May 18,2009.


13.3.3.2 Repetitive Loss Properties


The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) insures properties against flooding losses in
the Bay Area through the National Flood Insurance Program.


As part of the process to reduce or eliminate repetitive flooding to structures across the United States,
FEMA has developed an official Repetitive Loss Strategy. The purpose behind the national strategy
is to identify, catalog, and propose mitigation measures to reduce flood losses to the relatively few
number of structures that absorb the majority of the premium dollars from the national flood
insurance fund.


A repetitive loss property is defined by FEMA as "a property for which two or more
National Flood Insurance Program losses of at least $1,000 each have been paid within any 10-year
period since 1978."
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The City of Los Altos has no repetitive flood loss properties.


Source: http://guake.abag.ca.gov/mitigation/floodloss/


13.3.4 Resource List:


Documents used in the assembly of this Capability Assessment include: City website, City FYlOlll
Adopted Operating Budget, General Plan, Floodplain Management Plan, Capital Improvements Plan,
Los Altos Municipal Code - Buildings and Construction, and Los Altos Municipal Code - Flood
Hazard Area Regulations.


13.4 VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT


13.4.1 Critical Facilities


During the development of this 2011 annex, the City identified 32 critical facilities. A summary
listing of these facilities is shown in Table 13-13.


Table 13-13: City of Los Altos Critical Facilities


Facility Narne ADDRESS


Woodland Library 1975 Grant Road
STRUCTUREIRESTROOM PORTLAND & MIRAMONTE
CLASSROOM 1575 HOLT AVENUE
MULTI-PURP@GRANT PARK 1575 HOLT AVENUE


GRANT PARK RESTROOMIPARK FREMONT AVENUE & GRANT
MSC SHOP & SHED 707 FREMONT AVENUE
MSCGARAGE 707 FREMONT AVENUE
MSC CORP YARD 707 FREMONT AVENUE
MSC OFFICE/STORAGE 707 FREMONT AVENUE


FREMONT AVENUE BIKE BRIDGE FREMONT AV & PERMANENTE CRK


POLICE DEPT 1 N. SAN ANTONIO RD


YOUTH CENTER 1 N. SAN ANTONIO RD


HISTORY HOUSE 51 S SAN ANTONIO ROAD
HILLVIEW HALL COMMUNITY CENTER 97 HILLVIEW AVE
HILLVIEW MULTI-PURPOSE 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW ADMINIST BLDG 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW SENIOR CITIZEN 97 HILLVIEW AVE
HILLVIEW CLASSROOMS 16-18 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW HOME 183 HILLVIEW


STGGARAGE 1 N. SAN ANTONIO RD
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Facility Name ADDRESS


SAN ANTONIO CLUB 647 S. S~l\[ ANTONIO


HISTORY MUSEUM 1 N. SAN ANTONIO RD


THEATRE-LACT 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW ROOM 2 HAL BRADY 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW CHILDREN CENTER 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW CLASSROOMS 7,8,9 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HILLVIEW CLASSROOMS 13-15 97 HILLVIEW AVE


HETCH HETCHY BIKE BRIDGE HETCH HETCHY & ADOBE CREEK


SHOUP PARK GARDEN BLDG. 400 UNIVERSITY AVE


SHOUPPRK WC 400 UNIVERSITY AVE


REDWOOD GROVE NATURE CENTER 482 UNIVERSITY AVE
REDWOOD GROVE CARETAKER RESIDENCE 482 UNIVERSITY AVE


This list of critical facilities is more recent than the listing delivered to ABAG during the regional
planning process. Thus, the data available in ABAG's online database regarding critical facilities
may be inaccurate. This list of critical facilities and available information for them is available
digitally in an excel spreadsheet from the City. A complete printing of the critical facilities data is
included in Los Altos Attachment 3: Los Altos Exposure Analysis.


13.4.2 Exposure Analysis


Exposure analyses are used to quantify assets which are "exposed" to risk. This is the first step
towards understanding the complete value of assets at risk to identified hazards. This section includes
an exposure analysis (discussion of assets at risk) for the profiled hazards in Section 4.


Overlay analyses (using GIS) were conducted for the mappable hazards such as wildfire, flood, and
the earthquake related hazards. These analyses compare the location of the critical facilities with the
mapped hazard area (i.e. floodplains, wildfire threat zones, shaking potential areas, etc.) and result in
a list of facilities which are at risk to each hazard. Not all hazards are mappable and some hazards,
such as drought, are equally likely throughout the entire County. For these hazards, a general
exposure summary is presented in Section 13.4.2.1.


13.4.2.1 General Exposure


ABAG's website (http://quake.abag.ca.gov/mitigation/landuseD presents the results of the regional
exposure analysis through a searchable online database. Users can view the summaries of land use
and infrastructure exposed to the mappable hazards. This section presents the general summary of
landuse and infrastructure in the City of Los Altos. These should be considered at risk to the hazards
of equal likelihood throughout the entire County geography (i.e. drought, extreme heat,
thunderstorm, etc).
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JURISDICTION:
COUNTY:
HAZARD:
BASIS:


Los Altos
Santa Clara
Land Use
Existing Land Use, 2005 using 2009 hazard mapping


Total Acres


IrOTAL RESIDENTIAL LAND rexcludinl?; mixed usel: 2,722
1 unit/l-5 acre lot (Rural Residential) 46
1-3 units/acre 668
3-8 units/acre 1,953
>8 units/acre 55
Mobile Home Parks 0


TOTAL MIXED RESIDENTIAL/COMMERCIAL: 0
Within a Land Area 0
Within a Building 0
Mixture of Above or Unknown 0


rrOTAL MIXED COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL: 9


TOTAL INDUSTRIAL rexcludinl?; mixedl: 1
Light Industrial 0
Heavy Industrial 0
Salvage/Recyling, Mixture or Unknown 0
Food Processing, Warehousing 0


IrOTAL MAJOR INFRASTRUCTURE: 889
Roads, Highway and Related Facilities 874
Rail Stations, Yards and Related Facilities 0
Airports 0
Ports 0
Power Facilities 0
Municipal Wastewater Facilities 0
Municipal Water Supply Facilities 0
Communication Facilities 15
Infrastructure--Other, Unknown 0


TOTAL MILITARY: 0
Military Residential 0
Military Hospital 0
Military Communications 0
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Military Airport or Port 0
General Military 0
Open Military Lands 0
Closed Military Facilities 0


TOTAL COMMERCIAL/SERVICES [excludin~mixed]: 392
Subtotal-Commercial: 145
Retail/Wholesale 65
Research/Office 62
Comm. Outdoor Recreation 0
Other, Mixture or Unknown 18


Subtotal-Education: 140
Educational Offices and Day Care 0
Elementary/Secondary 139
Colleges/Universities 0
Stadium Facilities 0
University Housing 0
Day Care Facilities 1


Subtotal-Hospitals and Health Care 11
Trauma Center Hospitals 0
Community or Local Hospitals 8
Surgery Centers 0
State Prisons 0
State Mental Health Facilities 0
Clinics and Long-Term Care 3


Subtotal-Public Institutions: 96
Convention Centers 0
Sports Stadiums 0
Churches/Synagogues/Other 75
City Halls/County Administration 1
Local Jails 0
Local Police/Fire/Emergency 1
Other-Comm. Centers/Libraries 19


IrOTAL URBAN OPEN: 66
Golf Courses 0
Racetracks 0
Campgrounds and Other 0
Cemeteries 1
Parks 39
Vacant--Cleared for Redevelopment 0
Vacant--Undeveloped 27
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Mixed Urban Open, Including Parks
TOTAL AGRICULTURE: 0


Cropland and Pasture
Orchards/GrovesNineyards
Greenhouses 0
Confined Feeding G
Farmsteads and Inactive G


rTOTAL RANGELAND: 0
Herbaceous Range 0
Shrub and Brush 0
Mixed Range 0


TOTAL WETLANDS [Based on USGS Mappin21: 0
Forested 0
Non-Forested 0
Salt Evaporators 0
Wetlands--Unknown 0


TOTAL FOREST LAND: 0
Deciduous G
Evergreen 0
Mixed Forest 0


TOTAL SPARSELY VEGETATED: 0
Beaches 0
Other Sand 0
Bare Rock 0
Mines/Quarries 0
Transitional--Landfills 0
Transitional--Other G
Transitional--Mixture G
Mixed Sparsely Vegetated 0


====== :=


Total Acres


TOTAL URBAN LAND: 4,078
TOTAL NON-URBAN LAND: 0
~RAND TOTAL: 4,078


Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, 2009.


Note: Because of independent rounding, subcategories may not add to totals.
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mRISDICTION:
COUNTY:
HAZARD:
BASIS:


Los Altos
Santa Clara
Land Use
Existing Infrastructure, 2009


Total Miles


ROADS: 143
Interstate Highway 1
Primary US/State Highway 3
Secondary State/Co Highway 24
Local Road 111
Misc Ramp/Road 3


rrRANSIT: 0
Altamont Commuter Express (ACE 0
Amtrak 0
Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) 0
Caltrain 0
San Francisco Muni Metro 0
Santa Clara VTA 0


RAIL: 0
All Railroads 0


PIPELINES: 135
Pipelines Under Roads 135


=========


Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, 2009.
Miles of pipeline is an approximation based on miles of road within water service area
boundaries and does not include major auqeducts.
Miles ofpipeline is miles ofwater pipelines. Miles of sewer pipelines should be
approximately the same.


Note: Because of independent rounding, subcategories may not add to totals.
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13.4.2.2 Critical Facilities Exposure by Hazard


ABAG's website (http://quake.abag.ca.gov/mitigation/cf201OQ presents the results ofthe regional
facilities exposure analysis through a searchable online database. Users can view the summaries of
how many facilities are exposed to the mappable hazards by category: health care facilities, schools,
critical facilities, and bridges/interchanges. For the purposes of developing a City specific mitigation
strategy, this section identifies which of the City's critical facilities are located in the mapped hazard
areas.


The complete results from ABAG's exposure analysis are available digitally in an excel spreadsheet
from the City. A complete printing of these results is included in Los Altos Attachment 3: Exposure
Analysis. It should be noted that the critical facilities used in the following sections have been
updated since ABAG's conducted exposure analysis. There may be some discrepancies with the
identified critical facilities below and those in Los Altos Attachment 3: Exposure Analysis.


13.4.2.2.1 Earthquake Related Hazards


Ground Shaking
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Instru
Peak Perceive mental BLDG Contents


Critical Acceleration d Potential Intensi Insured Insured
ID Facility Address (%G) Shaking Damage ty Value Value


Fremont
Fremont Avenue and
Ave BIKE Permanente Very


10 BRlDGE CRK 125 Extreme Heavy X+ $67,000 $0
Hillview
ADMINIST 97 Hillview Very $138,23


16 BLDG Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 1 $0
Hillview
CHILDRE 97 Hillview Very $359,22


25 NCENTER Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 7 $0


Hillview
CLASSRO 97 Hillview Very $334,47


27 OMS 13-15 Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 9 $0
Hillview
CLASSRO 97 Hillview Very $345,55


18 OMS 16-18 Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 5 $0
Hillview
CLASSRO 97 Hillview Very $351,54


26 OMS 7,8,9 Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 6 $0
HILLVIEW
HALL
Community 97 Hillview Very $502,52


14 Center Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 7 $191,610
Hillview
MULTI- 97 Hillview Very $349,05


15 PURPOSE Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 1 $0
Hillview
Room 2
HAL 97 Hillview Very $347,94


24 BRADY Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 1 $0
Hillview
SENIOR 97 Hillview Very $330,52


17 CITIZEN Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 7 $0
HISTORY 51 S San Very $178,53


13 HOUSE Antonio Road 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 0 $29,870
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Instru
Peak Perceive mental BLDG Contents


Critical Acceleration d Potential Intensi Insured Insured
ID Facility Address (%G) Shaking Damage ty Value Value


History 1 North San Very $2,484,
22 MUSEUM Antonio Road 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 542 $0


MSC
CORP 707 Fremont Very


8 YARD Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ $74,754 $0
MSC 707 Fremont Very $262,67


7 GARAGE Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 1 $0
MSC
OFFICE/ST 707 Fremont Very $599,54


9 ORAGE Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 5 $0
MSC SHOP 707 Fremont Very $466,83


6 & SHED Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 2 $0
POLICE 1 North San Very $1,639,


11 DEPT Antonio Road 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 488 $949,619
Redwood
Grove
Caretaker
RESIDENC 482 University Very $129,76


32 E Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 0 $0
Redwood
Grove
NATURE 482 University Very $387,67


31 CENTER Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 7 $0
Shoup Park
GARDEN 400 University Very $752,43


29 BLDG. Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 0 $0
SHOUP 400 University Very


30 PRK WC Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ $52,090 $0
STG 1 North San Very


20 GARAGE Antonio Road 125 Extreme Heavy X+ $80,065 $0
THEATRE 97 Hillview Very $255,96


23 -LACT Avenue 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 6 $0
YOUTH 1 North San Very $491,95


12 CENTER Antonio Road 125 Extreme Heavy X+ 4 $12,246
Woodland 1975 Grant


1 Library Road 115 Violent Heavy IX
CLASSRO 1575 Holt $536,07


3 OM Avenue 115 Violent Heavy IX 1 $0
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Instru
Peak Perceive mental BLDG Contents


Critical Acceleration d Potential Intensi Insured Insured
ID Facility Address (%G) Shaking Damage ty Value Value


Grant Park Fremont
RESTROO Avenue and


5 M/PARK Grant 115 Violent Heavy IX $40,922 $0
Hetch
Hethcy Hetch Hetchy
BIKE and Adobe


28 BRIDGE Creek 115 Violent Heavy IX $0 $0
HILLVIEW 183 Hillview $162,06


19 HOME Avenue 115 Violent Heavy IX 2 $0
MULTI-
PURP@GR
ANT 1575 Holt $625,75


4 PARK Avenue 115 Violent Heavy IX 8 SO


RESTROO Portland and
2 M Miramonte 115 Violent Heavy IX S34,409 $0


SAN
ANTONIO 647 S San $151,80


21 CLUB Antonio 115 Violent Heavy IX 9 $4,064
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Soft Story Multi-Family Dwellings


In 2003, the Collaborative for Disaster Mitigation at San Jose State University completed an
"Inventory ofSoft-First Story Multi-Family Dwellings in Santa Clara County". At that time, the city
of Los Altos had 19 soft-first story multi-family buildings including 222 residential units housing
555 occupants. Figure 13-1 below identifies the locations of these buildings.
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Figure 13-1: Inventory of Soft-First Story Multi-Family Dwellings-City of Los Altos
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Earthquake Induced Liquefaction


• los Altos Cntl:a1 FlSdlrties


CJlOS,AltOSCitylimh


-Ma;orRoads


Liqudildicm


Sus cept~lili'Y


"\oerYH~h


R1jHigh
••rone


Source: Santa Clara Planning Office


BLDG Contents
Map Liquefaction Insured Insured
ID Critical Facility Address Hazard Zone Value Value


Hetch Hetchy Bike Hetch Hetchy and
28 Bridge Adobe Creek Very High 0 0
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Surface Rupture


Los Altos Critical Facilities and Fault Rupture Hazard Zones


---I
\
\


Legend


• Los Altos Critical Facilitieso Los Altos City Limits


- Major Roads


_ Fault Rupture Hazard Zones


Source: California Geologic Survey, State of CA Department of Conservation


There are no critical facilities located within fault rupture hazard zones in Los Altos, CA.
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Earthquake Induced Landslides


Los Altos Critical Facilities and Landslide Hazard Zones


Legend


• LosMos Cri~cal Facilities


- Major Roads


o Los Mos City Lirnts


Landslide Hazard Zones


Source: Santa Clara Planning Office, CA State Department of Conservation


There are no critical facilities located within a landslide hazard zone in Los Altos, CA.


13.4.2.2.2 Infrastructure Failure


The City of Los Altos does not have any unique concerns or vulnerabilities regarding the hazard of
infrastructure failure as presented in Section 4.
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13.4.2.2.3


Legend
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Wildfire


Los Altos Critical Facilities and Fire Hazard Zones


Source: CA Department of Forestry and Fire Protection


There are no critical facilities located in a fire hazard zone in Los Altos, CA.
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13.4.2.2.4 Flooding


%c-_··- ...·


Legend


• LmAlasC,iUe.llfKilitliu;
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Source: FEMA- Santa Clara County DFIRM, 2009
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The Municipal Service Center (MSC) is particularly susceptible to receiving damage from a flood
hazard event. The MSC contains the primary Emergency Operations Center (EOC).


Flood
Zone (% Bldg Contents


Map annual Insured Insured
ID Critical Facility Address chance) Value Value


Hetch Hetchy Bike Hetch Hetchy and
28 Bridge Adobe Creek 1% $0 $0
2 Public Restroom Portland and Miramonte 1% $34,409 $0
3 Classroom 1575 Holt Avenue .2% $536,071 $0


Fremont Avenue Fremont Avenue and
10 Bike Bridge Permanente CRK .2% $67,000 $0


Grant Park Fremont Avenue and
5 Restroom/Park Grant .2% $40,922 $0


Hillview Administ
16 Bldg 97 Hillview Avenue .2% $138,231
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Flood
Zone (% Bldg Contents


Map annual Insured Insured
ID Critical Facility Address chance) Value Value


Hillview Children
25 Center 97 Hillview Avenue .2% $359,227


Hillview .2%
27 Classrooms 13-15 97 Hillview Avenue $334,479


Hillview .2%
18 Classrooms 16-18 97 Hillview Avenue $345,555


Hillview .2%
26 Classrooms 7, 8, 9 97 Hillview Avenue $351,546


Hillview Hall .2%
14 Community Center 97 Hillview Avenue $502,527 $191,610


19 Hillview Home 183 Hillview Avenue .2% $162,062
Hillview Multi- .2%


15 Purpose 97 Hillview Avenue $349,051
Hillview Room 2 .2%


24 Hal Brady 97 Hillview Avenue $347,94J
Hillview Senior .2%


17 Citizen 97 Hillview Avenue $330,527


13 History House 51 S San Antonio Road .2% $178,530 $29,870
1 North San Antonio .2%


22 History Museum Road $2,484,542


8 MSC Corp Yard 707 Fremont Avenue .2% $74,754 $0


7 MSCGarage 707 Fremont Avenue .2% $262,671 $0
MSC .2%


9 Office/Storage 707 Fremont Avenue $599,545 $0


6 MSC Shop & Shed 707 Fremont Avenue .2% $466,832 $0
Multi-Purp@Grant .2%


4 Park 1575 Holt Avenue $625,758 $0
1 North San Antonio .2%


11 Police Dept Road $1,639,488 $949,619
Redwood Grove .2%
Caretaker


32 Residence 482 University Avenue $129,760
Redwood Grove .2%


31 Nature Center 482 University Avenue $387,677


21 San Antonio Club 647 S San Antonio .2% $151,809 $4,064
Shoup Park Garden .2%


29 BLDG 400 University Avenue $752,430


Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan
May 11,2012 I' ;; !.2 t.' 113-45







Flood
Zone (% Bldg Contents


Map annual Insured Insured
ID Critical Facility Address chance) Value Value


30 ShoupPRK WC 400 University Avenue .2% $52,090
1 North San Antonio .2%


20 STG Garage Road $80,065


23 Theater-LACT 97 Hillview Avenue .2% $255,966


1 Woodland Library 1975 Grant Road .2%


1 North San Antonio .2%
12 Youth Center Road $491,954 $12,246


Sea Level Rise


There are no facilities in the City of Los Altos at risk to sea level rise.


13.4.2.2.5 Drought


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from drought. The City of Los
Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of drought as presented in Section 4.


13.4.2.2.6 Solar Storm


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from solar stonn events. The City
of Los Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of solar stonn as presented in
Section 4.
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13.4.2.2.7 Dam Failure
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I Los Altos Critical Facilities and Dam Failure Inundation Areas


Source: ABAG, 1995. Dam data from State of California Office of Emergency Services


There are no critical facilities located in a dam failure inundation area in Los Altos, CA.


The Stevens Creek dam and water district reservoir is uphill from the City of Los Altos and present
hazards of inundation due to high ground shake potential in the area.


13.4.2.2.8 Disease Outbreak


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from disease outbreak. The City of
Los Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of disease outbreak as presented
in Section 4.
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13.4.2.2.9 Freeze


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from freeze occurrences. The City
of Los Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of freeze as presented in
Section 4.


13.4.2.2.10 Wind


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from high winds. The City of Los
Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of wind as presented in Section 4.


13.4.2.2.11 Heat


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from extreme heat events. The City
of Los Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of heat as presented in Section
4.


13.4.2.2.12 Agricultural Pest


Agricultural pests are not of particular concern to the City ofLos Altos.


13.4.2.2.13 Thunder and Lightning


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from thunder and lightning events.
The City of Los Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of thunder and
lightning as presented in Section 4.


13.4.2.2.14 Siltation - Bay Area


Siltation is not ofparticular concern to the City of Los Altos.


13.4.2.2.15 Tomado


All populations, facilities, and assets are equally at risk to impact from tornado occurrences. The City
of Los Altos does not have any unique concerns regarding the hazard of tornado as presented in
Section 4.


13.4.2.2.16 Hazardous Materials


Hazardous Materials spills are not ofparticular concern to the City of Los Altos.
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13.4.2.2.17 landslide and Debris Flow


Landslide and Debris Flow is not of particular concern to the City of Los Altos.


13.4.2.2.18 Other Hazards


Land Subsidence is not of particular concern to the City of Los Altos.
Expansive Soils are not of particular concern to the City of Los Altos.
Hailstonns are not ofparticular concern to the City of Los Altos.
Tsunami is not a hazard of concern for the City of Los Altos.
Volcano eruptions are not a hazard of concern for the City of Los Altos.


13.5 MITIGATION STRATEGY


13.5.1 Primary Concerns


Based on the exposure analysis, the most critical facilities in the City of Los Altos are at risk of being
impacted by ground shaking or flooding. The City is mitigating flood risk on an ongoing basis
through the floodplain management ordinance and participation in the NFIP. The City of Los Altos is
primarily concerned with potential impacts from Stevens Creek Dam failing and unmapped faults
under Foothill College.


13.5.2 Mitigation Actions


In addition to participating in the Local Planning Team and supporting the implementation of the
prioritized county-wide mitigation actions, the City of Los Altos identified the following potential
mitigation actions for implementation within the City.
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Problem Statement:


Approximately Yz of the City of Los Altos residential neighborhoods are without storm drain
systems. Minor flooding occurs in low lying areas and become more impacted during severe storms.


Project Description: City has started a storm drain master plan and identified areas needing storm
drain system. Funding will be needed implement master plan construction requirements.


Corresponding ABAG Strategy Number: INFR Flooding d-5, d-6


Applicable Hazards
Significant Moderate Limited


Earthquakes ~ Flood o Land Subsidence
o Ground Shaking o Drought o Expansive Soils
o Liquefaction o Solar Stonn o Hailstonn
o Surface Rupture o Dam Failure o Tsunami
o Landslides o Disease and Outbreak o Volcano


o Freeze
Infrastructure Failure o Wind (high winds)
o Electrical System o Extreme Heat
o Energy System o Agricultural Pests
o Telecommunication System o Thunder / Lightening Stonns
o Transportation System o Bay Area Silting
o Waste Water System o Tornado
o Water System o Hazardous Materials


(Chemical/Biological) Spills
o Delta Levee Failure o Landslide and Debris Flow
o Wildfire


Potential Funding Sources: HMGP, PDM


Responsible Department:
Engineering Services Division


Target Completion Date: to be determined


Additional Comments / Status Report:
The City has allocated $306,000 for the storm drain master plan. Project is at 85% completion.
Funding for implementation has yet to be determined.
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Problem Statement: The City of Los Altos is located in a highly active seismic region.
Specifically, Seismic Design Category "D" and "E", these categories are considered the most
dangerous areas of potential ground shaking (earthquakes). Commencing January 2011, in order to
mitigate seismic hazards, the City of Los Altos shall implement the following four areas including
but not limited to; health and safety of the general public, loss of life, fire and structural damage to
buildings.
Project Description: The City of Los Altos requires State Architect approved Earthquake
Actuated Gas Shut off Valves on all new, replaced, repaired, and relocated gas meters. 2) Los Altos
requires more restrictive code regulations for lateral and uplift braced wall designs than the newly
adopted 2010 California Building Code. 3) The City requires new commercial and residential
buildings including additions over 50% to existing floor areas to be outfitted with fire suppressions
systems. 4) Pre-approved engineered seismic plans are available at no cost to the general public to
facilitate existing wood framed structures being earthquake retrofitted without the cost of hiring
licensed engineers. Additional grant funding is needed to retrofit existing buildings with approved
Earth Quake Actuated Gas Valves.
Corresponding ABAG Strategy Number:


Applicable Hazards
Significant Moderate Limited


Earthquakes o Flood D Land Subsidence
X Ground Shaking D Drought D Expansive Soils
X Liquefaction o Solar Storm D Hailstorm
X Surface Rupture D Dam Failure D Tsunami
D Landslides D Disease and Outbreak :0 Volcano


o Freeze
Infrastructure Failure D Wind (high winds)
D Electrical System D Extreme Heat
~ Energy System D Agricultural Pests
D Telecommunication System o Thunder / Lightening Storms
D Transportation System D Bay Area Silting
o Waste Water System D Tornado
D Water System D Hazardous Materials


(Chemical/Biological) Spills
D Delta Levee Failure D Landslide and Debris Flow
o Wildfire
Potential Funding Sources: HMGP, PDM


Responsible Department: Building, Engineering and Planning Divisions


Target Completion Date: to be determined


Additional Comments / Status Report: The City of Los Altos incorporates approximately
11,000 individual parcels. The City of Los Altos does not have the funding to pursue retrofitting
existing buildings with Earthquake Actuated Gas Valves.
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Problem Statement:
While critical city - owned structures have been identified, there has not been a seismic assessment
of these structures including essential services facilities.
Project Description:
Program to implement the seismic assessment study of city-owned structures and essential services
facilities. The intent of the program is to prioritize recommendations from the study to address
needs for seismic retrofit or other recommended actions for pre-disaster mitigation.
Corresponding ABAG Strategy Number:


Applicable Hazards
Significant Moderate Limited


Earthquakes o Flood o Land Subsidence
[gI Ground Shaking o Drought o Expansive Soils
[gI Liquefaction o Solar Storm o Hailstorm
[gI Surface Rupture o Dam Failure o Tsunami
[gI Landslides o Disease and Outbreak o Volcano


o Freeze
Infrastructure Failure o Wind (high winds)
o Electrical System o Extreme Heat
o Energy System o Agricultural Pests
o Telecommunication System o Thunder I Lightening Storms
o Transportation System o Bay Area Silting
o Waste Water System o Tomado
o Water System o Hazardous Materials


(Chemical/Biological) Spills
o Delta Levee Failure o Landslide and Debris Flow
o Wildfire
Potential Funding Sources: HMGP, PDM, No current funding sources exist. Need is recognized.


Responsible Department: Planning and Engineering


Target Completion Date: Open


Additional Comments I Status Report: While no funding exists for this program, pre-disaster
grant funding will be researched
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13.6 PLAN MAINTENANCE


13.6.1 Monitoring, evaluating, updating the plan


The City of Los Altos Police Department will be responsible for ensuring that this annex is
monitored on an on-going basis. However, the major disasters affecting Los Altos' community, legal
changes, notices from ABAG (as the lead agency in this process), notices from Santa Clara County
(lead agency for the County-wide Annex), and other triggers will be used as well. Finally, the Annex
will be a discussion/work item on the City's Emergency Operations Center agenda each year, and
department heads and other emergency preparedness staff, who serve in the City's Emergency
Operations Center, will focus on evaluating the Annex in light of technological and political changes
that may occur during the year or other significant events. This group, in collaboration with Santa
Clara County, will be responsible for determining if the plan should be updated.


The City of Los Altos is committed to reviewing and updating this plan annex at least once every
five years, as required by the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. The City's Emergency Services
Coordinator will contact ABAG four years after this plan is approved to ensure that ABAG plans to
undertake the plan update process. If so, the City plans to participate in the multi-jurisdictional plan.
If ABAG is unwilling or unable to act as the lead agency in the multi-jurisdictional effort, other
agencies will be contacted, including the Santa Clara County Office of Emergency Services. The
jurisdictions within Santa Clara County should continue to work together on updating this multi
jurisdictional plan.


The public will continue to be involved whenever the plan is updated or as appropriate during the
monitoring and evaluation process. Prior to adoption of updates, the City will provide the opportunity
for the public to comment on the updates. A public notice will be published prior to the meeting to
announce the comment period and meeting logistics. Moreover, the City will engage stakeholders in
community emergency planning.


13.6.2 Point of Contact


Comments or suggestions regarding this plan may be submitted at any time to Paul Arguelles,
Sergeant.


Contact information: parguelles@losaltosca.gov, 650-947-2663
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13.7 CITY OF Los ALTOS ApPENDIX


13.7.1 Los Altos Attachment 1: Outreach Materials
The City of Los Altos notified residents and businesses of the hazard mitigation planning process by
distributing promotional announcements regarding the public opportunity to respond to the online
survey. This Attachment includes those outreach materials.


Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan
May 11,2012 I' a t~ t~ 113-54







City of Los Altos: Home Page 1 of3


Home [Want To... Resident Business Visitor City Deparbnents


Public Input Sought in Disaster Planning for
Los Altos/Santa Clara County


Blach School Neighborhood Traffic Study
Notice of Public Meeting and Report to Council


Notice ... Report - Exhbits -
When: Tuesday, January 42011 at 6:00 PM
Where: Los Altos Hi h School- Ea Ie Theater 201 Almond Ave, Los Altos


ublic feedback is critical to creating a safer community. Please take a few moments to complete the brief
urvey at: http://www.surveymonkey.com/s/2010SCCHMP.


e updated local hazard mitigation plan will be an annex to the regional plan "Taming Natural Disasters:
ulti-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area". The current plan may


e viewed at: http://guakc.abag.ca.gov/mitigation/.


e survey will be available online through Saturday, January 15,2011. All residents or individuals
mployed within the boundaries of Santa Clara County and incorporated cities are encouraged to respond to
he survey.


azard "mitigation" is defined as "sustained action taken to reduce or eliminate the long-term risk to human
ife and property from natural, human-caused, and technological hazards and their effects." - !!1!1!Jt. -


e Santa Clara County Local Planning Team has identified 25 possible hazard threats, sueh as
arthquakes, wild fires, and drought, within the county. Santa Clara County's Office of Emergency Services


is collaborating with the incorporated cities to update the countywide local hazard mitigation plan. This
Ian outlines mechanisms for increasing our community's resiliency to natural hazard events.


If you have any questions regarding the surveyor opportunities to participate in the plan update, you may
ontact Corinne Bartshire at (510) 834-3326 or cbartshirc((i·dcwbcrrv.com .


Quick Links


Council Meetings &
Agendas


Community Center
Master Plan


•••. • ..... .:X •,,,,"u.:>.•••• en Uti • ..,..


_ ·athc!l'1bWt\!>WFJv~~Maps


,\1"lrcH: mmittees and
ommissions


;j Historical Financial
Reports


~ Adopted City Budget


Salary Schedule by
Postion


.~ E-mail Notification
Signup


T" Job Openingsl~ ,-_


JJ'.. - . Contact Us


Environmental Initial Study
400 Main Street Mixed Use Commercial Development


Public Review Period:


http://www.ci.los-altos.ca.us/ 12/2212010







What is Hazard Mitigation?


Hazard mitigation is "any action taken to reduce or eliminate the #ong..termrisk to
human life and property from natural hazards,,1. In California this definition has been
expanded to include both natural and man-made hazards.


We understand that hazard events will continue to occur, and at their worst can result in
death and destruction of property and infrastructure. The work done to minimize the
impact of hazard events to life and property is called Hazard Mitigation. Often, these
damaging events occur in the ~ame locations over time (Le. flooding along rivers), and
cause repeated damage. Because of this, Hazard Mitigation is often focused on
reducing repetitive loss, thereby breaking the disaster cycle.


The essential steps of Hazard Mitigation are;
1. Hazard identification
2. Vulnerability analysis
3. Defining a hazard mitigation strategy
4. Implementation of hazard mitigation activities and projects


1. Hazard Identification
First we must discover the location, potential extent, and expected severity of hazards.
Hazard infonnation is often presented in the form of a map or as digital data that Can be
used for further analysis. It is important to remember that many hazards are not easily
identified, for example, many earthquake faults lie hidden below the earth's surface.


2. Vulnerability Analysis
Once hazards have been identified. the next step is to determine who and what would
be at risk if the hazard event occurs. Natural events such as earthquakes. floods, and
fires are only called disasters when there is loss of life or destruction of property. For
example. the magnitUde 7.9 Denali, AK earthquake in 2002 did far less damage than the
magnitude 6.7 Northridge. CA earthquake in 1994 because there were few people and
buildings in the areas shaken by the Alaskan quake.


3. Defining a Hazard Mitigation Strategy
Once we know where the hazards are, and who or what could be affected by a disaster,
we have to strategize about what to do to prevent a disaster from occurring or to
minimize the effects if It does occur. The end result should be a Hazard Mitigation plan
that identifies long-term strategies that may include planning, policy changes, programs,
projects and other activities. as well as how to implement them. Hazard Mitigation plans
should be done at every level including individuals, businesses, state, local, and federal
governments.


4. Hazard Mitigation Activities and Projects
Once the Hazard Mitigation plans and strategies are developed. they must be followed
for any change in the disaster cycle to occur. Hazard mitigation activities are meant to
be permanent or long-term fixes and include a number of options such as:


• Land-use planning and regulation of development in hazard zones such as
floodplains and wildland-urban interface areas.







• Development and enforcement of building codas - The Seismic Safety
Commission has identified stringent building codes and standards as the primary
reason why California has suffered relatively low damages during hazard events.


• Retrofitting structures - this can include activities such as seismic retrofits to
reduce damage from earthquakes, elevating buildings in flood-prone areas, and
reroofing with fire-resistant shingles.


• Removing structures from hazardous areas.


There are many other types of mitigation activities that can be done by individuals,
businesses, and government. You can be part of the solution to break the disaster cycle
by being aware of the hazards that may affect you and your community and becoming
active in your community's hazard mitigation planning process.


1 As defined in 44 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), SUbpart M, Section 206.401.







City seeks residents' input on disaster preparedness


PHOTOS BY ELLIOTI BURRffOWN CRIER


Los Altos Hills City Council
men Gary Waldeck, above left,
and John Radford, above right,
took the oath of office Thursday.
They. replace Breene Kerr and
Dean Warshawsky, left, who
were termed-out after eight
years. Ginger Summit is the
town's new mayor.
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turned the conviction of a
Los Altos man accused of misrep
resenting his software company's
revenue for several years.


The U.S. Court of Appeals for
the 9th Circuit, in a 3-0 ruling,
reversed 15 counts of securities
fraud against Prabhat Goyal, for
mer chief financial officer of Net
work Associates Inc. (previously
McAfee Inc.), citing that the pros
ecution did not provide sufficient
evidence to prove Goyal guilty.


The U.S. Department of Jus
tice in 2007 charged Goyal and
a jury found him guilty of inflat
ing revenue figures artificially by
prematurely stating sales before
customers actually purchased the
product, a method termed "sell
in" accounting.


But the appeals court ruled
that the prosecution did not suf
ficiently prove that Goyal violated
accounting rules to materially af
fect revenue.


"This is just one of a string of
recent cases in which courts have
found that federal prosecutors
overreached by trying to stretch
criminal law beyond its proper
bounds," Chief Judge Alex Koz
inski wrote in a concurrence.


A spokesman for the U.S. At
torneys' Office said the depart
ment is reviewing the decision but
couldn't comment further.


Contact. Elliott Burr at
elliottb@latc.com.


nex to the regional Bay Area plan,
he said.


Although the plan is in its pre
liminary stage, it's important to
begin gathering feedback from
residents on disaster planning,
Younis said.


The city council must approve
the plans before submitting them
to the Santa Clara County Lo
cal Planning Team for inclusion,
scheduled in the first half of 2011,
Younis said.


For more information, visit
wwwJosaltosca.gov.


to develop comprehensive local
hazard mitigation plans as a con
dition for federal funding in the
event of natural or man-made di
sasters.


Los Altos, like many other cit
ies in Santa Clara County, does
not have a current state-approved
Hazard Mitigation Plan, accord
ing to a report by Police Chief
Thck Younis. A collaborative ef
fort with other participating cit
ies is under way to draft the 2010
Santa Clara County Hazard Miti
gation Plan, which will be an an-


T he city of Los Altos is so
liciting input on disaster
planning. The goal is to .


prepare and equip residents in
advance of a significant hazard
ous event. An online survey is
available on the city's Web site
through Jan. 15.


According to the federal gov
ernment's Disaster Mitigation Act
of 2000, all state and local gov
ernments - cities, counties and
special districts - are required


Town Crier Report


""'claiii~:C;oij.nW·Fire' Depaet- ..


ment·Cfuef Kenneth Waldvo
gel for providing leadership
and servk..e to the commu
nity since
197~ and<"
hon.ored:


'him¥iidl
a plaque
upon his .
retire
ment


Wald-:
· v 0 g e I Waldvogel


started in therartks as firefight
er/engineer l)nd held several.
positions, i.neluding fire inspec-


· tor; fire prevention supervisor,
fire captain, ..battalion eWet',
deputy chief. of operations,
dep.uty ctllefof u:ajnjng ane:!
assistant fire chief, before be
ing appointed county fire chief
in 2007. Waldvogel earned
National Fire Academy certi
ficati<>nas an.Ex,ecutive Fire


· Officer i~2008 and graduated
from the4-ist Century Leader
sh,ip.Acacl¢iJiy; .


"Ydur' list of !lcc~mpUsh
...• meiits is hripressiv~:' MllY0J;
··R,9t.iPac~lird ~d as he pre-
· seritea.W~Id.vogel with' the
pl~qlle... : .... .'. .


•'Tm sP'Pfogd.,of our orga
nization arid. of our relation
ship with. Los Altos,~' Wald
vogel said.


W;ildvogel's replacem~nt


has not be.en named.
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CITY OF LOS ALTOS
POLICE DEPARTMENT


ONE NORTH SAN ANTONIO ROAD LOS ALTOS, CALIFORc~IA
PHONE (650) 947-2770 FAX (650) 947-2704


**PRESS RELEASE**


94022


Announcing the release of the Review Draft for the Santa Clara County Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan and the City of Los Altos Annex


Is your home or office building susceptible to damage from earthquakes, wildfires, floods, or utility
service interruption? Do you want to help increase the likelihood that you can recover from disasters
and prevent future damage from these and other natural hazards?


Public review and comment is being solicited for the Review Draft of the Santa Clara County Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan 2011 Update. This plan is currently under review by the California
Emergency Management Agency (Cal EMA) and the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) to ensure compliance with the Federal Disaster :Mitigation Act of 2000 allowing the County
and participating cities to maintain eligibility to receive federal mitigation grant funding. The City of
Los Altos has participated in this planning process and developed an annex to this plan detailing the
City's specific hazard risks and approaches to increase resiliency.


PDF versions for the Santa Clara County LHMP and the Los Altos Annex draft may be reviewed or
downloaded from http://www.sccgov.org/portallsite/oes/ by clicking on the LHMP link in the left
column.


With a grant from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the Santa Clara County
Office of Emergency Services has coordinated with the incorporated cities to update the county's
Hazard Mitigation Plan. The planning process has involved thirteen incorporated cities, the Santa
Clara Valley Water District, and major employers in Silicon Valley. The 2011 updated local hazard
mitigation plan is an annex to the regional plan titled "Taming Natural Disasters: Multi-Jurisdictional
Local Hazard Mitigation Plan for the San Francisco Bqy Ared' which may be viewed at:
http://quake.abag.ca.govlmitigation!.


The Santa Clara County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2011 Update is being coordinated by the
Santa Clara County Office of Emergency Services. If you have any questions or wish to comment
on the Santa Clara County LHMP or Los Altos annex, please contact the County's consultant:
Corinne Bartshire at cbartshire@dewberry.com or 415.295.7116.


501110 Clara COl/III)' / Los A/los LHMP







LOS ALTOS POLICE DEPARTMENT


April 19, 2011


Dear Community Member,


On behalf of the Los Altos Police Department, I am pleased to invite you to review or download the Public
Review Draft of the 2011 Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan Update and the City of Los
Altos Annex. Input from you or your organization will be invaluable to increasing disaster resiliency in our
community.


PDF versions for the Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan and the City of Los Altos annex can be
accessed at the following link:
http://www.sccgov.org/portal/site/oes/agencychp?path=%2Fv7%2FEmergency%20Services%2C%20Offic
e%200f%20%28DEP%29%2FLHMP


The review draft has been submitted to the California Emergency Management Agency (Cal EMA) and is
undergoing review for compliance with the Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. Upon receiving Cal
EMA & the Federal Emergency Management Agency's (FEMA's) comments we will prepare a final plan
update for adoption by the City Council. At this time, we welcome comments from interested agencies
and the general public.


If you have any Questions or wish to comment on either the Santa Clara County LHMP or the City of Los
Altos annex, please contact the County's consultant: Corinne Bartshire at cbartshire@dewberry.com or
(415) 295-7116. Comments submitted before May 31, 2011 will be reviewed and integrated into the
final plan for adoption, as appropriate. Comments submitted after that date will be recorded for future
updates to the plan.


Please take a moment to visit the Santa Clara County Office of Emergency Services website at
http://www.sccgov.org/portal/site/oes/.This plan is a countywide plan developed in partnership with 13
participating cities and representatives from the private sector. It will be added to the regional plan titled
"Taming Natural Disasters: Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan for the San Francisco Bay
Area" which may be viewed at http://guake.abag.ca.gov/mitigation/.


The purpose of the plan is to identify hazard threats to Santa Clara County and prioritize methods for
reducing risks of future damage through specific mitigation actions. Preparation of this plan with approval
from the California Emergency Management Agency (Cal EMA) and Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) enables the County and participating jurisdictions to apply for mitigation grant funds per
the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000. You can read more information about this program and mitigation
grant funding on the Cal EMA Hazard Mitigation Portal (http://hazardmitigatlon.calema.ca.gov/).


Please forward this message to fellow residents and community members of the City of Los Altos. We
sincerely appreciate your time and cooperation in helping our community become more resilient.


Thank you for your participation!


One North San Antonio Road • Los Altos, California 94022 • (650) 947-2770







Bartshire. Corinne_______________________r. r. _


From:
Sent:
To:


Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:


Community members,


Matt Hartley [MHartley@losaltosca.gov]
Thursday, April 21, 2011 4:32 PM
julie@losaltoschamber.org; msmith@calwater.com; LSALTOSCROOK@aol.com;
vccarpenter@gmail.com; californiaandrea@comcast.net; Iisa.towell@yahoo.com;
BCPandMore@gmail.com
Bartshire, Corinne
email distribution
Hazard Mitigation Email final PDF 4-19-2011.pdf; Draft hazard mitigation email
4-19-2011.doc


You have expressed an interest in receiving email information regarding the updating of the Los Altos Hazard Mitigation
Plan and the County of Santa Clara Plan. Attached are a PDF version and a Microsoft Word version that will allow you to
link to the new updates and drafts that have been sent to the California Emergency Management Agency and the Federal
Emergency Management Agency. Should you have any questions or comments, you may respond via the attached links.


Thank you,


Matthew Hartley, Sergeant
Los Altos Police Department
1. North San Antonio Road
650-947-2801
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NEW! City of Los Altos Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 20 II Update AvaiJable for Public
Review and Comment


The City of Los Altos has participated with Santa Clara County in updating its Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan. This plan is an annex to the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG)
Regional Hazard Mitigation Plan. PDF versions for the Los Altos annex and the Santa Clara
County LHMP may be reviewed or downloaded from the following link: www.sccgov.org


If you have any questions or wish to comment on either the Santa Clara County LHMP or the
City of Los Altos annex, please contact the County's consultant: Corinne Bartshire at 415-295
7116 or cbartshire@dewberry.com.


Public comments received prior to May 31, 2011 will be reviewed and integrated into the final
plan for adoption, as appropriate. Comments submitted after that date will be recorded for future
updates to the plan.


With a grant from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the Santa Clara County
Office ofEmergency Services has coordinated with the incorporated cities to develop this
update. The planning process has involved thirteen incorporated cities, the Santa Clara Valley
Water District, and major employers in Silicon Valley. The 2011 updated local hazard mitigation
plan is an annex to the regional plan titled "Taming Natural Disasters: Multi-Jurisdictional Local
Hazard Mitigation Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area" which may be viewed at:
http://guake.abag. ca. govI


http://www.ci.los-altos.ca.us/police/LHMP2011.html 4/22/2011







13.7.2 Los Altos Attachment 2: Los Altos Strategies 2010
The City of Los Altos participated in ABAG's revision of the regional strategies for development of
this annex. Appendix G of Taming Natural Hazards presents a summary list of mitigation strategies
with regional priorities and the hazards mitigated. The City ranked those strategies in a spreadsheet
provided by ABAG. This is a summary of those rankings.


Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan
May 11,2012 I' a ~2 t' /13-56







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


Surveys Building Dept


CommentsResponsible Agency or Department


Community Devlopment Dept


Engineering / Planning / If plans
submitted


Priority


Existing


n/a


Existing


Existing


n/a
Existing Underfunded Building Division


NYC


n/a


n/a


n/a


Existing


JURISDICTION: Los Altos
Strategy
ECON-a-1


ECON-a-2


ECON-b-1


ECON-b-2


ECON-b-3


ECON-b-4


ECON-b-5


ECON-b-6


ECON-b-7


ECON-b-8


ECON-b-9


ECON-c-1 Existing City has no unreinforced
Masonry


ECON-c-2 n/a
ECON-c-3 Existing Underfunded


ECON-c-4 Existing


ECON-d-1 Existing Underfunded


ECON-d-2 Existing
ECON-d-3 n/a


ECON-e-1 Existing Santa Clara County Fire / Los Altos
Public Works


ECON-e-2 NYC
ECON-e-3 NYC


ECON-e-4 Existing


ECON-e-5 Existing BUILDING DEPT
ECON-e-6 Existing Underfunded Central Fire


ECON-e-7 Existing Underfunded Central Fire
ECON-e-8 NYC Central Fire


ECON-e-9 n/a


ECON-e-10 Existing


ECON-e-11 NYC


ECON-e-12 Existing Public Works Santa Clara County Water
District


Title 12 LAMC


2007 CBC


Minimal Exposure


No current funding


City does not have high-rise
or high occupancy buildings
of this nature


Los Altos Central Fire


ECON-e-13 n/a


ECON-f-1 Existing


ECON-f-2 Existing


ECON-f-3 Existing


ECON-f-4 Existing


ECON-f-5 Existing


Los Altos Community Development


LOS ALTOS PLANNING DEPT LAMC CODE TITLE 12


LOS ALTOS PLANNING DEPT


City of Los Altos PUBLIC WORKS


City of Los Altos PUBLIC WORKS / City
website


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/eqmaps/mitigation/strategy.htmI 1







Mitigation Strategies Identified for los Altos


ECON-h-1 Existing


LAMC CODE TITLE 12


2007 CBC


Same as regional approach


Standard Operating
Procedure


SOP


City of Los Altos Planning Dept


City of Los Altos Building and Planning
Departments


Existing Underfunded City of Los Altos Building and Planning
Departments


City of Los Altos Building and Planning
Departments


Existing


NYC


NYC


Existing


Existing


ECON-f-6


ECON-f-7


ECON-f-8


ECON-f-9


ECON-g-1


ECON-g-2


ECON-h-2


ECON-h-3


ECON-i-1


Existing


Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department I
Community Development CDD


Existing Underfunded Los Altos Building Department / Office of SAP Program
Emergency Services


ECON-i-2


ECON-i-3


ECON-i-4


ECON-i-5


ECON-i-6


ECON-j-1


ECON-j-2


NYC


Existing Underfunded


Existing Underfunded


Under Study Community Development Dept


n/a


Existing City of Los Altos Website


Existing Underfunded Los Altos Police Department / City of Los
Altos Website


EDUC-a-3 n/a


EDUC-a-4 n/a
EDUC-a-5 n/a
EDUC-a-6 n/a
EDUC-b-1 n/a
EDUC-b-2 n/a
EDUC-b-3 n/a


NO CERT PROGRAM


The City is a separate entity
from the school districts.


Los Altos Schools have
been recently remodeled


The City is a separate entity
from the school districts.


N/A


City of Los Altos Website


NYC


n/a


n/a


n/a


Existing


NYC


n/a


n/a


n/a


n/a


Existing


n/a


City of Los Altos Website


Los Altos/ Mountain View School
Districts


Existing Underfunded


ECON-j-3


ECON-j-4


ECON-j-5


ECON-j-6


ECON-j-7


ECON-j-8


ECON-j-9


ECON-j-10


ECON-j-11


ECON-j-12


ECON-j-13


EDUC-a-1


EDUC-a-2


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/egmaps/mitigation/strategy.htmI 2







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


Santa Clara County Fire Department


EDUC-c-1 n/a


EDUC-c-2 n/a


EDUC-c-3 n/a


EDUC-c-4 n/a


EDUC-c-5 n/a


EDUC-c-6 n/a


EDUC-c-7 n/a


EDUC-d-1 n/a


EDUC-d-2 n/a


ENVI-a-1 Existing


ENVI-a-2 Existing


ENVI-a-3 Existing


ENVI-a-4 Under Study


ENVI-a-5 Existing


ENVI-a-6 Existing


ENVI-a-7 Existing


ENVI-a-8 Existing


ENVI-a-9 Existing


ENVI-a-10 Existing


City maintains informational website for
residents / school children living within
city boundaries.


Community Development Dept


Community Development Dept / Police
Dept. / Santa Clara County Fire


Community Development Department


Santa Clara Calley Water District


Santa Clara Calley Water District


Public Works Community Development
Dept


Community Development Dept / Santa
Clara County Fire


Santa Clara County Household
Hazardous waste/ City of Los Altos


No Cert Program locally


General Plan


State Code / General Plan


Santa Clara Valley Urban
Run-off Pollution Prevention
Program (SCVURPPP)


Santa Clara Valley Urban
Run-off Pollution Prevention
Program (SCVURPPP)


Chatper 12.60 LAMC


Santa Clara Valley Urban
Run-off Pollution Prevention
Program (SCVURPPP)


ENVI-a-13 NYC/blank


ICLEI Report Risk Mgr.


Downtown Urban Design
plan


General Plan


Existing


Existing


Existing Underfunded Santa Clara Valley Water District! City of Chapter 11.02 LAMC
Los Altos


Santa Clara Valley Water District! City of General Plan
Los Altos


City of Los Altos Planning Dept. / City
Administration


Existing Underfunded City of Los Altos


Existing Underfunded Community Development COD


Existing Underfunded City of Los Altos Bicycle / Ped plan
Traffic Commission


ENVI-a-11


ENVI-a-12


ENVI-b-1


ENVI-b-2


ENVI-b-3


ENVI-b-4


ENVI-b-5


ENVI-b-6


ENVI-b-7


ENVI-b-8


ENVI-b-9


ENVI-b-10


NYC


Existing Underfunded Community Development COD


Existing Underfunded Los Altos Finance Dept


NYC/blank Los Altos Building Dept


Existing Underfunded


Existing Underfunded City of Palo Alto


Ch. 12.66 LAMC Gen Pin


Standard Operation Proc


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/egmaps/mitigation/strategy.html 3







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


ENVI-b-11


ENVI-b-12


ENVI-b-13


ENVI-c-1


ENVI-c-2


ENVI-c-3


GOVT-a-1


GOVT-a-2


GOVT-a-3


GOVT-a-4


NYC/blank City of Los Altos


Existing Underfunded City of Los Altos Planning Dept.


NYC/blank City of Los Altos Administration


n/a


n/a


n/a


Existing Underfunded City Manager's Office / Building /
Planning


Existing Underfunded


Existing City Administration / Police Department!
Municipal Services /


Existing Underfunded Information Technology/ Emergency
Prep/ Administration


General Plan


City website / News letter


GOVT-a-5 Existing


GOVT-a-6 n/a


GOVT-a-7 n/a


GOVT-a-8 n/a


GOVT-a-9 Existing


GOVT-a-1 0 Existing


GOVT-a-11 Existing


Building and Planning Community
Development


City of Los Altos Building and Planning
Department


City of Los Altos Building and Planning
Department


EMPG Grant assisted


Santa Clara County Emergency Services


City no longer maintains


Los Altos General Plan


Completed EOC center 2009


GOVT-b-4


GOVT-b-5


GOVT-c-1


GOVT-c-2


GOVT-c-3


GOVT-c-4


GOVT-c-5


GOVT-a-12 n/a


GOVT-a-13 NYC/blank


GOVT-b-1 Existing Underfunded


GOVT-b-2 Existing Los Altos Police Department / City
Administration


GOVT-b-3 Existing Underfunded Information Technology Division &
Emergency Preparedness Coordinator


Existing Underfunded Emergency Operations Plan / EOC plan


NYC/blank


Existing


n/a


Existing


Existing


Existing Underfunded PPE Equipment purchased/ under
EPREP Grant! Santa Clara County OES


GOVT-c-6 Existing Underfunded Los Altos Information Technology Dept /
Los Altos Police Department Services
Manager / County Wide / State wide
prep


Existing Underfunded


n/a


Existing


GOVT-c-7


GOVT-c-8


GOVT-c-9


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/egmaps/mitigation/strategy.html 4







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


GOVT-c-10 Existing Underfunded EMA / Santa Clara County / Los Altos
Police Department! Santa Clara County
Fire Department


GOVT-c-11 Existing Santa Clara County Fire Department /
Los Altos Police Department


GOVT-c-12 Existing


GOVT-c-13 Existing Underfunded Los Altos Police Department New Phone System call
back (Alert SCC)


GOVT-d-6 Existing


GOVT-d-7 Existing


Not below a dam


Los Altos does not maintain
a hospital within the city.


n/a


GOVT-c-14 Existing Underfunded Los Altos Police Department


GOVT-c-15 NYC


GOVT-c-16 Existing


GOVT-c-17 Existing


GOVT-c-18 Existing Underfunded County Fire


GOVT-c-19 NYC


GOVT-c-20 n/a


GOVT-c-21 n/a


GOVT-c-22 n/a


GOVT-c-23 n/a


GOVT-c-24 Existing Underfunded Los Altos Police Department


GOVT-c-25 NYC/blank


GOVT-d-1 Existing


GOVT-d-2 Very High


GOVT-d-3 EXisting


GOVT-d-4 Existing


GOVT-d-5 Existing Underfunded Fire Protection District / Santa Clara
County Fire Department


Santa Clara County Fire Department


Los Altos Building Department / Planning
Department


GOVT-d-8 Existing Underfunded Los Altos Administration


GOVT-d-9 n/a


GOVT-d-10 NYC/blank


GOVT-e-1 Existing Underfunded ABAG


GOVT-e-2 NYC/blank


HEAL-a-1 Existing Underfunded COMMUNITY DEVELOPEMNT
DEPARTMENT / CDD / PLANNING


Reference Public Health DepartmentHEAL-a-2


HEAL-a-3


HEAL-a-4


HEAL-a-5


HEAL-a-6


HEAL-a-7


Existing Santa Clara County Public Health Dept.


Existing Santa Clara County Public Health Dept.


Existing Underfunded


Existing Underfunded Santa Clar County Public Health Dept


Existing Los Altos Police Department / Santa
Clara County Fire/ Santa Clara County
EMA


City maintains resource
information on city website.
Other printed materials on
site.


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/eqmaps/mitigation/strategy.htmI 5







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


HEAL-b-1 High


HEAL-b-2 High


HEAL-b-3 High


HEAL-c-1 Existing


HEAL-c-2 Existing


HEAL-c-3 Existing


HEAL-c-4 Existing


Community Develoment Dept


Community Develoment Dept


Community Development Dept


Community Develoment Dept


Community Development Dept CDD


Community Development Dept CDD


HEAL-c-5


HEAL-c-6


HSNG-a-1
HSNG-a-2


HSNG-a-3


HSNG-a-4


HSNG-b-1
HSNG-b-2


HSNG-b-3


HSNG-b-4


HSNG-b-5
HSNG-b-6


HSNG-b-7
HSNG-b-8


HSNG-b-9


HSNG-c-1


HSNG-c-2
HSNG-c-3


HSNG-c-4


HSNG-c-5


HSNG-c-6


HSNG-c-7


HSNG-c-8


HSNG-c-9


HSNG-d-1


HSNG-d-2


HSNG-d-3


HSNG-d-4


HSNG-e-1


Los Altos Police Department! Santa
Clara County Health Dept


Santa Clara County OES/ Santa Clara
County Public Health


Santa Clara County OES/ Santa Clara
County Public Health


Santa Clara County Health Dept / Santa
Clara County Fire Department


Existing Santa Clara County Health Department


NYC/blank


Existing Community Development Dept CDD


Existing Underfunded Community Development Dept CDD


Existing Recreation Dept! Police Dept!


n/a
Existing Underfunded Community Development Dept / CDD


Existing Community Development Dept / CDD


Existing Community Development Dept / CDD
Existing Community Development Dept / CDD


Existing Community Development Dept / CDD


Moderate Community Development Dept / CDD


n/a
n/a


Existing Underfunded


Existing


Existing
n/a


Existing Underfunded Communit Development CDD


n/a


n/a


n/a


n/a


Under Study


Existing


n/a


NYC


NYC


n/a


City has designated POD
site locations identified and
pre planned for Distribution


Chapter 1260 LAMC


General Plan LAMC CH.
12.44


Title 12 LAMC
Title 12 LAMC


Title 12 LAMC


Title 12 LAMe


General Plan
Informational


The City is in agreement
with this strategy but does
not have a role in the
implementation


Title 12 LAMC


Building Official Surveys


Building Official Surveys


No Mobile homes within city
boundaries


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/eqmaps/mitigation/strategy.htmI 6







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


HSNG-e-2 n/a


HSNG-e-3 Existing


HSNG-e-4


HSNG-f-1


This category does not exist


Community Development CDD Los Altos General Plan /2007 Building
Building Dept. codes


Existing Underfunded General Plan


Existing Community Development CDD Title 12 LAMC/ 2007
Building code


HSNG-f-2 Existing Community Development CDD


HSNG-g-1 Existing Santa Clara County Fire Dept General Plan


HSNG-g-2 n/a


HSNG-g-3 Existing


HSNG-g-4 n/a


HSNG-g-5 n/a Community Development Dept CDD


HSNG-g-6 Existing Community Development Dept CDD / 2007 Building / Fire Codes
Santa Clara County Fire Dept


HSNG-g-7 Existing Community Development / CDD / Santa
Clara County Fired Dept


HSNG-g-8 'Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department /
Santa Clara Valley Water District / Cal
Water


HSNG-g-9 Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department
HSNG-g-10 Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department


HSNG-g-11 Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department
HSNG-g-12 n/a


HSNG-g-13 Existing Community Development SCC Fire
Department


HSNG-g-14 Existing Community Development SCC Fire
Department


HSNG-g-15 n/a Not Applicable


HSNG-g-16 Existing Santa Clara County Fire Department


HSNG-g-17 Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department!
Santa Clara Valley Water District


HSNG-g-18 Existing Community Development Building
Department / 2007 Building and Fire
Code


HSNG-g-19 Moderate Community Development / Santa Clara
County Fire Department / PG&E


HSNG-g-20 NYC/blank


HSNG-h-1 NYC/blank


HSNG-h-2 Existing


HSNG-h-3 Existing


HSNG-h-4 Existing


HSNG-h-5 EXisting
HSNG-h-6 Existing


Communtiy Development Department
CDD


Communtiy Development Department
CDD


Communtiy Development Department
CDD


Public Works / Engineering


Police Department / Engineering / Public
Works


12.60 LAMC


12.60 LAMC


Chapter 10.16 LAMC
NPDES Permit


General Plan


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/egmaps/mitigation/strategy.html 7







Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


HSNG-h-7 Existing


HSNG-h-8 Existing


HSNG-h-9 Existing


HSNG-h-10 Moderate


Communtiy Development Department 12.60 LAMC
CDD


Communtiy Development Department General Plan
CDD/Public Works


Communtiy Development Department General Plan
CDD
Communtiy Development Department Same as Regional priority
CDD


HSNG-i-1


HSNG-i-2


NYC/blank


Existing Los Altos Planning Department / Public
Works


HSNG-j-1


HSNG-j-2


HSNG-k-1


HSNG-k-2


HSNG-k-3


NYC/blank
Existing Community Develoment Dept Same as regional priority


NYC/blank
Existing City website / Community Development


Existing Underfunded City website / Community DevelopmenU
Emergency Preparation guidelines
Citizen Corps Council


HSNG-k-4 n/a
HSNG-k-5 NYC


HSNG-k-6 Existing County / Sate Emergency Prep City no longer maintains
CERT PROGRAM


HSNG-k-7 n/a American Red Cross Citizen Corps


HSNG-k-8 n/a
HSNG-k-9 Existing Underfunded Crime Prevention Block Captains/ Los


Altos Police Department


INFR-a-2 n/a


INFR-a-1 Existing Underfunded Publice Works (MSC)


HSNG-k-10 NYC


HSNG-k-11 Existing


HSNG-k-12 Moderate


HSNG-k-13 Existing


HSNG-k-14 NYC


HSNG-k-15 n/a


HSNG-k-16 n/a


Disaster Preparation / City Website /
Citizen Corps / Santa Clara County Fire


Provision to HAM operators / Assist /
Emergency Mgmt.


Los Altos Planning Dept City website referral


City of Los Altos has no
shoreline properties


Recognize / Not lead in
Strategy


Los Altos is not a Dam
owner


INFR-a-3 Existing Police Dept / Municipal Service / City
Administration


INFR-a-4 Existing Underfunded City Administration / Municipal Services / Underfunded
Planning Dept


INFR-a-5 Existing County Transportation support
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Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


INFR-a-6 Existing Los Altos and Palo Altos
RWCP Partners meet
regularly re wast water
issues


INFR-a-7 Existing City of Los Altos Planning Dept, Public
Works Dept.


INFR-a-8 Existing Underfunded In Place City of Los Altos PDf MSC to
operate critical facilility needs


INFR-a-16 Existing


INFR-a-19 Existing


Not a Dam Owner


NYC


Existing Underfunded Refurbished local pedestrian pathway
bridges bordering city


Existing Underfunded Critical backup generators in place
Police and MSC


Los Altos Planning DepartmentUnder Study


n/a


Existing


Existing
Los Altos PD / EOC / Part of SCC EMA


Los Altos Police Department Santa Clara Standard Operating
County Fire procedures


City Cooling Centers/ Police Department
policy/Communications via County of
Santa Clara City provides cooling
centers


Existing MTC


Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County office of Emergency
Services / Emergency Mgrs / Los Altos
Police Department


Los Altos Public Works / Cal Water / City
of Palo Alto


Existing Underfunded Los Altos Public Works


Existing In place at Los Altos PD and Municipal
Service Center 707 Fremont Ave. Los
Altos / EOC backup


INFR-a-9


INFR-a-10


INFR-a-11


INFR-a-12


INFR-a-13


INFR-a-14


INFR-a-15


INFR-a-17


INFR-a-18


INFR-a-20
INFR-a-21


INFR-a-22 NYC/blank


INFR-b-1 Existing Underfunded City of Los Altos does not have City
Transportation System


INFR-b-2
INFR-b-3


INFR-b-4


INFR-b-5


INFR-b-6


INFR-b-7


INFR-b-8


INFR-b-9


Existing


Existing Underfunded


Existing Underfunded Cal Water Retrofit water tanks.


Existing Underfunded


Existing Underfunded Not applicable in Los Altos


EXisting Standard Operating procedures


Existing Standard Operating procedures
Existing The city is in agreement but


does not have a lead in this
project


INFR-b-10 NYC/blank


INFR-c-1 Existing Underfunded SANTA CLARA COUNTY FIRE / CAL
WATER
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Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


INFR-c-2 Existing Underfunded SANTA CLARA COUNTY FIRE / LOS
ALTOS PUBLIC WORKS


INFR-c-3


INFR-c-4


INFR-c-5


INFR-c-6


INFR-c-7


INFR-c-8


INFR-d-1


INFR-d-2


INFR-d-3


INFR-d-4


INFR-d-5


INFR-d-6


INFR-d-7
INFR-d-8


INFR-d-9


Existing


Existing No new development in wild fire areas
within city.


Existing Santa Clara County Fire Department


Existing Santa Clara County Fire Department


Existing Underfunded Santa Clara County Fire Department
Public Works


NYC/blank
Existing Underfunded Santa Clara Valley Water District


Existing Underfunded Cal Water / Santa Clara Valley Water
District


Existing Los Altos Public Works
Existing Underfunded Santa Clara Valley Water / District


Existing Underfunded Los Altos Public Works


Existing Underfunded Santa Clara Valley Water / Cal Water
LOS ALTOS PUBLIC WORKS


Existing Santa Clara Valley Water / Cal Water


Existing Underfunded Cal Water / Santa Clara Valley Water
District / MSC


Existing Underfunded


Minimal Open Space in City


City does not maintain a
reservoir


INFR-d-10 Existing N/A


INFR-d-11 Existing Underfunded
INFR-d-12 Existing Planning Dept.


INFR-d-13 n/a City does not maintain waste water
treatment facility


INFR-d-14 Existing Underfunded Public Works / Cal Water / Santa Clara
Valley Water


INFR-d-15 Existing Public Works / Cal Water / Santa Clara
Valley Water


INFR-d-16 Existing Underfunded Cal Water / Santa Clara Valley Water
District / MSC


INFR-d-17 n/a Santa Clara Valley Water District


INFR-d-18 NYC/blank


INFR-e-1 Existing City of Los Altos Planning Dept.


INFR-e-2 NYC/blank


INFR-f-1 NYC/blank


INFR-g-1 Existing


INFR-g-2 Existing City of Los Altos / Planning / Building


INFR-g-3 Existing City of Los Altos Public Works / ABAG
Site


INFR-g-4 Existing City of Los Altos Police Department / Los
Altos IT Department. Currently on city
website.
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Mitigation Strategies Identified for Los Altos


INFR-g-5 n/a CITY NO LONGER MAINTAINS CERT
PROGRAM / CITIZEN CORPS
PROGRAM


INFR-g-6 Existing City of Los Altos Police Department / Los
Altos IT Department. Currently on city
website.


INFR-g-7 NYC/blank


LAND-a-1 Existing Building Division / Planning Division
LAND-a-2 Existing Community Development General Plan


LAND-a-3 n/a


LAND-a-4 Under Study


LAND-a-5 Under Study


LAND-a-6 Existing Community Development


LAND-a-7 Existing Community Development Dept


LAND-a-8 Existing


LAND-b-1 Existing Community Development / Santa Clara
County Fire Department


LAND-b-2 Existing Santa Clara County Fire Department


LAND-c-1 Existing Community Development Department LAMC 12.60 General Plan


LAND-c-2 Existing Los Altos Public Works Santa Clara LAMC 12.60 General Plan
Valley Water Dist


LAND-c-3 Existing Los Altos Public Works / Community Santa Clara Valley Water
Development Dept


LAND-c-4 Existing Community Development Department 12.60 LAMC
LAND-c-5 Very High Community Development Department Santa Clara Valley Water
LAND-c-6 Very High Not taking lead
LAND-d-1 Existing Community Development Department General Plan
LAND-d-2 Existing Community Development Department General Plan
LAND-d-3 Existing Community Development Department General Plan


LAND-d-4 Existing Community Development Department General Plan


LAND-d-5 Existing Community Development Department General Plan
LAND-e-1 Existing Community Development Department General Plan


LAND-e-2 Existing Community Development Department General Plan
LAND-f-1 Existing City Administration General Plan
LAND-f-2 Existing Underfunded Community Development Department


LAND-f-3 Existing Underfunded Community Development Department
LAND-f-4 n/a


LAND-f-5 n/a


LAND-g-1 n/a


Source: Association of Bay Area Governments, 2009.


http://www.abag.ca.gov/bayarea/egmaps/mitigation/strategy.html 11







13.7.3 Los Altos Attachment 3: Los Altos Exposure Analysis
This list includes all information on Los Altos' critical facilities and identifies which of the City's
critical facilities are located in the mapped hazard areas. It should be noted that the critical facilities
used in Section 13.4.2.2 have been updated since ABAG's conducted exposure analysis. There may
be some discrepancies with the identified critical facilities in that section and those in Los Altos
Attachment 3: Exposure Analysis.


Santa Clara County Hazard Mitigation Plan
May 11,2012 P :I ~! L' 113-58







City of Los Altos


Page 1


Exposure Analysis


with flexible floor and roof


less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT


less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT


less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT
less <= to 5,000 SOFT


N/A
N/A
N/A
Additn in 85 include evaluation
Additn in 85 include renov+evaluati
N/A







City of Los Altos Exposure Analysis


III . . . .. .'I~' . . . , . . .. .
2 restroom NiA sliQht T NiA NiA N/A
3 classroom N/A reQular hQh windows N/A N/A
4 multi-purp@2Qrnt pk Was part of Grant Park School hiQh windows N/A N/A N/A
5 restroom/park N/A sliQht T N/A N/A N/A
6 shop & shed N/A regular large openings N/A N/A
71garage N/A wideT Ig openings, addition N/A N/A
8 corp yard N/A long rectangle large openings N/A N/A
9 office/storage N/A regular N/A N/A N/A


10 bike bridge N/A bike bridge N/A N/A N/A
11 police dept N/A complex L also wd N/A N/A
12 youth center N/A complex L also wd N/A N/A
13 history house N/A farm house bolts, crip.wall, plywd N/A N/A
14 hillview hall cc Was school slight L N/A N/A N/A
15 multi-purpose N/A regular hgh windows N/A N/A
16 administ bldg N/A regular large openings N/A N/A
17 seniOr citizen N/A regular hgh windows N/A N/A
18 classrooms 16-18 N/A regular hgh windows N/A N/A
19 hillview home N/A part 2 story with porch N/A N/A
20 stg garage N/A Ig openings needs bolts N/A nonflam strge
21 san antonio club N/A L shaped bolts, plvwd N/A N/A
22 museum N/A no data N/A N/A N/A
23 theatre - lact N/A large openings N/A N/A N/A
24 hal brady N/A regular large openings N/A N/A
25 children center N/A regular large openings N/A N/A
26 classrooms 7,8,9 N/A regular hgh windows N/A N/A
27 classrooms 13-15 N/A regular hgh windows N/A N/A
28 bike bridge N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
29 garden bldg. Bolts ok and no cripple wall above grnd basemt ,N/A ,N/A N/A
301shoop prk wc N/A regular N/A N/A N/A
~.-


31 inature center N/A complex U tile roof N/A N/A


~...
33 restrooms no no no Wood Shake N/A
34 restrooms no no no Wood Shake N/A
35 portable sch-oak no no no asphalt N/A
36 city hall no Iyes Iyes Wood Shake N/A
37 library no no Iyes Wood Shake N/A


1 Woodland Library N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
2 restroom no no no Wood Shake N/A
3 classroom no no no asphalt N/A
4 multi-purp@grnt pk no no no asphalt N/A
5 restroom/park no no no tar N/A
6 shop & shed no no yes metal N/A
71garage no no no Wood Shake N/A
8 corp yard no no no N/A N/A
9 office/storage no no no Wood Shake N/A
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City of Los Altos Exposure Analysis


10 Critical Facility Anchored Equipment Alternate Power Sprinklers Roof Material Year Built
10 bike bridoe no no no N/A N/A
11 police dept no yes Iyes Wood Shake N/A
12 youth center no no no Wood Shake N/A
13 history house no no no Wood Shake N/A
14 hillview hall cc no no no asphalt N/A
15 multi-purpose no no no asphalt ,N/A
16 administ bldo


.........
no Iyes no asphalt N/A


17 seniOr citizen no no no asphalt N/A
18 classrooms 16-18 no no no asphalt N/A
19 hillview home no no no Wood Shake N/A
20 stg garage no no no Wood Shake N/A
21 san antonio club no no Iyes Wood Shake N/A
22 museum no no iyes Wood Shake N/A
23 theatre - lact no no no asphalt N/A
24 hal brady no no no asphalt N/A
25 children center no no no asphalt N/A
26 classrooms 7,8,9 no no no asphalt N/A
27 classrooms 13-15 no no no asphalt N/A
28 bike bridge N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
29 Igarden bldg. no no yes Wood Shake N/A
30 shoop prk wc no no no N/A N/A
31 nature center no no no tile N/A
32 residence no no no Wood Shake N/A


Contents Insured
10 Critical Facility Stories Capacity Bldg Insured Value Value
33 restrooms 1 160 36946 0
34 restrooms 1 132 29344 0
35 portable sch-oak 1 1000 97638 0
36 city hall 1 10260 '1258765 525358
37 library 1


~_......~_.
28420 2484542 0


1 Woodland Library N/A N/A N/A N/A
2 restroom 1 341 34409 0
3 classroom 1 4806 536071 0
4 multi-purp@grnt pk 1 0 625758 0
5 restroom/park 1 376 40922 0
6 shop & shed 1 10200 466832 0
7 'garage 1 3234 262671 0
8 corp yard 1 1600 74754 0
9 office/storaoe 1 6000 599545 0


10 bike bridoe 0 0 67000 0
11 Ipolice dept 1 9935 1639488 949619
12 Iyouth center 1 5940 491954 12246
13 history house 2 2247 178530 29870
14 hillview hall cc 1 4334 502527 191610
15 multi-purpose 1 3709 349051 0
16 administ bldq 1 1173 138231 0
17 seniOr citizen 1 3200 330527 0
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City of Los Altos Exposure Analysis


al Facility Stories Capacity Bldg Insured Value
3424 345555 0
1132 162062 0
1357 80065 0
1668 151809 4064
28420 2484542 0
3920 255966 a
3072 347941 0
3424 359227 0
3649 351546 0
3200 334479 0
0 0 0
5692 752430 0
312 52090 0
3077 387677 0
1082 129760 0


ildland-Urban Interface (WUI)
Fire Threat Wildfire Threat FEMA Flood Zone


o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate Outside Floodplain Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate Outside Floodplain Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 100 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 100 Year Flood Not Affected


N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 100 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Fire-Threatened Area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
a Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
o Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
a Outside WUI hazard area Moderate 500 Year Flood Not Affected
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City of Los Altos Exposure Analysis


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liquefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Liauefaction Hazard Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone
Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


N/A


Maooina in Proaress
Maooina in Proaress


Outside of CGS Li
Maooina Planned


Not Affected
Not Affected
Not Affected


Not Affected
Not Affected
Not Affected


;Outside of CGS Liauefaction Zone


Not Affected
Not Affected


500 Year Flood


500 Year Flood


751Low


651Low


651Low
651Low


651Low
651Low


651Low


651Low


651Verv Hi


651Low


651Low


751Low
751Low


651Low


651Low


651Low


500 Year Flood


N/A


651Low


500 Year Flood


100 Year Flood


651Low


500 Year Flood


651Low


651Low


500 Year Flood


500 Year Flood


651Low
651Low


651Low


651Low
651Low


65 IModerate
65 IModerate


651Low
651Low


651 Moderate


851 Moderate
551 Moderate


85IModerate


751Verv Low


Moderate
Moderate


Moderate
Moderate


Moderate


Moderate
Moderate


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone
Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone
Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone
Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


N/A IN/A


Maooina Planned


Maooina in Proaress
Maooina in Proaress


Outside of CGS Landslide Zone


oIFire-Threatened Area


01 Fire-Threatened Area
01 Fire-Threatened Area


01 Fire-Threatened Area
oIFire-Threatened Area


OIOutside WUI hazard area
OIOutside WUI hazard area


OIOutside WUI hazard area


Surficial Deoosits
Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits
Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits
Surficial Deoosits
Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits
N/A
Surficial Deoosits
Surficial Deoosits


Surficial Deoosits
Few Landslides


Surficial Deoosits


Few Landslides
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City of Los Altos Exposure Analysis


\0 Critical Facility Sea Level Risk 16" Sea Level Rise 55"
32 residence Surficial Deposits Outside of CGS Landslide Zone 75 Low Outside of CGS Liquefaction Zone
33 restrooms Not Affected Not Affected
34 restrooms Not Affected Not Affected


36 city hall Not Affected Not Affected
37 library Not Affected Not Affected


1 Woodland Library N/A N/A
2 restroom Not Affected Not Affected
3 classroom Not Affected Not Affected
4 multi-purp@grnt pk Not Affected Not Affected
5 restroom/park Not Affected Not Affected
6 shop & shed Not Affected Not Affected
71garage Not Affected Not Affected
8 corp yard Not Affected Not Affected
9 office/storaoe Not Affected Not Affected


10 bike bridge Not Affected Not Affected
11 Ipolice dept Not Affected Not Affected
12 youth center Not Affected Not Affected
13 history house Not Affected Not Affected
14 hillview hall cc Not Affected Not Affected
15 multi-purpose Not Affected Not Affected
16 administ bldo Not Affected Not Affected
17 seniOr citizen Not Affected Not Affected
18 classrooms 16-18 Not Affected Not Affected
19 hillview home Not Affected Not Affected
20 stg garage Not Affected Not Affected
21 san antonio club Not Affected Not Affected
22 museum Not Affected Not Affected
23 theatre - lact Not Affected Not Affected
24 hal brady Not Affected Not Affected
25 children center Not Affected Not Affected
26 classrooms 7,8,9 Not Affected Not Affected
27 classrooms 13-15 Not Affected Not Affected
28 bike bridge Not Affected Not Affected
29 garden bldg. Not Affected Not Affected
30 shoop prk wc Not Affected Not Affected
31 nature center Not Affected Not Affected
32 residence Not Affected Not Affected
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DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # _b__


AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Aida Fairman, Associate Civil Engineer


SUBJECT: Annual Street Resurfacing, Project 12-01


RECOMMENDATION:


A. Award Annual Street Resurfacing, Rubberized Chip Seal, Project 12-01A to Graham
Contractors, Inc. for an amount of $118,420 and authorize the City Manager to execute a
contract on behalf of the City


B. Award Annual Street Resurfacing, Slurry Seal, Project 12-01B to Graham Contractors, Inc. for an
amount of $83,943.25 and authorize the City Manager to execute a contract on behalf of the City


C. Authorize staff to include additional streets to the scope of work of Projects 12-01A and 12-01B
in an amount not to exceed $210,000


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: $450,000 ($240,000 original contract and $210,000 for additional work)


Budgeted: Yes: Annual Street Resurfacing, Project 12-01 and Gas Tax


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: Not applicable


CEQA Status: Categorical Exemption


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


In June 2011, Council adopted the fin-year Capital Impro,-ement Program (CIP) which
included Project 12-01, .-1.nnual Street Resurfacing. The FY2011-2012 of $650,000 consists
of State Gas Tax funds in the amount of 5225,000 and ~425,000 from the CIP Fund. Of the
$650,000, a portion in the amount of S200,OOO was dedicated to First Street streetscape
resurfacing leaying 5450,000 to be used for the repair of various streets in Los Altos.


DISCUSSION


This project includes installing a rubberized cape seal at Farndon, Campbell and En
"-\yenues. "-1. rubberized cape seal consists of coating the existing road surface with a
rubberized asphalt chip seal surfacing fo11O\ved \vithin a fcw days with a final slurry seal coat.
To obtain more competitive bids, staff prepared two separate plans and specification
packages: Rubberized Chip Seal, Project 12-0L\ and Slurry Seal, Project 12-01 B. During the
bidding period, an addendum was issued to Project 12-01A introducing an additional
blending option deemed to bc less expensivc which would result in a comparable final
product.


Bid Results:


A) Rubberized Chip Seal. Project 12-01A
Bids werc rcceiycd from thrce qualified bidders on j\pril 23, 2012 summarized as fo11O\vs:


No Bidder Base Bid Add AIt Total Bid
#1


..


1 Graham Contractors, Inc. $99,330 $19,090 $118,420
2 Intermountain $164,732 $17,450 $182,182
3 International Surfacing $176,770 $37,110 $213,880


Engineer's Estimate $188,800 $44,400 $233,200


B) Slurry Seal. Project 12-01B
Bids were receind from four qualified bidders on April 24, 2012 summarized as fo11O\vs:


,..-,


No Bidder Base Bid AddAlt Total Bid
#1


-


1 Graham Contractors, Inc. $64,770.20 $19,173.05 $83,943.25
2 Valley Slurry Seal Co. $69,691.72 $17,299.85 $86,991.57
3 American Asphalt $76,108.50 $21,505.45 $97,613.95
4 Intermountain Slurry Seal $84,792.34 $21,377.70 $106,170.04


Engineer's Estimate $70,051.52 $18,711.19 ~88,762.71


Graham Contractors, Inc., the lowest responsible bidder on both projects, has been in
business for m-er 36 years and is located in San Jose, California. They haye recently
completed similar pa\Tement sealing projects for se,Teral public agencies throughout
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California including the Cities of San Jose, Sunn)Tale, Santa Rosa, Los Altos and the Town
of Atherton. The Contractor's license is in good standing with the State of California
Contractor Licensing Board and they have no recorded safety violations in the federal
gO\'ernment's Occupational Safety and Health }l.dministration (OSHA) database.


The low bid of $202,363.25 allows the City to repair additional streets assuming the
contractor agrees to use its original bid unit price for the work.


The following additional streets, which are not listed in a specific priority order, are
recommended for repair with the remaining funds:


• Edge Lane (from Springer Road S to Seena Avenue)


• Pritchett Way (from Oak .A.venue to Pritchett Court)


• Pritchett Court (from end to end)


• Lincoln Avenue (from Sherman Strect to Orange [h01UC)


• Pasa Roblcs Ihenue (from Carmel Avenue to San Antonio Road N)


• EI Scrcno ;\venue (from Homcstead Road to Crist Drin)


• EI Screno Court (from EI Screno A"cnuc to thc end)


• Bcckcr Lanc (J ,os Altos Avenue to the end)


• Riviera Dri,'c (from Springer Road S to thc end)


• Kircher Court (from f·'allenI ,caf I,ane to the end)


• Joncs I,ane (from Crist Drive to Fallcn J,eaf I.ane)


Deferring the requircd maintenance on these streets would result in continued dcterioration
which will result in more costly future rcpairs.


FISCAL IMPACT


The project budgct is reflected below:


Item Project 12-01 Budget


Construction (Rubberized Chip Seal) $118,420.00
Construction (Slurry Seal) 83,943.25
Inspection and Testing 10,000.00
Printing and Incidental Costs 3,000.75
Construction Contingency (200'0) 24,636,00


-
Total $240,000.00


~;Project Budget $450,000.00


Remaining available project balance $210,000.00
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PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


If the contract award is approved, project notification will be provided to property owners
that would be temporarily impacted by the construction activities.


ALTERNATIVE


Defer repair of the additional streets not included in the base bid
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DATE: May 22,2012


AGENDA ITEM # (---


AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Aida Fairman, Associate Civil Engineer


SUBJECT: Sewer Main Repair and Replacement


RECOMMENDATION:


A. Appropriate an additional $88,405 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund to the South Sewer Main
Replacement - Phase II, Project 11-14


B. Appropriate an additional $104,703 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund to Fallen Leaf Sewer Main,
Project 11-15


C. Appropriate an additional $152,586 from the Sewer Enterprise Fund to Annual Sewer Main
Repair FY2010-2011, Project 11-04


n Award the Base Bid and Add Alternate Nos. 1 and 2 for the South Sewer Main Replacement 
Phase II, Project 11-14; Fallen Leaf Sewer Main, Project 11-15; and Annual Sewer Main Repair
FY2010-2011, Project 11-04 to Pacific Underground Construction, Inc. for $1,738,736 and
authorize the City Manager to execute a contract on behalf of the City


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: $2,306,194


Budgeted: Yes; $1,960,500. Additional appropriation of $345,694 from the Sewer Fund is
requested


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: January 25, 2011


CEQA Status: Categorical Exemption


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


The City of Los Altos Sewer Master Plan recommends se"eral capital improyement projects
to be implemented oyer the next few years. The follo""ing three projects were approyed
during FY2010-2011 as part of the Capital Imprm-ement Program (CIp): the South Sewer
Main Replacement - Phase II, Project 11-14 (51,172,500); the Fallen Leaf Sewer J\Iain,
Project 11-15 (S430,000); and the Annual Sewer Main Repair FY2010-2011, Project 11-04
($358,000). On January 25, 2011, Council authorized the City J\Ianager to execute an
agreement with Harris & i\ssociates for design and construction support sen-ices. The
design for the three projects was completed under one construction contract.


DISCUSSION


Bids were receiyed from se,'en qualified bidders on April 25, 2012 as summari7.ed below:


Projects South Sewer Fallen Leaf .\nnual Sewer TOTAL
Main Sewer Main, Main Repair BID


Renlacement - Project 11-15 FY2010-2011,
;


Bidders Phase ]I, Project 11- ,4


Pro:ect 11-14


Pacific Underground 5971,975 $388,270 5378,491 $1,738,736
Construction, Inc.
KJ Woods Construction $1,120,430 $497,030 5201,340 $1,818,800
Ranger Pipelines, Inc. $1,115,348 $488,702 $234,147 $1,838,197
Valentine Corp $1,064,355 $568,120 5252,110 $1,884,585
Pacific Trenchless $1,190,487 $611,727 S225,467 $2,027,681
Re-Pipc California, Inc. $1,167,500 $657,758 S207,680 $2,032,938
Mountain Cascade $1,098,568 $671,860 $413,816 $2,184,244


Engineer's Estimate $1,211,470 $550,495 $216,580 $1,978,545


It is recommended that a contract for the three projects be awarded to Pacific lTnderground
Construction, Inc., located in San Jose, California. Pacific Underground Construction, Inc.
has been in business for m'er 30 years. They haye recently completed similar projects for
yarious agencies including the City of Santa Cruz and Stanford llni,-ersity. The firm's
Contractor's license is in good standing with the State of California Contractor Licensing
Board and there is one recorded safety yiolation in the Federal Goyernment's Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) database that closed in December 2011.


The add alternates are recommended for award as the work needs to be done to ayoid pipe
size changes in the sewer main where pipe bursting is being performed. The work will need
to be done in the future if it is not accomplished now, but at additional cost for mobilization.
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FISCAL IMPACT


The recommendation to award the Base Bid and Add Alternates No.1 and 2 to complete
the work identified in the 2005 Sewer Master Plan requires increasing the budget for each
project as summarized below:


I <;;'cuh Sewer j I
Total Proposed '$I .111 .",1 Sewer


I
'>la1l1 I allen I,e:u


'~ain Repair Budget for
Replacement - Sewer \lm •


l:v~n~1 0-2011, Projects 11-14,
P'htase IT, Pn ,jeer 11 -1.


-c}'ui ect 11·04 1-15 & 11-04
~)pj;:~t....11-!4


Proposed Proposed Proposed Total Proposed
Budget Budget Budget Budget


Adopted Project
$1,172,500 $430,000 $358,000 $1,960,500


Budget


(Base Bid) $640,590 $203,790 $378,491 $1,222,871


(,\dd Alternates) $331,385 $184,480 N/I\ 5515,865


Contract award amount $971,975 $388,270 $378,491 $1,738,736


Design $70,930 $55,433 $37,095 $163,458


Inspection and testing
$20,000 $10,000 $16,000 $46,000


SC1T1CCS


Printing/Elwironmcntal
$3,000 $3,000 $3,000 $9,000


Doc/Misc


Construction
$195,000 S78,000 $76,000 $349,000


contingency (20%)


$i~2'6g~9ir
., .. ":""',.


!95i0!3~r
".,~..


Proposed Budget $534,703 $2,306,194
-_.


Project budget
$88,405 $104,703 $152,586 S345,694,


shortfall


The appropriation for the .-\nnua1 Sewer Main Repair, Project 11-04, is necessary in order to
award this project. The appropriations for Projects 11-14 and 11-15 are necessary to award
the "-\dd ,\lternates No.1 and No.2 in addition to the base bid. The recommended award
of ,-\dd .Alternates in addition to the base bid is made to ensure full compliance with the
2005 Se\yer l\laster Plan.


The Se\yer Fund has sufficient capacity a\-ailable to fund these improyements.
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PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVES


Award the base bid only and defer the Add Alternate items
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DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # ~


AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Jim Gustafson, Engineering Services Manager


SUBJECT: Review of the proposed Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road traffic signal


RECOMMENDATION:


A. Review original recommendation for installation of a traffic signal at Miramonte Avenue and
Covington Road


B. Reconfirm Council direction to proceed with a design workshop for a traffic signal at this
location


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: $250,000 (Design and construction of a traffic signal)


Budgeted: Yes; CIP Project 09-33


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: January 4,2011 and February 14, 2012


CEQA Status: An Initial Study is required to determine the appropriate CEQA document and
process


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


Council was requested to reconsider the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of
Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road by 11 residents during the Public Comment period
of the April 24, 2012 meeting. At the suggestion of Councilmember Packard, the Council
requested a future Council meeting agenda item to discuss the proposed traffic signal at
Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road, specifically reviewing the anticipated safety-related
aspects of the improvements.


The Circulation Element of the Los Altos General Plan 2002-2020 identified the intersection
as congested under both current and future conditions when the Plan was adopted in 2002.
Implementation Program Element C9:4 of the General Plan states "Consider installation of
a traffic signal or other control device (e.g., traffic circle/roundabout) at a stop sign
controlled intersection if one or more of the controlled movements operates at Level of
Service (LOS) E or F, signal warrants are met to the satisfaction of the Public Works
Department, or a safety problem exists." The average vehicle delay qualifying for
intersection LOS E and LOS F begins at 3S seconds and SO seconds respectively.


The traffic signal was a Tier 1 (High Priority) project in the Fehr & Peers Report accepted by
Council on January 4,2011.


The traffic signal is part of the adopted Capital Improvement Program, with design
authorized at the February 14,2012 meeting.


DISCUSSION


The collision data for the Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road intersection reflected in
the Fehr & Peers Report do not suggest the existing stop-controlled intersection is unsafe. It
is noted that the three signal warrants met that are the basis for the recommendation to
install a signal are based on traffic volumes and school proximity. Other features
incorporated in the recommendation are to install curbs at the corners, improve crosswalk
markings and shorten the pedestrian crossing distances which are all features that should
improve pedestrian safety.


A recent study by The National Cooperative Highway Research Program (NCHRSP) Report
617 calculated Accident Modification Factors (AMFs) for 48 types of intersection
modifications using actual crash histories from five states, including California, with 14 years
of crash data. Accident modification factors were developed using before-and-after
improvement crash histories and provided a metric to estimate effects of intersection
modifications. With a high level of certainty, an AMF after installation of a traffic signal at
an urban four-way intersection was calculated at 0.77, representing a 23% reduction in all
crashes. Although the report is very comprehensive, pedestrian accident data for the post
signal intersection change is not isolated from other types of collisions.


Data collected during the Fehr & Peers Study presented on January 4, 2011, indicate that the
peak traffic hour in the 24-hour sampling period occurs from 8:00am to 9:00am on school


May 22, 2012
Review of the proposed Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road traffic signal Page 2







days. Blach Junior High School classes typically begin at 8:12am, so the data probably
understates actual vehicle and pedestrian intensity compared to that of a different sampling
start time that ended at 8:30am. With that minor error in mind, the following occurs at the
intersection on a typical school peak hour morning:


• 97 pedestrians cross at least one leg of the intersection per hour


• 1218 total vehicles including bicycles pass through the intersection per hour


• 328 vehicles including bicycles leave the intersection heading towards the school per
hour


• 74 vehicles per hour including bicycles turn right from Miramonte Avenue onto
Covington Road heading towards the school


• The average delay for the right-turning movement onto Covington Road towards the
school is 74 seconds


Average vehicle delays reflect intersection LOS E on school mornings measured in May
2010 and October 2010, LOS C (average) during most of the rest of the day, and LOS B
most of the day during the summer.


The author of the Fehr & Peers Report presented to the Council on January 4, 2011 and
prov-ided the following information on May 9, 2012 in response to the pedestrian/bicyclist
safety question:


The main intention (both at the time the report was prepared and now) was to prioritize the
safety of school children traveling through the intersection on foot or by bicycle. Based on
observations and public testimony, vehicles were traveling on the shoulders to jump the
queue to make a right-turn and were affecting the safety of children walking or bicycling.
Thus, the recommendation for a traffic signal included constructing built-up asphalt comers
at the intersection to protect areas for students to wait without adding vehicle lanes. This
would also provide a protected area for students to dismount or re-mount their bicycles to
walk through the intersection.


Observation and public testimony identified that the congestion at the intersection was
significant, and contributed to the other circulation issues around Blach (students jumping
out of cars while waiting in the queue, etc.). While it is recognized that the signal would also
provide congestion/queue reduction benefits, this was not the primary reason it was
recommended. To address the neighbors' concern about how a signal would fit within the
character of Los Altos, it is recommended that it only be operational during peak times and
flash in red (operate as an all-way stop) for the rest of the day. The cycle length would be
short (approximately 60 seconds), so there would be few opportunities for vehicles to
proceed through the intersection without slowing or stopping, as the queue lengths would
still be about the same as what occurs with the stop signs today. Other pedestrian safety
measures to be included with the signal were the addition of advanced stop bars to limit
vehicle encroachment to the crosswalks and adding a crosswalk across the north leg of the
intersection. If neighbors are concerned about traffic moving at the same time as
pedestrians/cyclists, the City also may consider a "scramble phase" where all vehicle traffic is
stopped and diagonal crossings would be permitted.


May 22, 2012
Review of the proposed Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road traffic signal Page 3







City staff concurs with Fehr & Peers that the addition of stop bars and curbs on the
pavement prior to the crosswalk will limit vehicle encroachment on pedestrian traffic, that
building out curbs will eliminate right-turning vehicles from presenting an additional conflict
point with pedestrians and bicyclists, and the likely effects of short signal cycle times during
peak traffic periods and reversion to an all-way stop with flashing red lights during the non
peak traffic periods are measures that would make the intersection perform better for all
users.


The Fehr & Peers Report further provided the vehicle collision history in the Blach Junior
High School Study area as follows:


Collisions were analyzed by several factors, such as location, crash type, parties involved, age,
time of day and primary collision factor. These collisions were mapped within the study area
and are presented on Exhibit 6 (of the Fehr & Peers Report). Thirty-four collisions were
reported within the study area during the analysis period, with the majority of these collisions
(32) being vehicle-vehicle collisions. The remaining two (2) included vehicle-bicycle
collisions, which occurred at the Covington Road/Hayman Place and Covington
Road/Grant Road intersections:


• At Covington Road/Hayman Place, a 73-year old bicyclist was hit when a driver
opened the door of a parked car at approximately 8:30am on a Saturday morning in
September 2005. The bicyclist was injured and the motorist was determined to be at
fault in this collision.


• At Covington Road/Grant Road, a 12-year old bicyclist was hit by a vehicle making a
right-turn at 3:00pm on a Monday afternoon in November 2005. No injuries were
reported and the motorist was determined to be at fault in this collision.


No vehicle-pedestrian collisions were recorded during the analysis period. Twelve (12)
injuries and no fatalities were reported.


A majority of collisions in the Blach Junior High School neighborhood (10 of 32) occurred
at the Miramonte Avenue and Covington Road intersection including five (5) injury
collisions. Eight (8) of these collisions were broadside collisions where a motorist turning
collided with a vehicle proceeding straight through the intersection.


Although the Fehr & Peers review of the intersection in the December report indicates a
signal will improve intersection performance and safety for all users, there are a number of
considerations that should be taken into account:


• The intersection performs at LOS C (acceptable) during most of the day.


• The signal warrant for accident history is not met.
• Pedestrian volumes are highest at school arrival and departure times when motorists


are generally alert to the presence of school children.


• There have been no accidents involving pedestrians or bicycles in the intersection
during the Fehr & Peers Study period (six years).
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• Traffic signals require ongoing maintenance and energy costs in addition to the
capital costs associated with their design and construction.


• The installation of a signal is justifiable based on requirements in the Caltrans Traffic
Manual though the signal warrants that are met do not compel installation of a
signal.


• Nearby residents generally have indicated that they prefer the four-way stop signs.


If a signal is not installed, it is important to recognize that delays at the intersection during
the morning commute cannot be relieved by other measures at the intersection alone, and
could get slightly longer with time and student population growth projected at the Blach
Junior High School campus. The recommendation to proceed with the signal is consistent
with the Fehr & Peers Study of December 2010 that addressed mobility issues in the
neighborhood.


The signal is budgeted at $250,000. The consultant has incurred a small amount of the
design costs to prepare exhibits for future meetings. A topographic survey of the intersection
was completed for signal pole and curb layout, and to identify any vegetation and utility
impacts. Over $200,000 is remaining in the project if the design is terminated at this point
of development.


FISCAL IMPACT


None


PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVES


1. Defer the project until such time as the traffic conditions worsen at this intersection
2. Make no changes at this intersection
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AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Kathy Kleinbaum, Economic Development Manager


SUBJECT: City-wide Commercial Wayfinding Sign Program


RECOMMENDATION:


DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # _Cf__


Select a Council representative to serve on the Wayfinding Sign Program Task Force


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted: Not applicable


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: None


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


Wayfinding signs are directional signs that guide people to key destinations and help them
locate important resources within the area, such as the location of public parking lots. The
City of Los Altos currently has a commercial wayfinding sign system made up of a collection
of different sign types and styles that have been developed over the course of several years.
The existing signage lacks cohesion and is not comprehensive in nature. For example, the
signs to the downtown instruct patrons to tum onto San Antonio off of Foothill, but do not
direct them from San Antonio to the downtown core. In addition, there are no signs within
the commercial districts that direct patrons to the parking plazas/lots. Implementing a clear
and consistent wayfinding program is a high priority for the Economic Development
program in order to foster the long-term vitality of the City's commercial districts.


DISCUSSION


The City is working with Explore Creative, a Sonoma-based graphic design finn with
extensive experience in retail signage including the Oxbow Market in Downtown Napa,
Larkspur Landing in Larkspur and the Anchorage Square project in San Francisco, to create
a City-wide signage program that addresses the unique character of Los Altos. The focus of
the program will be to guide patrons all the way from the major thoroughfares, such as
Foothill, EI Camino and San Antonio to the downtown and other commercial districts. The
wayfl11ding program will also include signs directing patrons to public parking resources.


The Los Altos Village Association (LAVA) has requested in several of its letters to the City
Council over the past year that the City improve wayfinding to the downtown. In addition,
staff has been meeting with merchants from the Loyola Comers district on a monthly basis
and they have stated that improved wayfinding to their district is one of their top priorities.
As a result, staff believes it is timely to move forward with development of a City-wide
commercial wayfinding sign program.


A Wayfinding Sign Program Task Force is being established to assist staff with developing a
conceptual sign program that will be recommended to the Council for consideration. The
five-member Task Force will consist of a representative from each of the following groups:
City Council, Planning and Transportation Commission, LAVA, Chamber of Commerce and
Loyola Comers.


A schedule of meetings will be developed once the Task Force representatives have been
identified.


FISCAL IMPACT


None
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PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVE


Do not assign a Council representative to the Wayfinding Sign Program Task Force
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AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Jon Maginot, Deputy City Clerk


SUBJECT: Commission appointments


RECOMMENDATION:


DATE: May 22,2012


AGENDA ITEM # I 0


Appoint commissioners to fill vacancies on the Planning and Transportation Commission and re
advertise vacancies on the Design Review Commission


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None


Budgeted: Not applicable


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: Not applicable


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


.-\ t the l\Iay 22, 2012 City Council mceting, ordinances will be adopted creating the Design
Review Commission (DRC), and Planning and Transportation Commission (pTC). These
ordinances \\-ill go into effect on June 22, 2012.


DISCUSSION


Due to the creation of the DRC and PTC, a recruitment was conducted by the City Clerk's
office to fill ncancies on the two commissions. The City Council interviewed applicants on
April 17, 2012..At its .-\pril 24, 2012 meeting, the City Council directed staff to further
advertise the \'acancies on the DRC. Another recruitment was held and one applicant was
intclTiewcd by the City Council on l\fay 15, 2012. It is recommended that the recruitment
for \'acancies on the DRC be extended. There are no incumbents for the vacancics.


Thc PTC has seven vacancies and the DRC has five vacancies. All terms expirc in February
of 2014 or 2016. The names of applicants for the PTC and DRC are as follows:


Jonathan Baer
Ronit Bodner
Phoebe Bressack
Jeannie Bruins
Jim Chiang
Bob Jones
I\falika Junaid
Kenneth LorelJ
Robert l\labe
l\1ichaell\lcTighe
Sally l\leadows
Jerry Moison


FISCAL IMPACT


None


PUBLIC CONTACT


Commission openings were posted to the City's website and advertisements were run in the
JJ)J ."1110.1 TOJ//Il Clier inviting applicants for the Commissions. Inten,ic\vs were publicly
noticed and held with candidates on .-\pril 17,2012 and May 15,2012.


Posting of the agenda senoes as public notice of the appointments to the general public.


ALTERNATIVES


Dder appointments to the Planning and Transportation Commission and/or the Design
Reyic\v Commission
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DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # II


AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Jon Maginot, Deputy City Clerk


SUBJECT: Designation of Voting Delegates - League of California Cities


RECOMMENDATION:


Designate a Delegate and an Alternate for the purpose of attending and voting at the League of
California Cities Annual Conference and Business Meeting September 5-7, 2012 in San Diego


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: There is no direct cost in designating a Delegate and Alternate; however, the
Delegate and Alternate must be registered for at least one day (Friday, September
7, 2012) of the conference


Budgeted: Yes; General Fund (Legislative and Administration Department)


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: Not applicable


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments:


1. Memo dated May 3, 2012 from the League of California Cities requesting Council action and
attachments







BACKGROUND


The annual League of California Cities Conference will be held September 5-7, 2012 in San
Diego. The League has asked that cities designate a voting delegate and any alternates.


DISCUSSION


The League is requesting formal Council action no later than August 15,2012.


FISCAL IMPACT


There is no direct fiscal impact in designating a member of the City Council to vote,
however, both the voting Delegate and any alternates must register for at least one day of the
conference (Friday, September 7, 2012). Full conference registration for voting delegates is
$475. The fee for Friday only is $250. The Legislative and Administration Department
program budget has sufficient funds available for attending the Conference.


PUBLIC CONTACT


Posting of the meeting agenda serves as notice to the general public.


ALTERNATIVE


Do not designate a Delegate or Alternate
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May 3,2012


Council Action Advised by August 3, 2012


TO: Mayors, City Managers and City Clerks


RE: DESIGNATION OF VOTING DELEGATES AND ALTERNATES
League of California Cities Annual Conference - September 5 - 7, San Diego


The League's 2012 Annual Conference is scheduled for September 5 - 7 in San Diego. An
important part of the Annual Conference is the Annual Business Meeting (at the General
Assembly), scheduled for noon on Friday, September 7, at the San Diego Convention Center. At
this meeting, the League membership considers and takes action on resolutions that establish
League policy.


In order to vote at the Annual Business Meeting, your city council must designate a voting
delegate. Your city may also appoint up to two alternate voting delegates, one of whom may vote
in the event that the designated voting delegate is unable to serve in that capacity.


Please complete the attached Voting Delegate form and return it to the League's office
no later than Wednesday, August 15,2012. This will allow us time to establish voting
delegate/alternates' records prior to the conference.


Please note the following procedures that are intended to ensure the integrity of the voting
process at the Annual Business Meeting.


• Action by Council Required. Consistent with League bylaws, a city's voting delegate
and up to two alternates must be designated by the city council. When completing the
attached Voting Delegate form, please attach either a copy of the council resolution that
reflects the council action taken, or have your city clerk or mayor sign the form affirming
that the names provided are those selected by the city council. Please note that
designating the voting delegate and alternates must be done by city council action and
cannot be accomplished by individual action of the mayor or city manager alone.


• Conference Registration Required. The voting delegate and alternates must be
registered to attend the conference. They need not register for the entire conference; they
may register for Friday only. To register for the conference, please go to our website:
www.cacities.org. In order to cast a vote, at least one person must be present at the
Business Meeting and in possession of the voting delegate card. Voting delegates and
alternates need to pick up their conference badges before signing in and picking up
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the voting delegate card at the Voting Delegate Desk. This will enable them to receive
the special sticker on their name badges that will admit them into the voting area during
the Business Meeting.


• Transferring Voting Card to Non-Designated Individuals Not Allowed. The voting
delegate card may be transferred freely between the voting delegate and alternates, but
only between the voting delegate and alternates. If the voting delegate and alternates find
themselves unable to attend the Business Meeting, they may not transfer the voting card
to another city official.


• Seating Protocol during General Assembly. At the Business Meeting, individuals with
the voting card will sit in a separate area. Admission to this area will be limited to those
individuals with a special sticker on their name badge identifying them as a voting delegate
or alternate. Ifthe voting delegate and alternates wish to sit together, they must sign in at
the Voting Delegate Desk and obtain the special sticker on their badges.


The Voting Delegate Desk, located in the conference registration area of the San Diego
Convention Center, will be open at the following times: Wednesday, September 5,9:00 a.m. 
6:30 p.m.; Thursday, September 6,7:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.; and September 7, 7:30-10:00 a.m. The
Voting Delegate Desk will also be open at the Business Meeting on Friday, but not during a roll
call vote, should one be undertaken.


The voting procedures that will be used at the conference are attached to this memo. Please
share these procedures and this memo with your council and especially with the individuals that
your council designates as your city's voting delegate and alternates.


Once again, thank you for completing the voting delegate and alternate form and returning it to
the League office by Wednesday, August 15. If you have questions, please call Mary
McCullough at (916) 658-8247.


Attachments:
• 2012 Annual Conference Voting Procedures
• Voting Delegate/Alternate Form
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Annual Conference Voting Procedures
2012 Annual Conference


1. One City One Vote. Each member city has a right to cast one vote on matters pertaining to
League policy.


2. Designating a City Voting Representative. Prior to the Annual Conference, each city
council may designate a voting delegate and up to two alternates; these individuals are
identified on the Voting Delegate Form provided to the League Credentials Committee.


3. Registering with the Credentials Committee. The voting delegate, or alternates, may
pick up the city's voting card at the Voting Delegate Desk in the conference registration
area. Voting delegates and alternates must sign in at the Voting Delegate Desk. Here they
will receive a special sticker on their name badge and thus be admitted to the voting area at
the Business Meeting.


4. Signing Initiated Resolution Petitions. Only those individuals who are voting delegates
(or alternates), and who have picked up their city's voting card by providing a signature to
the Credentials Committee at the Voting Delegate Desk, may sign petitions to initiate a
resolution.


5. Voting. To cast the city's vote, a city official must have in his or her possession the city's
voting card and be registered with the Credentials Committee. The voting card may be
transferred freely between the voting delegate and alternates, but may not be transferred to
another city official who is neither a voting delegate or alternate.


6. Voting Area at Business Meeting. At the Business Meeting, individuals with a voting card
will sit in a designated area. Admission will be limited to those individuals with a special
sticker on their name badge identifying them as a voting delegate or alternate.


7. Resolving Disputes. In case of dispute, the Credentials Committee will determine the
validity of signatures on petitioned resolutions and the right of a city official to vote at the
Business Meeting.
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2012 ANNUAL CONFERENCE
VOTING DELEGATE/ALTERNATE FORM


Please complete this form and return it to the League office by Wednesday, August 15,
2012. Forms not sent by this deadline may be submitted to the Voting Delegate Desk
located in the Annual Conference Registration Area. Your city council may designate~
voting delegate and up to two alternates.


In order to vote at the Annual Business Meeting (General Assembly), voting delegates and alternates must
be designated by your city council. Please attach the council resolution as proof of designation. As an
alternative, the Mayor or City Clerk may sign this form, affirming that the designation reflects the action
taken by the council.


Please note: Voting delegates and alternates will be seated in a separate area at the Annual Business
Meeting. Admission to this designated area will be limited to individuals (voting delegates and
alternates) who are identified with a special sticker on their conference badge. This sticker can be
obtained only at the Voting Delegate Desk.


1. VOTING DELEGATE


Name: _


Title: _


2. VOTING DELEGATE - ALTERNATE


Name: _


Title: _


3. VOTING DELEGATE - ALTERNATE


Name: --------------
Title: _


PLEASE ATTACH COUNCIL RESOLUTION DESIGNATING VOTING DELEGATE
AND ALTERNATES.


OR


ATTEST: I affirm that the information provided reflects action by the city council to
designate the voting delegate and alternate(s).


Name: E-mail _


Mayor or City Clerk. Phone: _
(circle one) (signature)
Date: _


Please complete and return bv Wednesday, August 15t h, to:


League of California Cities
ATTN: Mary McCullough
1400 K Street
Sacramento, CA 95814


FAX: (916) 658-8240
E-mail: mmccullough@cacities.org
(916) 658-8247








AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Marcia Somers, City Manager


DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # (,-


SUBJECT: Update on League of California Cities efforts to pursue amendments to possible
California Forward initiative


RECOMMENDATION:


1. Accept oral report regarding potential impacts of proposed legislation on local governments
2. Provide direction to staff regarding follow-up actions, as needed


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: Unknown


Budgeted: No


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: Not applicable


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments: None

















AGENDA REPORT


TO: City Council


FROM: Jim Gustafson, Engineering Services Manager


SUBJECT: Consumer Price Index adjustment for sewer rates


RECOMMENDATION:


DATE: May 22, 2012


AGENDA ITEM # /3


Accept an informational report on the Consumer Price Index applicable to the FY 2012-2013 Sewer
Service Charge


SUMMARY:


Estimated Fiscal Impact:


Amount: None. The report is information only.


Budgeted: To be evaluated as part of the 12-13 Budget update


Public Hearing Notice: Not applicable


Previous Council Consideration: March 27, 2012


CEQA Status: Not applicable


Attachments: None







BACKGROUND


This informational report acknowledges the intent to notify I,os Altos residents of the
Consumer Price Index (CPI) adjustment to be applied to each parcel's sewer sen-ice charge
as a result of the CPI increase from January 2008 through January 2012.


1\Iunicipal Code Section 10.12.230 prm-ides a mechanism for the annual sewer rates to be
adjusted by the Consumer Price Index (CPI) for the period prior to the rate adjustment. The
1\lunicipal Code section related to this matter is:


10.12.230 - Rate limitation


For Fiscal Year 2008-2009, the rate of the se\\"er selTice charge shall not exceed three dollars
and three cents (S3'()3) per unit of estimated sewer usc. If the city council, pursuant to
Section 10.12.130 of this article, re,"ises the sewer sen-ice charge for an:' subsequent fiscal
year to be higher than three dollars and three cents (S3.03), the re,"ised rate shall not exceed
the rate calculated by multiplying three dollars and three cents ($3.03) by the proportional
change in the consumer price index for all urban consumers for the San 1:rancisco Bay Area
between January 2008 and the January preceding the fust fiscal year for which the rate is
being re,-ised.


DISCUSSION


The sewer sen-ice charge rate has been 53.03 Slnce hscal Year 2008-2009. The staff
recommendation to defer the Consumer Price Index rate adjustment through hscal Ycar
2011-2012 was plT\-iously apprm"cd b:' Council.


It is planned that notice of a sewer rate increase in the allowable amount of 7.25%, the
Consumer Price Index for the period from January 2008 through JanualT 2012, be prm"ided
to ratepayers for Fiscal Year 2012-2013. The ne\\' proposed rate would be $3.0.) multiplied
by 1.0725, or S3.25. A rate report with associated per-parcd sewer selTice charges is
planned for future Council consideration. Once adopted, the resulting sewer sen-ice charges
will be posted as a charge on property tax bills for Fiscal Year 2012-2013.


The sewer sen-ice charge for FY 2012-2013 must be adopted by resolution no later than July
25, 2012 to meet the County's deadline for items to be posted on the tax roll. State Law
requires that a minimum 30-day notice be proYided to ratepayers before a rate increase is
imposed.


FISCAL IMPACT


The FY 2012-1013 Budget and Fin-Year CIP considered and projected a rate increase in the
out years through 2015. This approach \\"as taken in anticipation of an updated Se\wr Master
Plan to be presented to City Council in the next few \yeeks. \\!ith the rate increase reported
herein, City-wide sewer re,-enues for Fiscal Year 2012-2013 will increase by approximately
5305,000 and \yill be used for Sewer Fund-related operating and capital expenditures.
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