
The District’s regular Board meeting is held on the first Thursday of every month. This notice and agenda is posted 
on the District’s web site (www.spmud.ca.gov) and posted in the District’s outdoor bulletin board at the SPMUD 
Headquarters at the above address. Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. Requests for other 
considerations should be made through the District Headquarters at (916)786-8555.   

AGENDA 

I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER 

II. ROLL CALL OF DIRECTORS

Director Gerald Mitchell,   Ward 1 
Director William Dickinson, Ward 2 
President John Murdock,   Ward 3 
Director Victor Markey,   Ward 4 
Director James Williams,   Ward 5 

III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

IV. CONSENT ITEMS [pg 5 to 36 ] 

Consent items should be considered together as one motion. Any item(s) requested to be 
removed will be considered after the motion to approve the Consent Items. 

ACTION: (Voice vote) 
Motion to approve the consent items for the August 6, 2015 meeting 

1. MINUTES from the August 6, 2015 Regular Board Meeting.
2. ACCOUNTS PAYABLE in the amount of $946,378.78 through 2015.
3. MONTHLY INVESTMENT REPORT in the total amount of $47,200,625.39, through August

26, 2015. 
4. RESOLUTION #15-20 QUIT CLAIM DEED Acceptance of the Liberty Hill Quit Claim Deed.
5. BILL OF SALE Acceptance of the Bill of Sale for sewer improvements within William

Jessup University – University Ave. Sewer Project.
6. SECOND READING & ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE NO. 15-03 AN ORDINANCE FOR THE

ISSUANCE OF EASEMENT & RIGHT OF WAY ENCROACHMENT PERMITS  The Easement &

SPMUD BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
REGULAR MEETING: 4:30 PM  

September 3, 2015 
SPMUD Board Room 

5807 Springview Drive, Rocklin, CA 95677 
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Right of Way Encroachment Ordinance establishes the criteria whereby the District may 
grant a property owner permission to encroach on a District Easement of Right of Way, 
either upon request of a property owner or upon the discovery of an unlawful 
encroachment on District property or Rights of Way. 

V. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Items not on the Agenda may be presented to the Board at this time; however, the Board 
can take no action. 

VI. BOARD BUSINESS

Board action may occur on any identified agenda item.  Any member of the public may 
directly address the Board on any identified agenda item of interest, either before or during 
the Board's consideration of that item.  

1. Consideration and Approval of Resolution #15-21 to approve the Loomis/SPMUD
Diversion Pipeline Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, and Approval of 
Resolution #15-22 authorizing the General Manager to execute a contract with WaterWorks 
Engineering for the design of the Loomis Diversion Line Project  [pg 37 to 65] 

Recommendation:  
The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Loomis Diversion Line project 
has been circulated, and comments accepted.  The project was certified by the Loomis Town 
Council on August 11, 2015.  Staff recommends approval of Resolution #15-21 approving the 
Loomis/SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, and authorizing 
the Board President to sign the Notice of Determination.  Staff further recommends approval of 
Resolution #15-22 authorizing the General Manager to execute a contract with WaterWorks 
Engineering for the design of the Loomis Diversion Line Project.  

Action Requested:  (Roll call vote) 
1. Adopt Resolution #15-21 to approve the Loomis/SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, and Authorize the Board President to sign the project 
Notice of Determination.  
2. Adopt Resolution #15-22 authorizing the General Manager to execute a contract with
WaterWorks Engineering for the design for the Loomis Diversion Line Project. 

2. Consideration and Approval of Resolution #15-23 District Policy Handbook [pg 66 to 69] 

Recommendation:  
The Board held a Policy Workshop at its 08/06/15 meeting, whereby discussion was held to 
review all policies in the newly created District Policy Handbook.  The Handbook is comprised of 
policies associated to General, Personnel, Operations, Board of Directors & Board Meetings.  
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Each of these policies was reviewed in draft form by both General Counsel, and either the 
Policy & Ordinance Committee or the Fee & Finance Committee members. 

Action Requested:  (Roll call vote) 
1. Adopt Resolution #15-23 approving the District Policy Handbook in its entirety.

3. District review and responses to the 2014-15 Placer County Grand Jury report entitled,
“Review of Placer County Government and Special District/Agency Websites” [pg 70 to 96] 

Recommendation:  
On June 23, 2015, the District received a copy of the 2014-2015 Placer County Grand Jury 
report entitled, “Review of Placer County Government and Special District/Agency Websites.” 
Staff has prepared a District response for the Boards review and comments. The response will 
be transmitted with the Board President’s signature before September 22, 2015. 

Action Requested:  (Voice vote) 
1. Staff recommends that the Board of Directors authorize the Board President to sign the
District response to the Placer County Grand Jury report as presented. 

4. Consideration of 2013-17 Strategic Plan Annual Report [pg 97 to 106] 

Recommendation:  
The 2013-17 Strategic Plan established the blueprint for the District’s current activities and 
response to future activities and changing priorities.  A summary of the Key Areas and Goals are 
included with the report.  Staff routinely evaluates and measures the progress toward achieving 
or completing the desired goals.  The semi-annual report included as Attachment 2 is a report 
card ending the 4th Quarter of the 2014/15 Fiscal Year.  The District has made considerable 
progress on meeting its goals throughout the reporting period. 

Action requested: (Voice vote) 
1. Staff recommends that the Board of Directors receive this Annual Report Card on the
progress toward meeting the Strategic Plan Goals and Objectives. 

VII. REPORTS [pg 107 to 114] 

The purpose of these reports is to provide information on projects, programs, staff actions 
and committee meetings that are of general interest to the Board and public. No decisions 
are to be made on these issues.  

1. Legal Counsel (A. Brown)
2. General Manager (H. Niederberger)

1) FSD, ASD & TSD Reports
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2) Informational items
3. Director’s Comments:

Directors may make brief announcements or brief reports on their own activities.  They may 
ask questions for clarification, make a referral to staff or take action to have staff place a 
matter of business on a future agenda. 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

If there is no other Board business the President will adjourn the meeting to its next
regular meeting on October 1, 2015 at 4:30 p.m.
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 BOARD MINUTES 
SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

Meeting Location Date Time 
Regular District Office August 6, 2015 4:30 p.m. 

I. CALL MEETING TO ORDER: The Regular Meeting of the South Placer Municipal Utility District Board of 
Directors was called to order with President Murdock presiding at 4:30 p.m.    

II. ROLL CALL OF DIRECTORS:

Present: Will Dickinson, Vic Markey, John Murdock, Jim Williams, Jerry Mitchell 
Absent:  None 
Vacant:  None 

Staff: Herb Niederberger, General Manager 
Adam Brown, Legal Counsel 
Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 
Sam Rose, Superintendent 

Others: Marc Mondell 

III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:  Director Murdock led the Pledge of Allegiance.

IV. CONSENT ITEMS:
1. Minutes from the July 2, 2015 Regular Board Meeting.
2. Accounts Payable in the amount of $885,145.21 through July 29, 2015.
3. Monthly Investment Report in the total amount of $46,472,436.11, through July 30, 2015.
4. Bill of Sale Acceptance of the Bill of Sale for Sewer Improvements within the West Oaks Unit 1

Subdivision.
5. Item 5 was removed from Consent for further discussion

Second Reading & Adoption of Ordinance No. 15-01 establishing requirements for Credit
Reimbursement Agreements - The Credit Reimbursement Ordinance provides a mechanism for
developers/sub-dividers to obtain credits in lieu of payment of sewer participation charges for the
construction of major facilities, and/or seek reimbursement for the costs of construction.

6. Second Reading & Adoption of Ordinance No. 15-02 amending Sewer Participation Charges
Participation charges will increase to $3750/EDU by April 1, 2017, with increases every 12 months
commencing October 1, 2015. Future adjustments to the charge will be in alignment with the
Engineering News Record Construction Cost Index.

Director Dickinson made a motion to approve all other items on the consent calendar except for item five 
which was removed for further discussion by Director Williams; a second was made by Director Mitchell,    
the motion carried 5-0.   

Director Williams addressed item five, Ordinance No. 15-01, and asked for a correction in Section 3.04 – 
Participation Charge Credit, he asked for a correction to the notation at the end of the paragraph to 
change the text from Section 3 to Section 4.  Director Williams made a motion to approve item five with 
the correction; a second was made by Director Dickinson, the motion carried 5-0. 

Item IV.1.
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Regular Board Meeting 
August 6, 2015 
Page | 2 

V. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   
President Murdock opened the Public Comments, hearing none the public comments were closed. 

VI. BOARD BUSINESS:

1. Consideration of Ordinance No. 15-03 – Public Hearing and 1st Reading of an Ordinance for the
issuance of Easement & Right of Way Encroachment Permits. 
General Manager Niederberger presented Ordinance No. 15-03, demonstrating an example of a home 
where a pool has been constructed over the Districts Sewer facilities and a City owned Storm drain. GM 
Niederberger explained the type of instances where the District may issue an easement or right of way 
encroachment permit. He explained that this Ordinance provides the District a way to remedy certain 
situations.  General Counsel Brown stated that the District is trying to be a good neighbor and balance any 
necessary measures to assist in being proactive before further problems occur.  Further discussion 
followed with regards to other homes or structures which may have been constructed over District 
easements and facilities.  Director Mitchell asked if there are County maps or overlays which may assist in 
identifying them.  Director Dickinson asked if the MOU with the City of Rocklin is progressing, stating that 
it will continue the open line of communications with the City to avoid these types of situations.   

A motion was made by Director Williams to waive the full reading of the Ordinance; a second was made 
by Director Mitchell, the motion carried 5-0.  

The Public Hearing was opened to receive comments regarding the proposed Ordinance.  City of Rocklin 
Community Development Director Mark Mondell introduced himself to the Board, and asked the Board to 
consider leaving room for flexibility for the development process or discretionary abilities for unique 
circumstances as they may come up. Further deliberation ensued regarding potential situations which 
may allow the issuance of an easement or right of way permit.  GM Niederberger stated that each case 
would be reviewed on an individual basis with the assistance of General Counsel’s review. General 
Counsel Brown stated that this Ordinance provides guidelines for staff and the Board to follow. 
Director Mitchell asked if staff could be directed to prepare a summary of specific situations that the 
District is currently aware of.  President Murdock asked for a report to be provided by the end of the year 
in December 2015.  General Counsel Brown stated he will work with staff to set up a procedure for how to 
handle this type of situations.  A Motion was made by Director Dickinson to introduce the Ordinance for 
the next scheduled board meeting; a second was made by Director Williams, the motion carried 5-0. 

2. Hold a  Workshop to discuss the District Policy Handbook
General Manager Niederberger introduced the District Policy Handbook, results from the Districts need 
for consistency and transparency.  He stated that several goals within the Strategic Plan identified the 
need for specific policies for investments and reserves etc. He reported that the Policy and Ordinance 
Committee had worked with staff to review each of the policies within the handbook.  Existing policies 
will be replaced by the adoption of the Policy Handbook. A review of the chapter content was provided, 
Series 1000 - General Policies, Series 2000 – Personnel Policies, Series 3000 – Operations Policies, Series 
4000 – Board of Directors Policies, Series 5000 – Board Meeting Policies.  Each Policy series and specific 
policies were reviewed.  Directors provided comments and content or revision changes.  

Page 6 of 114



Regular Board Meeting 
August 6, 2015 
Page | 3 

VII. REPORTS:
1. District Legal Counsel (A. Brown): General Counsel Brown provided a memorandum to the Board
regarding the use of personal email accounts, and pending cases in the Supreme Court.  He recommended 
that it is the best practice to have that division between personal emails and District emails.  GM 
Niederberger stated that the preference is for Board members to utilize District issued email accounts to 
communicate with District staff and for all District business. Director Mitchell asked if an internal 
communications policy could be added to the Policy Handbook in the future.    
2. General Manager (H.Niederberger):
A. ASD, FSD & TSD Reports: General Manager Niederberger reported that the District would be 
participating with the City of Rocklin Design Guidelines for future residential and commercial projects.  
B. Information Items:  No further information was reported.  
3. Directors Comments:  No further Director comments were received.

VIII. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 6:15 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting on September 3, 2015 at 
4:30 p.m. 

Joanna Belanger, Board Secretary 
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8/26/2015 9:18:34 AM Page 1 of 4

Check Report
South Placer Municipal Utility District, CA By Check Number

Date Range: 07/30/2015 - 08/26/2015

Vendor Number Vendor Name Payment Amount NumberPayment TypePayment Date Discount Amount

Bank Code: AP Bank-AP Bank

1022 AT&T 08/03/2015 633747.63Regular 0.00

1004 AT&T 08/03/2015 6338102.78Regular 0.00

1026 AUS Sacramento MC Lockbox 08/03/2015 63391,131.81Regular 0.00

1503 Cal-Sierra Fence 08/03/2015 634010,500.00Regular 0.00

1061 Central Valley Engineering 08/03/2015 63413,925.00Regular 0.00

1066 City of Rocklin 08/03/2015 634222,000.00Regular 0.00

1087 Dawson Oil Co. 08/03/2015 63432,861.65Regular 0.00

1479 Discount Metal Panels, Inc. 08/03/2015 63449,873.33Regular 0.00

1093 DMG Lawn Maintenance 08/03/2015 6345325.00Regular 0.00

1504 Donahue Schriber Realty Group 08/03/2015 6346302,172.00Regular 0.00

1113 Ferguson Enterprises, Inc. 1423 08/03/2015 63471,646.69Regular 0.00

1124 Gold Country Media Publications 08/03/2015 6348189.80Regular 0.00

1140 Holt of California 08/03/2015 63492,364.46Regular 0.00

1485 Industrial Safety Supply Corporation 08/03/2015 63508,463.00Regular 0.00

1485 Industrial Safety Supply Corporation 08/03/2015 63514,415.07Regular 0.00

1163 Joe Gonzalez Trucking, LLC. 08/03/2015 63521,238.59Regular 0.00

1174 KBA Docusys, Inc. 08/03/2015 6353442.09Regular 0.00

1200 Melvin Hetrick 08/03/2015 6354161.21Regular 0.00

1207 Municipal Maintenance Equipment 08/03/2015 6355895.86Regular 0.00

1221 PG&E 08/03/2015 63564,307.61Regular 0.00

1253 Recology Auburn Placer 08/03/2015 6357297.02Regular 0.00

1306 Superior Equipment Repair 08/03/2015 63585,270.56Regular 0.00

1310 TecData Inc. 08/03/2015 6359777.40Regular 0.00

1325 Tyler Technologies, Inc. 08/03/2015 6360400.00Regular 0.00

1329 Underground Service Alert 08/03/2015 63611,334.04Regular 0.00

1484 Axa Equitable 08/04/2015 63621,110.00Regular 0.00

1117 Flint Trading Co. 08/04/2015 636394.81Regular 0.00

1333 SPOK, Inc. 08/04/2015 636426.42Regular 0.00

1327 US Bank Corporate Payment 08/04/2015 636513,482.67Regular 0.00

**Void** 08/04/2015 63660.00Regular 0.00

**Void** 08/04/2015 63670.00Regular 0.00

1128 Golden 1 Credit Union 08/14/2015 6390142.00Regular 0.00

1002 4Imprint, Inc. 08/13/2015 64119,854.14Regular 0.00

1007 Advanced Integrated Pest 08/13/2015 6412101.00Regular 0.00

1021 ARC 08/13/2015 6413117.35Regular 0.00

1004 AT&T 08/13/2015 64149.26Regular 0.00

1022 AT&T 08/13/2015 6415188.51Regular 0.00

1068 City of Roseville 08/13/2015 6416332,406.00Regular 0.00

1082 CWEA - Sacramento Area Section 08/13/2015 641760.00Regular 0.00

1081 CWEA - SCVS 08/13/2015 6418320.00Regular 0.00

1086 Dataprose 08/13/2015 641915,489.17Regular 0.00

1506 Fresno Irrigation District 08/13/2015 6420500.00Regular 0.00

1131 Granite Business Printing 08/13/2015 6421824.53Regular 0.00

1146 InSight Mobile Data Inc. 08/13/2015 6422330.00Regular 0.00

1173 KBA Docusys 08/13/2015 6423218.60Regular 0.00

1188 Lucity, Inc. 08/13/2015 64242,127.50Regular 0.00

1207 Municipal Maintenance Equipment 08/13/2015 6425607.29Regular 0.00

1232 Pitney Bowes, Inc. 08/13/2015 642632.24Regular 0.00

1244 Preferred Alliance 08/13/2015 6427137.76Regular 0.00

1278 Sacramento Truck Center 08/13/2015 642812,078.63Regular 0.00

1280 SAM's Club/Synchrony Bank 08/13/2015 6429264.32Regular 0.00

1287 Sierra Safety 08/13/2015 643034.40Regular 0.00

1297 Stanley Convergent Security Solutions, Inc. 08/13/2015 643129.50Regular 0.00

1307 Sutter Medical Foundation-Corporate 08/13/2015 643284.99Regular 0.00

Item IV.2
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Check Report Date Range: 07/30/2015 - 08/26/2015

8/26/2015 9:18:34 AM Page 2 of 4

Vendor Number Vendor Name Payment Amount NumberPayment TypePayment Date Discount Amount

1332 USA Blue Book 08/13/2015 64333,570.33Regular 0.00

1475 Van Erp, Petersen & Babcock, LLP 08/13/2015 64343,146.16Regular 0.00

1491 Vanguard Cleaning Systems 08/13/2015 6435395.00Regular 0.00

1338 Verizon Wireless 08/13/2015 6436347.86Regular 0.00

1492 Wave Broadband - Rocklin 08/13/2015 6437209.85Regular 0.00

1026 AUS Sacramento MC Lockbox 08/25/2015 64431,117.72Regular 0.00

1027 Automotive Interior Repair 08/25/2015 6444175.00Regular 0.00

1505 California Surveying & Drafting Supply 08/25/2015 644513,539.45Regular 0.00

1072 Concern 08/25/2015 64463,300.00Regular 0.00

1073 Consolidated Communications 08/25/2015 6447705.33Regular 0.00

1080 CWEA 08/25/2015 6448164.00Regular 0.00

1139 Hill Rivkins Brown & Associates 08/25/2015 64498,923.20Regular 0.00

1186 Loomis Medical Clinic 08/25/2015 645084.00Regular 0.00

1221 PG&E 08/25/2015 64513,463.70Regular 0.00

1253 Recology Auburn Placer 08/25/2015 6452296.13Regular 0.00

1299 Staples Contract & Commercial 08/25/2015 6453514.46Regular 0.00

1325 Tyler Technologies, Inc. 08/25/2015 6454400.00Regular 0.00

1357 Infrastructure Technologies, LLC 08/25/2015 64551,500.00Regular 0.00

1343 Water Works Engineers, LLC 08/25/2015 645620,737.22Regular 0.00

1045 Cal Pers 457 Plan (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001416100.00Bank Draft 0.00

1135 Mass Mutual (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT00014173,932.00Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001418147.25Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001419236.73Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001420324.22Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT00014212,959.05Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT00014224,053.21Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT00014231,022.56Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT00014241,169.08Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001425767.87Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001426766.27Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 07/31/2015 DFT00014278,147.14Bank Draft 0.00

1098 EDD  (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT00014282,316.77Bank Draft 0.00

1098 EDD  (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT0001429591.33Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 07/31/2015 DFT00014301,905.38Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 07/31/2015 DFT00014317,014.83Bank Draft 0.00

1015 American Fidelity Assurance 07/31/2015 DFT00014321,216.89Bank Draft 0.00

1230 Pers (EFT) 07/31/2015 DFT000143330,655.43Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 08/14/2015 DFT0001437113.24Bank Draft 0.00

1098 EDD  (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014380.89Bank Draft 0.00

1098 EDD  (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014398.22Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 08/14/2015 DFT000144026.48Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 08/14/2015 DFT000144159.82Bank Draft 0.00

1045 Cal Pers 457 Plan (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001443100.00Bank Draft 0.00

1135 Mass Mutual (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014444,357.00Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001445147.25Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001446236.73Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001447324.22Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014482,959.05Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014494,053.21Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014501,022.56Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014511,169.08Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001452791.33Bank Draft 0.00

1229 Pers (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001453789.68Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 08/14/2015 DFT00014548,682.48Bank Draft 0.00

1098 EDD  (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT00014552,321.15Bank Draft 0.00

1098 EDD  (EFT) 08/14/2015 DFT0001456605.00Bank Draft 0.00

1149 Internal Revenue Service 08/14/2015 DFT00014572,030.60Bank Draft 0.00
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Check Report Date Range: 07/30/2015 - 08/26/2015

8/26/2015 9:18:34 AM Page 3 of 4

Vendor Number Vendor Name Payment Amount NumberPayment TypePayment Date Discount Amount

1149 Internal Revenue Service 08/14/2015 DFT00014587,091.18Bank Draft 0.00

Regular Checks

Manual Checks

Voided Checks

Discount

Payment
CountPayment Type

Bank Code AP Bank Summary

Bank Drafts

EFT's

71

0

2

39

0

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

112 0.00

Payment

838,403.10

0.00

0.00

104,215.18

0.00

942,618.28

Payable
Count

97

0

0

39

0

136
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Check Report Date Range: 07/30/2015 - 08/26/2015

Page 4 of 48/26/2015 9:18:34 AM

Fund Name AmountPeriod

Fund Summary

100 GENERAL FUND 67,326.017/2015

100 GENERAL FUND 875,292.278/2015

942,618.28
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Account Number Name Date
Adj
TypeType Amount Reference Packet Receipt

106-0016248-01 Bailey, Douglas M 8/13/2015 Refund 87.51 Check #: 6394 UBPKT01050

102-0006556-03 Ball, Russell and Sarah 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6372 UBPKT01015

106-0012549-01 Barnickol, Erna F 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6379 UBPKT01015

102-0001826-01 Bechtel, Chieko 8/13/2015 Refund 83.93 Check #: 6391 UBPKT01050

103-0004072-02 Bill Garner Holdings LLC 8/13/2015 Refund 94.61 Check #: 6392 UBPKT01050

102-0007566-02 Bowden, Jason and Emily 8/5/2015 Refund 40.26 Check #: 6374 UBPKT01015

112-1024610-01 Byram, Stacey 8/5/2015 Refund 6.07 Check #: 6385 UBPKT01015

112-1026554-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6410 UBPKT01050

112-1026503-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.59 Check #: 6403 UBPKT01050

112-1026543-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6408 UBPKT01050

112-1026387-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.59 Check #: 6398 UBPKT01050

112-1026540-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 54.91 Check #: 6406 UBPKT01050

112-1026542-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6407 UBPKT01050

112-1026480-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6399 UBPKT01050

112-1026481-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.63 Check #: 6400 UBPKT01050

112-1026547-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6409 UBPKT01050

112-1026537-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6405 UBPKT01050

112-1026518-00 D R Horton 8/13/2015 Refund 84.63 Check #: 6404 UBPKT01050

102-0006711-01 DR.WEI LEW 8/19/2015 Refund 81.87 Check #: 6438 UBPKT01089

102-0012252-03 Gonzales, George 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6378 UBPKT01015

102-0006914-02 Harris, Jason and Amy 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6373 UBPKT01015

102-0002696-01 Harrison, Dean L 8/5/2015 Refund 84.57 Check #: 6371 UBPKT01015

102-0007676-01 Heard, Michael C 8/5/2015 Refund 15.63 Check #: 6375 UBPKT01015

102-0011344-01 Hubert, George H III 8/19/2015 Refund 342.30 Check #: 6440 UBPKT01089

112-1023242-02 John and Heather Sparks 8/5/2015 Refund 9.60 Check #: 6384 UBPKT01015

106-0013513-01 Josse, Paul C 8/13/2015 Refund 84.63 Check #: 6393 UBPKT01050

102-0001161-01 Leonhardt, Patrick A 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6368 UBPKT01015

106-0014352-01 Marsh, Donald E 8/5/2015 Refund 84.43 Check #: 6381 UBPKT01015

102-0007888-02 McCabe, Katherine C 8/19/2015 Refund 84.73 Check #: 6439 UBPKT01089

112-1021860-02 Meyer, Scott and Rebecca 8/13/2015 Refund 83.70 Check #: 6395 UBPKT01050

106-0013059-01 Montalbano, Paul and Cynthia 8/5/2015 Refund 83.41 Check #: 6380 UBPKT01015

112-1023645-02 Mundy, Suzanne 8/19/2015 Refund 8.25 Check #: 6441 UBPKT01089

112-1022676-01 Ristuben, Courtney 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6396 UBPKT01050

106-0015739-02 River City Investors LLC 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6382 UBPKT01015

212-1024495-01 Rocklin 65  B-27 8/19/2015 Refund 7.02 Check #: 6442 UBPKT01089

112-1026593-00 Sorell Homes LLC 8/5/2015 Refund 8.27 Check #: 6389 UBPKT01015

102-0002383-01 Sousa, Danny 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6370 UBPKT01015

112-1026126-01 Standard Pacific 8/5/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6386 UBPKT01015

112-1026576-00 Standard Pacific 8/5/2015 Refund 84.47 Check #: 6388 UBPKT01015

112-1026573-00 Standard Pacific 8/5/2015 Refund 84.29 Check #: 6387 UBPKT01015

112-1026489-00 Tim Lewis Communities 8/13/2015 Refund 84.00 Check #: 6401 UBPKT01050

112-1026495-00 Tim Lewis Communities 8/13/2015 Refund 84.61 Check #: 6402 UBPKT01050

106-0015947-02 Whitley, David 8/5/2015 Refund 83.53 Check #: 6383 UBPKT01015

112-1023384-03 Wittmer, Brian 8/13/2015 Refund 52.04 Check #: 6397 UBPKT01050

102-0002258-01 Wolcik, David and Jeannine 8/5/2015 Refund 23.34 Check #: 6369 UBPKT01015

102-0010923-01 Wolff, Leslie D 8/5/2015 Refund 235.22 Check #: 6377 UBPKT01015

102-0010027-01 Wootton, Carrie 8/5/2015 Refund 84.86 Check #: 6376 UBPKT01015
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8/26/2015 9:24:13 AM      Monthly Transaction Report Page 1 of 3

South Placer Municipal Utility District, CA

Monthly Transaction Report

Date Range:  7/30/2015 - 8/31/2015

Daily Distribution

Day of the Week:  5

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount

Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 24 1,599.95

1,599.95Day 5 Total:

Day of the Week:  13

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount

Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 20 1,636.38

1,636.38Day 13 Total:

Day of the Week:  19

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount

Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 5 524.17

524.17Day 19 Total:

3,760.50Grand Total for Period:

Revenue Code Totals By Class

Class:  Commercial - Commercial

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 1 7.02

7.02Class Commercial Total:

Class:  Residential - Residential

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 48 3,753.48

3,753.48Class Residential Total:

3,760.50Grand Total for Period:
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8/26/2015 9:24:13 AM      Monthly Transaction Report Page 2 of 3

Revenue Code Totals by Type

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount

Revenue Code:  996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 3,760.5049

3,760.50Revenue 996 Total:

3,760.50Grand Total Revenue by Type for Period:

Transaction Type Count Amount

Totals by Transaction Type and Revenue Code

Revenue Code

REFU - Refund

3,760.5049996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

3760.50REFU Total:

3760.5049Total for Period:

Revenue Code Totals By Read Group

Read Group:  95650 - 95650

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 1 94.61

94.61Read Group 95650 Total:

Read Group:  95677 - 95677

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 17 1,276.36

1,276.36Read Group 95677 Total:

Read Group:  95765 - 95765

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 31 2,389.53

2,389.53Read Group 95765 Total:

3,760.50Grand Total for Period:

Revenue Code Totals By Bill Cycle

Bill Cycle:  01 - CYCLE 01 - 95677

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 17 1,276.36

1,276.36Bill Cycle 01 Total:
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8/26/2015 9:24:13 AM      Monthly Transaction Report Page 3 of 3

Revenue Code Totals By Bill Cycle

Bill Cycle:  02 - CYCLE 02 - 95765

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 31 2,389.53

2,389.53Bill Cycle 02 Total:

Bill Cycle:  03 - CYCLE 03 - 95650, 95746, 95663, 95658

Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount Type Count Amount
Revenue Code: 996 - Unapplied Credits/Connection/Participation Fees

REFU - Refund 1 94.61

94.61Bill Cycle 03 Total:

3,760.50Grand Total for Period:
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MONTHLY INVESTMENT REPORT 

SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL 
UTILITY DISTRICT 

Local Agency Investment Fund 
As of July 31, 2015  $9,770,394.95 

Average Interest for Month Ended 
July 31, 2015  0.28% 

Placer County Treasury 
As of July 31, 2015  $35,178,092.31 

Effective Rate of Return for Month Ended 
July 31, 2015  1.154% 

Checking Account Balance (U.S. Bank) 
As of August 27, 2015  $2,252,138.13 

Investments are in compliance with the SPMUD Investment Policy, and have the ability to meet 
the next six months of cash flow requirements. 

Item IV.3
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

STAFF REPORT 

To: Board of Directors 

From:  Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 

Cc:  Carie Huff, Associate Engineer 

Subject: Quit Claim of the Temporary Construction Easement  

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015  

Overview 
The Liberty Hill – Off-Site Trunk Sewer Project required a temporary construction easement in 
order to construct the sewer line in early 2005.  The Grant of Temporary Sewer Easement 
(Document 2004-0060760 of the Official Records of Placer County) indicates the temporary 
construction easement would expire upon acceptance of the Bill of Sale by SMPUD (accepted on 
August 4, 2005); however, the District requires that the Board of Directors authorize a quit claim. 

Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Board of Directors authorize the quit claim of the temporary 
construction easement. 

Strategic Plan Goal 
This action is consistent with SPMUD Strategic Plan Goals: 

Goal 3.1: Plan all projects to ensure adherence to District standards and ordinances. 

Fiscal Impact 
There is no fiscal impact.  

Attachments: 
1. Bill of Sale – Liberty Hill Offsite Trunk Sewer
2. Quit Claim Deed
3. Document 2004-0060760 of the Official Records of Placer County
4. Resolution

Item IV.4
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Recording Requested By  
And Return To: 

South Placer Municipal 
     Utility District 
5807 Springview Drive 
Rocklin, CA  95677 

No Fee per Government  
Code § 6103 and 27383 
_____________________________________________________________________________  
APN:  017-081-084-000 
 017-270-012-000 

QUIT CLAIM DEED 
TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT 

South Placer Municipal Utility District, a public Agency, does hereby remise, release, and 
forever quitclaim to Evergreen/Rocklin Land Joint Venture, A California Partnership, all of its 
interest in and to that certain temporary construction easement areas on, over and across that 
certain real property situated in the City of Rocklin, County of Placer, State of California as more 
particularly described and shown in Document 2004-0060760, Exhibit “A-2” as included in in 
the Official Records of Placer County. 

Dated:__________ ___, 20___  

SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

By: ___________________________________ 
       John Murdock, President of the Board of Directors 

ATTEST: 

Joanna Belanger, Board Secretary 
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION NO: 15‐20 

RESOLUTION FOR THE QUIT CLAIM DEED (TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT)        

LIBERTY HILL – OFF‐SITE TRUNK SEWER PROJECT  

WHEREAS, (1) That the temporary construction easement described in that certain Quit‐Claim 
Deed executed by SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT, on the 3rd day of 
September 2015 to Evergreen/Rocklin Land Joint Venture, a California 
Partnership, is no longer required by SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY 
DISTRICT. 

WHEREAS, (2) That the President and Secretary, respectively, of the District are hereby 
authorized and directed to execute and deliver said Quit‐Claim Deed to 
Evergreen/Rocklin Land Joint Venture, a California Partnership. 

WHEREAS, (3) That the Secretary is directed to attach a certified copy of the Resolution to said 
Quit‐Claim Deed. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT: 

RESOLVED, (a) the South Placer Municipal Utility District Board of Directors authorizes the 
President to Quit Claim the Temporary Construction Easement as described in 
Document 2004‐0060760 of the Official Records of Placer County, Exhibit “A‐2.” 

Resolution adopted at a Regular Meeting of the South Placer Municipal Utility District Board of 
Directors at 5807 Springview Drive, Rocklin, CA this 3rd day of September, 2015. 

Signed: _________________________________ 
John R. Murdock, President of the Board of Directors 

Attest: 
Joanna Belanger, Board Secretary  
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

STAFF REPORT 

To: Board of Directors 

From:  Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 

Cc:  Carie Huff, Associate Engineer 

Subject: Acceptance of the Bill of Sale for Sewer Improvements within William 
Jessup University – University Avenue Sewer Project 

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015 

Overview 
The William Jessup University – University Avenue Sewer Project is located adjacent to William 
Jessup University and within University Avenue.  The project includes a portion of an existing 
sewer system and newly constructed sanitary sewer improvements, all constructed and tested to 
District standards.  The following infrastructure will be accepted by the District: 

 One thousand and thirty four (1,034) linear feet of 8-inch VCP sanitary sewer pipe;
 Four (4) manholes.

Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Board of Directors accept the attached Bill of Sale for the William 
Jessup University – University Avenue Sewer Project. 

Strategic Plan Goal 
This action is consistent with SPMUD Strategic Plan Goals: 

Goal 1.1: Engage Customers to determine expectations. 
Goal 1.2: Establish and meet Service Level(s) by Department. 
Goal 3.1: Plan all projects to ensure adherence to District standards and ordinances. 

Fiscal Impact 
The estimated value of the contributed capital is $82,040.  

Attachments: 
1. Bill of Sale
2. Map – William Jessup University – University Avenue Sewer Project

Item IV.5
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 
ORDINANCE 15-03 

AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ISSUANCE OF 
ENCROACHMENT PERMITS ON DISTRICT EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS OF WAY 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF SOUTH PLACER 
MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1:  GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Section 1.01 Purpose: 

The purpose of this Ordinance shall be to establish the criteria whereby the District may grant 
a property owner permission to encroach on a District easement or right of way, either upon 
the request of a property owner or upon the discovery of an unlawful encroachment on 
District property or rights of way.  District facilities are located within established easements, 
property held by the District in fee and rights of way located within roads, subdivisions and 
undeveloped areas.  The District’s property and right of way interests must be protected and 
preserved at all times against unauthorized use, damage to District property and/or facilities, 
or hindrance of access to said facilities.  The District may remove any encroaching structures 
from its property and rights of way at the property owner’s expense.  The purpose of this 
Ordinance is to establish guidelines and requirements for certain types of encroachments 
which may be permitted.    

Section 1.02 Definitions: 

A. “District” means the South Placer Municipal Utility District. 
B. “Board” means the Board of Directors of the South Placer Municipal Utility District. 
C. “Applicant” means the owner or authorized agent of the owner, or subdivider of real 

property who applies for a permit to encroach on a District-owned property, easement or 
right of way or who is discovered to have encroached thereon without approval from the 
District.  

D. “General Manager” means the General Manager of the District appointed pursuant to the 
provisions of Section 11926 of the Public Utilities Code. 

E. “Person” means any individual, partnership, co-partnership, firm, company, association, 
society, corporation, joint stock company, trust, estate, governmental entity or any other 
legal entity, or their legal representatives, agents or assigns. The masculine gender shall 
include the feminine and the singular shall include the plural where indicated by context.  

Item IV.6
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SECTION 2:  PROHIBITED ENCROACHMENTS 

Section 2.01: Access 

The District must maintain access to its properties and rights of way so that it retains the 
immediate ability to construct, reconstruct, maintain, repair, test, inspect, relocate, and or 
operate any of its facilities.   

Section 2.02:  Prohibited Encroachments 

The District may permit certain encroachments in its right of way so long as the encroacher 
completes an encroachment permit on a form prescribed by the District General Manager and 
signs an encroachment agreement.  The following are encroachments that are prohibited and 
subject to immediate removal: 

a. Structures/buildings, whether above or below ground, that prohibit free and complete
access to District facilities;

b. Deep rooted trees; however, shallow rooted trees that grow no higher than 15 feet and
have a mature root spread of no more than 10 feet may be permitted, provided the trees
are planted no closer than 25 feet from the closest edge of the District's pipeline. Bushes
and shrubs are generally allowed where they do not block access and they are no more
than 3 feet tall. Additionally, trees cannot make the District's easement impassable,
even if they comply with the aforementioned criteria.

c. Large boulders;

d. Blasting and heavy equipment; and

e. Permanent structures within 10 feet of a District facility that cannot be removed without
damaging other buildings or improvements.

SECTION 3: GUIDELINES FOR PERMISSIBLE ENCROACHMENTS 

1. All requests for an encroachment permit are determined on a case-by-case basis
depending on the recorded document that originally fixed the legal rights of the District,
the location or anticipated location of District facilities, and any other factors that affect the
District ownership, use, operation and access to said facilities.  All requests for an
encroachment permit are subject to review and approval by the District Board of Directors.

2. The applicant must execute and record an agreement satisfactory to the District in all
respects, which shall provide that the property owner shall indemnify and hold the District
harmless for any damage to the District's facilities and also any damages to the
encroachments, including all expenses incurred by the District, when removal by the
District is required.
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3. The applicant must always supply the District with as-builts.

4. Generally permissible items in an encroachment permit are as follows:
a. Turf and other minor landscaping (trees and deep rooted shrubs not permitted per above);
b. Asphalt per District approved design;
c. Concrete per District approved design.

5. When an unauthorized use of a District property or easement is discovered, the General
Manager shall give notice of the infraction to the Person responsible.

6. The decision whether to permit an encroachment shall be at the sole discretion of the Board
of Directors of the District.

7. The District may order the immediate removal of any otherwise permitted encroachments
in the event such encroachments impair District access, and the cost of such removal shall
be borne by the property owner.

SECTION 4: MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

Section 4.01 Conflicts: 

In the event of a conflict between any provision of this Ordinance and the provisions of any other 
ordinance, rule or regulation promulgated by any California city or county or by any federal or 
state agency, the provisions of this Ordinance shall prevail except in cases where Federal or 
California law provide otherwise. 

Section 4.02 Severability: 

It is hereby declared that in the event any provision or section of this Ordinance is declared void 
or invalid by any Court of competent jurisdiction, that the remaining sections of the Ordinance 
shall not be affected thereby, and it is the intent of said Board of Directors to enact each and 
every, all and singular, of the provisions of this Ordinance irrespective of any provision which 
may be declared null and void. 

Section 4.03 Vested Contractual Rights Not Affected: 

No provision of this Ordinance shall be construed as altering or affecting any vested contractual 
rights between the District and any person, firm, or corporation with whom a valid contract 
exists as of the effective date of this Ordinance. 

Section 4.04 Introduction/Publication/Effect: 

A.  This Ordinance was introduced at a regular meeting of the Board of Directors on the 6th 
day of August, 2015. 
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B. Upon final passage, this Ordinance or a summary of this Ordinance shall be published once 
a week for two successive weeks in a newspaper of general circulation within the District, 
pursuant to the provisions of Sections 11534 and 11910 of the Public Utilities Code. 

C.  Ordinance to take effect upon final passage. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Board of Directors of South Placer 
Municipal Utility District on this 3rd day of September, 2015 by the following vote: 

AYES:   

NOES: 

ABSTAIN: 

ABSENT: 

SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

By ___________________________________________ 
       John Murdock, President 

ATTEST: 

______________________________ 
Joanna Belanger, Secretary 
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

STAFF REPORT 

To:  Board of Directors 

From:  Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 

Cc:  Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Subject: Loomis/SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project 

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015  

Overview 
The Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the Loomis Diversion Line 
project was certified by the Loomis Town Council on August 11, 2015.  The next step in the 
process towards the installation of the diversion pipeline is for the Board to approve the project 
and authorize the final design. 

Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Board of Directors: 

• Adopt Resolution 15-21 to approve the Loomis/SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project Initial
Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration. 

• Authorize Board President to sign the project Notice of Determination.
• Adopt Resolution 15-22 to authorize the General Manager to contract for the engineering

services for the design of the Loomis Diversion Line.

Strategic Plan Goal 
This action is consistent with SPMUD Strategic Plan Goals: 

Goal 1.2: Establish and meet Service Level(s) by Department. 
Goal 3.1: Plan all projects to ensure adherence to District standards and ordinances. 
Goal 3.2: Provide Engineering and Design to optimize the Capital Improvement Program. 

Fiscal Impact 
The contract amount for the engineering services for this project is $449,240, which is a planned 
expense in the District budget. 

Attachments: 
1. Resolution 15-21 – Resolution to Approve the Loomis/SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project

Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration. 
a. Town of Loomis SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project Final Initial Study / Mitigated

Negative Declaration 
b. Notice of Determination for Project

2. Resolution 15-22 – Resolution for the Authorization to Contract for the Engineering
Services for the Loomis/SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project.

a. Engineering Scope of Services Item VI. 1
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION NO. 15-21 

APPROVING THE LOOMIS/SPMUD DIVERSION PIPELINE PROJECT 
INITIAL STUDY / MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

WHEREAS, the Town of Loomis is the (SPMUD Diversion Line Project) Project Lead 

Agency and the SPMUD is the Project Responsible Agency under CEQA: and 

WHEREAS, an Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (SCH#2015062050) for 

the SPMUD Diversion Pipeline was prepared pursuant to the California Government Code, Town 

of Loomis Municipal Code, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and local 

administrative procedures, and reflects independent judgment and analysis of the Town of 

Loomis; and 

WHEREAS, the Loomis Town Council found that changes or alterations have been 

incorporated in the Project and required as a condition of approval that will mitigate to a less 

than significant level or avoid the potentially significant environmental effects of the Project as 

identified in the Final Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration and there is no 

substantial evidence in the record that the Project may have a potentially significant effect on 

the environment; and 

WHEREAS, the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact 

(SCH#2015062050), was certified by the Town of Loomis on August 11, 2015; and 

WHEREAS, the SPMUD Board has reviewed and considered the information contained in 

the Certified Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration of Environmental Impact on the 

SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project (SCH#2015062050). 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the South Placer 

Municipal Utility District that 

1. the Board hereby certifies they have reviewed and considered the information

contained in the Final Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration for the

SPMUD Diversion Pipeline Project as complying in full with the requirements of
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CEQA and California law, and as being adequate to support approval of the SPMUD 

Diversion Pipeline Project.  

2. the Board directs SPMUD staff to prepare the design plans for the SPMUD Diversion

Pipeline Project; and

3. the Board adopts the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan accompanying the

Final IS/MND to be incorporated in the design plans for the SPMUD Diversion

Pipeline Project; and

4. the Board directs the SPMUD staff to continue to work with the Town of Loomis in

moving forward to implement the Project; and

5. the Board directs the SPMUD staff in cooperation with the Town of Loomis Town

Manager to prepare and file the appropriate State and County offices a Notice of

Determination.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a Regular Meeting of the South Placer Municipal Utility 

District Board of Directors at Rocklin, CA this 3rd day of September 2015. 

Signed: _________________________________  
John Murdock, President of the Board of Directors 

Attest:  _________________________________ 
Joanna Belanger, Board Secretary  
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Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code. 
Reference Section 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. Revised 2011 

Notice of Determination Appendix D 

To: 
 Office of Planning and Research 

U.S. Mail: Street Address: 

 P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth St., Rm 113 

 Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Sacramento, CA 95814 

 County Clerk 
 County of: _________________________________  
 Address: __________________________________ 
  _________________________________________  

From: 
Public Agency: ___________________________  
Address: ________________________________  
 _______________________________________  

Contact: _________________________________  

Phone: __________________________________  

Lead Agency (if different from above): 
 _______________________________________  
Address: ________________________________  
 _______________________________________  
Contact: _________________________________  
Phone: __________________________________  

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public 
Resources Code. 

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): ______________________________ 

Project Title: _________________________________________________________________________ 

Project Applicant: _____________________________________________________________________ 

Project Location (include county): _________________________________________________________ 

Project Description: 
 
 
 
 
 

This is to advise that the  ____________________________________________  has approved the above 
(  Lead Agency or  Responsible Agency) 

described project on  _______________ and has made the following determinations regarding the above 
(date) 

described project. 

1. The project [  will  will not] have a significant effect on the environment. 

2. An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

2. A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [  were  were not] made a condition of the approval of the project. 

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [  was  was not] adopted for this project. 

5. A statement of Overriding Considerations [  was  was not] adopted for this project. 

6. Findings [  were  were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA. 

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the 
negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at: 

 ___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Signature (Public Agency): _____________________________ Title: ____________________________ 

Date: _______________________________  Date Received for filing at OPR: ____________________ 

SPMUD
5807 Springview Drive

Rocklin, CA 95677
Eric Nielsen, P.E.

(916) 786-8522

Placer
2954 Richardson Drive

Suburn, CA 95603
Town of Loomis

Loomis, CA 95650
3665 Taylor Road

Rick Angelocci
(916) 652-1840

2015062050

South Placer Municipal Utility District Diversion Pipeline Initial Study and Negative Declaration

South Placer Municipal Utility District

Town of Loomis, City of Rocklin, and County of Placer

September 3, 2015

Town of Loomis Town Hall, 3665 Taylor Road Loomis, CA 95650

Print FormPrint Form

South Placer Municipal Utility District

The SPMUD proposes to construct, operate and maintain a diversion pipeline to address existing and forecasted 
pipeline capacity deficiencies and maintain service.  The Project will be located on approximately 6.7 acres of 
privately owned property and public easement located near I-80, Horseshoe Bar Road, Betty Lane, Brace Road, 
and Dias Lane. The Project includes the installation of 7,233 linear feet of 15- to 24-inch sanitary sewer pipeline 
installed by open cut trenching and bore and jack trenchless methods.
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION NO. 15-22 

AUTHORIZATION TO CONTRACT FOR THE ENGINEERING SERVICES FOR 
THE LOOMIS/SPMUD DIVERSION PIPELINE PROJECT 

WHEREAS, Resolution 15-02, the District’s Purchasing Policy, dictates that a single 

contract or commitment shall not exceed $50,000 without approval by the Board of Directors, 

and 

WHEREAS, the scope of engineering services and fee attached, marked “Exhibit A” and 

incorporated herein by reference, is for an amount of $449,240. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the South Placer 

Municipal Utility District that 

1. the General Manager is authorized to enter into contract for the attached scope of

engineering services for the Loomis Diversion Line Project.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a Regular Meeting of the South Placer Municipal Utility 

District Board of Directors at Rocklin, CA this 3rd day of September 2015. 

Signed: _________________________________  
John Murdock, President of the Board of Directors 

Attest:  _________________________________ 
Joanna Belanger, Board Secretary  
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LOOMIS DIVERSION TRUNKLINE PROJECT  P A G E  | 1 
FINAL DESIGN AND PERMITTING 
SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES AUGUST 25TH, 2015 

Scope of Engineering Services 

Water Works Engineers, LLC and South Place Municipal Utility District 

Loomis Diversion Trunkline Project – Final Design and Permitting 

This Scope of Engineering Services for the Loomis Diversion Trunkline Project (Project)  is  issued by the 

South  Placer Municipal Utility District  (herein  referred  to  as  CLIENT)  and  accepted  by Water Works 

Engineers.  LLC  (herein  referred  to  as  ENGINEER)  pursuant  to  the mutual  promises,  covenants  and 

conditions  contained  in  the most  current  Engineering  Services Agreement  between  the  South  Placer 

Municipal Utility District (SPMUD) and Water Works Engineers, LLC (WWE). 

Project Description 

The project specifics are as follows: 

Location  Town of Loomis, City of Rocklin, County of Placer, California 

Facility Name  Loomis Diversion Trunkline 

Facility Type  New wastewater  infrastructure  to divert  flow off of  Loomis  Trunkline:  gravity 

pipeline  and  appurtenant  sanitary  sewer  manholes  (SSMHs),  and  trenchless 

crossing of Interstate 80 and Horseshoe Bar Road. 

General  Project 

Components 

Component 1: New approximately 7,250‐LF of 15” and 18” gravity sewer from 

the existing Loomis Trunkline on APN 043‐100‐038  (Raley’s Market)  in Loomis, 

CA,  flowing  southeast  under  Interstate  80  (trenchless);  south  across  private 

property;  under  Horseshoe  Bar  Road  (trenchless);  continuing  south  across 

private property with a wetland  crossing;  then west on Brace Road;  south on 

Diaz Ln (a private road on the boarder for City of Rockling and Town of Loomis).  

(See Figure 1 for approximate alignment.) 

Component 2: Secure environment and agency permits, as well as permanent 

and temporary construction easement and rights of entry/way to construct and 

maintain the project. 

General  Project 

Objectives 

Objective  1:  Complete  final  design  field  studies,  engineering  research  and 

analysis  to  confirm  construction  methodology  for  alignment,  with  specific 

emphasis on trenchless crossings (Interstate 80 and Horseshoe Bar Road). 

Objective  2:  Complete  field  studies  and  permit  applications  necessary  for 

District to secure environmental clearance to construct project.  

Objective  3:  Complete  valuation,  negotiation  and  documentation  for  District 

secure to secure permanent and temporary construction easement and right‐of‐

entry/way to construct and maintain project.  

Objective 4: Design identified improvements to SPMUD gravity sewer system. 

Objective 5: Provide services defined herein on‐time and within budget. 
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SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES AUGUST 25TH, 2015 

Scope of Services 

To meet the general project objectives, the required engineering services has been split into phases and 

subtasks as follows   

Subtask  Title 

1  Final Design 

1.1  Geotechnical Investigation and Trenchless Design Assistance 

1.2  60% Design 

1.3  90% Design 

1.4  100% Design 

1.5  Final Bid Documents 

2  Property Rights Procurement

3  Environmental Permitting

ENGINEER will provide final design and permitting services for the Loomis Diversion Trunkline Project as 

further defined herein.   ENGINEER will build on analysis and utilize deliverables from Loomis Diversion 

Rout Study Project  (provided  to CLIENT by ENGINEER under separate Agreement) and project CEQA – 

ISMND (adopted by the Town of Loomis) as the preliminary engineering and environmental documents 

to complete services. 

Final Design  

Task 1.1 – Geotechnical Investigation and Trench Design Assistance 

WWE  subconsultants  CGI  and  DCM  Consultants will  complete  a  Design‐Level  Geotechnical  Study  to 

characterize  conditions  along  preferred  alignment  with  requirements  specific  to  the  approved 

construction  methodologies  and  assist  with  trenchless  design  based  from  geotechnical  conditions.  

Production of the Design‐Level Geotechnical Report will consist of the following project understanding. 

Based  on WWE’s  Loomis  Diversion  Line  Route  Study,  the  project  consists  of  the  evaluation  of  an 

approximately  7,250‐foot‐long  alignment  for  a  new  15‐to  18‐inch  diameter  SPMUD  gravity  sewer 

pipeline. We understand that the pipeline will have  invert depths ranging from about 6 to 30 feet and 

will include two trenchless alignments: one approximately 250‐foot long crossing of Highway 80 and one 

approximately 80‐foot‐long crossing of Horseshoe Bar Road. Those trenchless crossings, we understand, 

will  emplace  30‐  to  36‐inch  diameter  casings  at  depths  ranging  from  about  15  to  20  feet  deep. We 

understand  that  at  this  time,  the  anticipated  trenchless  crossings will  be made  using  bore  and  jack 

methods. 

The proposed alignment extends southeast across  I‐80 northeast of the Raley’s shopping center off of 

Horseshoe  Bar  Road.  It  follows  the  curved  off  ramp  off  of  I‐80  and  extends  southwest  beneath 

Horseshoe Bar Road  to Betty  Lane. The alignment  then extends  south on Betty  Lane, West on Brace 

Road, then west and south on Diaz Lane to its southern terminus.   
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Based on our understanding of  the project and geotechnical considerations, as noted above, we have 

prepared the following scope of services. 

 Pre‐Exploration:  Prior to subsurface exploration, CGI will mark proposed drill hole locations and

contact Underground Service Alert (USA) to assist in identifying potential buried utility conflicts.

CGI  will  also  obtain  all  necessary  drilling  permits,  which  are  issued  by  Placer  County

Environmental Health Department. In addition, exploration that will be performed within Betty

Lane and Brace Road will require an encroachment permit from the City of Loomis, which CGI

will obtain.

We will also attempt to obtain Logs of Test Borings from Caltrans for the Horseshoe Bar Road

overpass, which  is  located  close  to  the  project  alignment. We  have  previously  attempted  to

obtain  geotechnical  information  for  projects  that  are within  the  City  of  Loomis,  such  as  the

Raley’s shopping Center, with no success but we will make another attempt to see if those data

are available.

 Sub‐Surface  Exploration: We  propose  to  explore  the  subsurface  conditions  at  the  site  using

exploratory drill holes. Most of  the drill holes along  the proposed alignment will be advanced

initially  using  8.25‐inch  diameter  hollow‐stem  augers.  When  bedrock  is  encountered  and

impenetrable using hollowstem‐auger, we will cross over and use rock coring methods to obtain

rock  core  samples. Drilling  services will be provided by Cascade Drilling of West  Sacramento.

Sampling will be performed at no greater  than 5‐foot depth  intervals using SPT and California

modified split‐soon samples that will be driven using a 140‐pound auto trip hammer or cathead

in accordance with  standard  test method ASTM D1586‐11. SPT  samples will be  collected  in a

sample  bag,  labeled,  and  transported  to  our  laboratory  for  testing.  California modified  split‐

spoon samples will be collected in 2.5‐inch diameter by 6‐inch long brass sleeves. Those sleeves

will be capped, labeled, and transported to our laboratory in foam‐cushioned boxes. Rock cores

will be stored and transported in waxed rock core boxes.

 In addition, relatively large‐diameter drill holes will be placed at launching and receiving

pit  locations at  the  two proposed  trenchless crossing  locations. The drill holes will be

advanced  using  a  three‐foot  diameter  bucket‐auger  drill  rig.  The  volume  of  large‐

diameter  rocks  will  be  estimated  at  each  drill  hole.  The  large‐diameter  drilling  will

advance to a depth of at  least 15  feet below the bottom of the proposed pits or until

bedrock is encountered, whichever occurs first.

 CGI personnel will  log  the soils and  rocks exposed  in  the explorations, and will obtain

samples for visual examination, classification, and laboratory testing. Logging of soils will

be  performed  using  the  Unified  Soil  Classification  System  (USCS). We  will  estimate

exploration  locations  using  a  compass  and  tape  measure  from  known  geographic

control points on  the property  and by  the use of  a handheld Global  Position  System

(GPS)  receiver. Upon completion,  the drill holes will be backfilled using cement grout.

Asphaltic concrete will be patched using cold‐patch asphalt.
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 Laboratory Testing:   Soil samples obtained will be delivered to CGI’s  laboratory for testing. It  is

anticipated that the following laboratory tests will be performed during the course of this study:

 In‐Situ Moisture Density

 Grain‐Size Distribution

 Atterberg limits

 Direct Shear

 Unconfined Compression

 Maximum Density / Optimum Moisture

 Soil Chemistry (for corrosion potential analysis)

The actual  types and numbers of  tests  that will be performed cannot be estimated until after 

the field exploration has been performed. 

 Geophysical  Refraction  Surveys:    It  is  likely  that  relatively  hard  granodioritic  rock  could  be

encountered at shallow depths along portions or all of the pipeline alignment. This is evident by

the outcrops of granodiorite present locally along the pipeline alignment. This task will allow the

estimation  of  depth  and  the  rippability  of  those  rock  materials  in  the  areas  where  the

geophysical  surveys  are  performed.  Those  data  are  important  in  providing  an  estimation  of

construction methods, project costs, and to help reduce the potential for a changed conditions

claim during construction of the project.

Geophysical refraction surveys allow the collection of subsurface  information  in a non‐invasive

manner.  These  methods  have  been  correlated  with  rippability  and  are  probably  the  most

conventionally  used  method  for  assessing  excavatability  of  earth  materials.  We  will  retain

Redpath Geophysics of Murphys, California,  to perform  the  surveys. Bruce Redpath  is a well‐

recognized expert in geophysical refraction surveys and, while working for the U.S. Army Corp of

Engineers  Waterways  Experiment  Station,  authored  the  primary  document  used  by  most

geophysicists.  CGI  and  Redpath  Geophysics  have  worked  together  on  numerous  projects

throughout California.

Seismic refraction surveys are performed by measuring the travel time of acoustic waves as they

propagate through underlying earth materials and are refracted off of varying subsurface layers.

Evaluation of  those  travel  times allows  the  interpolation of  the depth  to varying  rock and soil

materials beneath the ground surface provided they have sufficient contrast in seismic velocities

and provided that faster materials do not reside above slower materials.

The acoustic waves are generated by an energy source released at the ground surface, which for

this project will consist of a 16‐pound sledge hammer  impacting a steel plate. The travel times

between when the energy source is triggered and when the acoustic waves are refracted to the

ground surface are measured by highly sensitive geophones placed at specific  intervals on the

ground surface along the survey line.
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For this project, we have assumed that six to eight 110‐foot‐long survey  lines with geophones 

spaced  at  10‐foot  horizontal  spacings  (10  channels) will  be  performed. We will  compare  the 

seismic velocity data obtained from the refraction survey lines to rippability charts developed by 

the Caterpillar Corporation. Those charts will allow an estimate of the type of equipment that 

can excavate the soil and rock materials underneath the site, based on the seismic velocities. 

 Geotechnical Analyses:  Upon completion of the above‐noted tasks, CGI will perform evaluations

so that geotechnical recommendations can be prepared for the project. Those evaluations will

include the following:

 Subsurface soil and rock profiles at the proposed alignment;

 Evaluation of groundwater depths and distribution;

 Evaluation of bedrock depths and distribution

 Unconfined  compressive  strength  of  rock  materials  at  trenchless  locations  and

elsewhere along the proposed pipeline alignment;

 Excavatability of the on‐site soils and rocks;

 Stability of temporary trench excavations;

 Modulus of soil reaction for native soils and composite conditions (E’N & E’C);

 Passive pressures for use in thrust resistance design;

 Static & dynamic lateral earth pressures for retention structures (such as manholes) and

shoring design;

 Allowable bearing capacities, friction coefficients, passive pressures, etc. for structures,

such as manholes;

 Anticipated differential pipeline settlement and trench backfill settlement;

 2013 CBC seismic design parameters; and

 Soil chemistry evaluation for corrosion and cement type suitability.

 Geotechnical  Report:    Results  of  our  field  investigation,  laboratory  tests,  and  engineering

analyses will be summarized and concluded in a report that will contain the following:

 A description of  the proposed project  including  a  site plan  showing  the  approximate

locations of the explorations advanced for this study;

 A description of select, existing, available data collected, reviewed, and utilized during

this study;

 A discussion regarding geologic hazards that could impact the project alignment;

 A description of the site surface and subsurface conditions encountered at the time of

field investigation;

 An opinion regarding temporary trench slope stability at the project site;

 Estimates of settlement and heave that could be experienced during construction;

 2013 CBC seismic design parameters;
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 Recommendations related to geotechnical aspects of:

o Site grading and drainage,  including compaction criteria and potential reuse of on‐

site soils as select backfill materials;

o Pipe and trench zone backfill and compaction;

o Modulus of soil  reaction  for native soils, backfill soils, CLSM, and composites  (E’N,

E’S, E’C) for pipeline design;

o Allowable bearing capacities for appurtenant structures;

o Allowable passive pressures for thrust blocks and trenchless reaction forces;

o Lateral  earth  pressures  (active,  at‐rest,  and  passive)  under  static  and  dynamic

conditions for retention structures/shoring;

o Coefficients of friction for soil materials;

o Soil chemistry (for corrosion) and cement type based on soil chemistry;

 An appendix presenting a summary of the field  investigation  including exploration  logs

denoting sampling intervals and laboratory test results;

 An appendix presenting the results of our laboratory testing;

 An appendix presenting the results of geophysical refraction surveys.

 Trenchless  Alternatives  Analysis  and  Design  Assistance:    Using  the  subsurface  geotechnical

investigation for the gravity sewer open‐cut trenching and the two trenchless undercrossing by

CGI, DCM Consulting, Inc. (DCM) will complete a trenchless feasibility and trenchless alternatives

analysis  for  the  two undercrossings based on  the  findings of  the CGI  subsurface geotechnical

investigation.  DCM will:

 Assist CGI  in establishing  the necessary scope of subsurface geotechnical  investigation

for  trenchless  design  (e.g.,  type  of  borings,  type  of  soil/bedrock  sampling  and  field

testing and scope of laboratory testing);

 Conduct one site visit during the course of CGI’s subsurface geotechnical investigation at

the trenchless undercrossings;

 Prepare of a Trenchless Design Technical Memorandum with specific recommendations

for  trenchless  installation  of  a  30‐inch  (or  larger)  steel  casing  based  on  the

soil/bedrock/groundwater  conditions  described  by  CGI  and  current  undercrossing

profiles prepared by ENGINEER;

 DCM will  review  the  trenchless  undercrossing  design  as  prepared  by  ENGINEER  and

assist  in  finalizing  the  description  of  applicable  trenchless  method(s)  and  assist  in

preparation of appropriate trenchless specifications.
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Tasks 1.2 – 1.5:  Final Design Plans, Specifications and Bid Documents 

ENGINEER will prepare  contract documents  consisting of  improvement plans,  technical  specifications 

and cost estimates in accordance with SPMUD Standards.   The previously completed preliminary design 

analysis,  CEQA  approval  activities;  and  geotechnical  investigation;  as well  as  ongoing  property  rights 

procurement  work  and  environmental  permitting  services  will  serve  as  the  foundation  for  detailed 

design and will be utilized by ENGINEER as guide.  All improvement plans will be completed in AutoCAD 

format  and  technical  specifications  in  CSI  Format.    Technical  specifications will  be  provided  for  the 

equipment and materials needed to construct the facilities.   Prior to each submittal, the work product 

will  be  reviewed  and  revised  through  ENGINEER’s  QA/QC  process.  ENGINEER  will  conduct 

constructability  / value engineering  review of our 60% and 90% designs with  internal ENGINEERS not 

familiar with project to get “Fresh” viewpoint and as deemed appropriate with select Contractors that 

have successfully constructed these types of improvements.   

Submittal of the 60% and 90%, and 100% review documents will occur at Submittal Review Workshops 

with  representatives  from  ENGINEER  and  CLIENT.  The  submittal  will  be  presented  to  CLIENT  to 

familiarize the group with the information submitted and the design thought process behind the work. 

Following the Submittal Review Workshop, CLIENT will have a 1 to 2‐week review period to provide any 

additional comments which were not brought forward in the Submittal Review Workshop.  

Task 1.2 ‐ 60% Submittal ‐ Improvement Plans and Technical Specifications 

The  60%  design  submittal  will  communicate  to  the  CLIENT  the  project  design  so  that  meaningful 

discussion can take place and the core project decisions can be made as a group. ENGINEER will use a 

combination of design drawings;  limited 3‐dimensional CADD models of  locations deemed appropriate 

by ENGINEER to depict utility conflicts, constraints, or unique construction techniques; manufacturers’ 

information and other communication tools to allow the CLIENT an opportunity for significant input into 

the design process.  A Cost Estimate with 20% construction contingency will be provided. 

Task 1.3 ‐ 90% Submittal ‐ Improvement Plans and Technical Specifications 

In general, the 90% design submittal will be a complete project package, with all design drawings, details 

and specifications completed in Draft format with 15% contingency Cost Estimate.  The 90% design will 

include modifications  to  design  based  on  final  design  field  studies;  permitting  activities;  easement 

procurement activities;  input  from District staff  received during 60%  review workshop; and additional 

engineering evaluations.  In the 90% submittal, ENGINEER will incorporate both 2‐dimensional plan and 

section  drawings  with  3‐dimensional  isometrics  (if  necessary)  to  clearly  show  how  complex  piping 

systems  are  to  be  constructed.  The  90%  submittal  will  be  of  sufficient  detail  for  use  as  part  of 

environmental permitting efforts. 
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Task 1.4 ‐ 100% Submittal – Bid Documents for Permitting Efforts 

100% Bid Documents will be prepared and submitted to the CLIENT for CLIENT’s use in obtaining project 

encroachment  permits  from  the  City  of  Rocklin,  Town  of  Loomis,  Caltrans,  and  County  of  Placer  (if 

needed) as well as other permits required to be secured in advance of Public Bid.  The period between 

90%  and  100%  should  solely  be  dedicated  to minor  inter‐disciplinary  coordination  and  final QA/QC 

checking of all documents. Submittal will  include a Cost Estimate with 10% construction contingency. 

Comments provided by  the CLIENT at  the 90% design  stage and comments generated by ENGINEER’s 

QA/QC review team will be incorporated. 

Task 1.5 ‐ Final Bid Documents 

Final  Bid  Documents  will  be  prepared  and  submitted  to  the  CLIENT  for  CLIENT’s  use  in  soliciting 

contractor  bids  and  constructing  the  project.    It will  include  all  permit  documents  secured  between 

100% and Final Bid Document Submittal and additional comments provided by the CLIENT at the 100% 

design stage and comments generated by ENGINEER’s QA/QC review team will be incorporated.  It will 

include a Cost Estimate with 10% construction contingency.  

Task 1 Deliverables 

 Draft and Final Geotechnical Investigation (PDF, submitted as part of other deliverables)

 60% Design Drawings, reduced on 11x17 (PDF)

 60% Cost Estimate and Specification Outline (PDF)

 90% Design Drawings, reduced on 11x17 (PDF and 3 hard copies)

 90% Specifications and Cost Estimate (PDF and 3 hard copies)

 100% Design Drawings, reduced on 11x17 (PDF and 3 hard copies)

 100% Design Drawings, 100% on 22x34 (2 copies for encroachment permitting)

 100% Specifications and Cost Estimate (PDF and 3 hard copies)

 Bid Ready Design Drawings, reduced on 11x17 (3 copies)

 Bid Ready Design Drawings, 100% on 22x34 (2 copies)

 Bid Ready Specifications and Cost Estimate (3 copies)

 Final Drawings, Specifications and Cost Estimates (PDF & source file format on flash drive)
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Task 2: Property Rights Procurement 

WWE  subconsultant  OPC  will  provide  property  rights  procurement  services  for  the  Project.    OPC 

understand  that  in  order  for  CLIENT  to  complete  the  proposed  sewer  project  that  permanent  and 

temporary  access  rights  and  easements must  be  acquired  from  several  parcels.    It  is  assumed  that 

thirteen  (13) temporary construction easements will need to be appraised and acquired from thirteen 

(13) parcels. After analysis of these 13 parcels and consolidation of common‐ownerships, OPC assumes 

that a total of eight (8) appraisal and acquisition cases will be opened. A summary of these requirements 

is as follows: 

No  Property Owner Name  APN 

1  Owner 1  043‐080‐045 

2‐6  Owner 2 
043‐120‐003, 004, 013, 

014, 043‐130‐001 

7  Owner 3  045‐044‐053 

8  Owner 4  045‐044‐038 

9  Owner 5  045‐044‐042 

10  Owner 6  045‐044‐033 

11‐12  Owner 7  045‐044‐030, 055 

13  Owner 8  045‐044‐024 

Right of Way Appraisal and Acquisition Services 

OPC will develop a Project Plan detailing aspects of the right of way program to ensure that acquisition 

tasks are properly  identified and completed according to all applicable regulations. An ancillary task to 

the  Project  Plan  will  be  the  creation  of  the  project’s  acquisition  schedule  that  will  incorporate  all 

relevant project development milestones. Concurrent with these activities, OPC’s project management 

group  (PMG) will secure and review preliminary  title reports  for each  impacted parcel and coordinate 

with the right of way engineering team (WWE and Andregg ) to review legal descriptions and plat maps 

for each right of way interest required. Andregg will produce thirteen (13) plats and legal descriptions. 

Once  legal descriptions and plat maps are  finalized and delivered  to OPC’s acquisition  staff, appraisal 

activities will be  initiated  to value each easement acquisition  required  for  the construction of project 

improvements. While appraisal  reports are being prepared, OPC’s acquisition  staff will approach and 

negotiate right of entry agreements with the above indicated property owners. As appraisal reports are 

finalized SPMUD will review the findings and establish the Determination of Just Compensation for each 

property owner offer package. OPC will subsequently draft the offer packages and applicable acquisition 

agreements,  submit  them  to  SPMUD  for  final  approval,  and  negotiate  owner  settlements.  Once  an 

amenable agreement  is reached, a Purchase and Sale Agreement will be executed  for each respective 

ownership,  and  an  escrow  account  will  be  established  to  facilitate  payment  and  any  required  title 

clearance  activities.  Where  voluntary  agreements  are  not  possible,  OPC  will  coordinate  with  the 

agency’s  legal  counsel  in  eminent  domain  proceedings  and  provide  all  relevant  property  and 

negotiations details to support the condemnation task.  These services are further define below. 
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Task 2.1 ‐ Property Procurement Research and Correspondence 

 Conduct a site‐walk with the client.

 Track and manage all budget‐related aspects of the project associated with procurement.

 Ongoing general consultation and project coordination with  the client, social service agencies,

governmental entities, and project team members.

 Preparation of tracking reports that monitor the completion of project milestones of the various

disciplines involved on the project.

 Preparation and presentation of a monthly status report based on the agreed‐upon guidelines

on  information  to  be  provided.  Confer  with  client  verbally  on  general  status,  issues,  and

progress.

 Subcontracting for and managing of any necessary disciplines needed for procurement.

 Secure vesting deeds, property profile, and tax map for each property.

 Secure preliminary  title  reports  for each property which will  remain valid  for a minimum of 6

months or until there is a change in ownership.

 Secure copies of recorded back‐up documents as needed.

 Share  preliminary  title  information  with  right  of  way  engineer,  surveyor,  and  real  estate

appraisers for their use on the project.

 Prepare  list of  title exceptions  to be cleared; confirm manner of disposition  is consistent with

approved project plan.

 Facilitate changes to preliminary title reports after the preparation of the  legal descriptions,  if

necessary for partial acquisition projects.

 Produce thirteen (13) plats and legal descriptions (by Andregg Geomatics)

Task 2.2 ‐ Property Valuation and Owner Correspondence 

 Mail  a  notification  letter  and  acquisition  policies  brochure  to  the  property  owner  requesting

permission  to  conduct  an  on‐site  inspection  of  the  property,  advising  them  of  their  right  to

accompany  the appraiser at  the  time of  the  inspection, and  requesting  information  regarding

the property appraised which could influence the appraised value.

 Appraiser will review title info and drawings pertaining to each respective ownership parcel.

 Appraiser will  inspect each property personally with the owner  (if possible) and document the

inspection with photographs for use in the report.

 Appraiser will perform market  research  to  support  the  selected  appraisal methodologies  and

will document and confirm comparable sales information.

 Appraiser will prepare a narrative appraisal report  that conforms  to  the Uniform Standards of

Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP). The appraisal study and report are intended to serve as

an  acquisition  appraisal  and  will  be  prepared  in  a  summary  format  consistent  with  the

specifications for narrative appraisal reports.
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 Note, where an estimated valuation is $10,000 or less, whenever appropriate and according to

state and federal guidelines, OPC may prepare staff‐level Waiver Valuation reports  in order to

expedite offers and avoid more costly appraisal fees.

 Receive and analyze  the completed appraisal  reports and/or waiver valuations and  review  for

completeness.

 Establish and maintain complete and current ownership files in a form acceptable to the client.

 Receive  and  analyze  title  information,  approved  appraisal  reports,  and  legal  descriptions  in

sufficient detail to negotiate with property owners and other parties.

 Prepare all offer letters and summary statements to the approval of the client.

 Present written purchase offers  to owners or  their  representatives  in person, when possible.

Secure receipt of delivery of offer and tenant information statements, as applicable.

 Follow‐up  and  negotiate  with  each  property  owner,  as  necessary;  prepare  and  submit

recommended  settlement  justifications  to  client  for  review  and  approval;  review  any

independent appraisal secured by property owner and coordinate reimbursement of appraisal

fees  (up  to $5,000) with client. Ongoing negotiations and settlement discussions will continue

for 8 weeks after the initial offer or if settlement or impasse is reached sooner.

Task 2.3 ‐ Property Procurement Docs, Escrow and Closing 

 Prepare and assemble acquisition contracts, deeds, and related acquisition documents required

for the acquisition of necessary property interests.

 Maintain  a  diary  report  of  all  contacts made with  property  owners  or  representatives  and  a

summary of the status of negotiations  indicating attitude of owners, problem areas, and other

pertinent  information.  Copies  of  all  applicable written  correspondence will  be maintained  in

files.

 Prepare an impasse letter for any parcel where, after diligent attempts to settle by negotiation,

it appears eminent domain will be needed or prudent to acquire the needed interest.

 Transmit executed acquisition documents to client. Each transmittal package shall include a fully

executed and properly notarized deed(s), fully executed acquisition contract with attachments,

and  a  brief  settlement  memorandum  which  summarizes  pertinent  data  relative  to  the

transaction.

 If by Negotiated Settlement: Assist the escrow/title company in the following:

 Open  escrow  and  coordinate  execution  of  closing  instructions  providing  for  title

insurance coverage at the settlement amount.

 Provide escrow officer with fully executed acquisition contract and notarized deed.

 Work in conjunction with escrow officer to facilitate the clearance of title matters as set

forth in the settlement memorandum and escrow instructions.

 Assist escrow to secure reconveyance or subordination instruments from lien holders of

record.
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 Review settlement statement for accuracy.

 Coordinate deposit of acquisition price and estimated closing costs with escrow.

 After the closing, review the title insurance policy for accuracy.

 Prepare  and  mail  a  letter  to  County  Assessor  requesting  cancellation  of  taxes  if

appropriate.

 If Settlement by Eminent Domain:  Assist eminent domain (ED) counsel with the following:

 Prepare  letter  for  client  signature  to  ED  counsel,  requesting  proceeding  to

condemnation.

 Provide  ED  counsel with  available  row maps  and  legal  descriptions,  preliminary  title

reports, title review documents, and info on how to contact owner or interest holder.

 Provide eminent domain counsel with a duplicate copy of the parcel file, together with a

copy of the appraisal, offer to purchase, correspondence, acquisition contract, and deed

as presented.

 Convert preliminary title reports to litigation guarantees for eminent domain

Task 2 Deliverables 

 Electronic copies of pertinent draft documents as described above (PDF)

 Final procurement documents for review and signature by SPMUD; up to five (5) hard copies
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Task 3: Environmental Permitting 
WWE  subconsultant  Hauge  Brueck  Associates  (HBA)  will  provide  environmental  permitting  services 

based on the following project background.  The Town of Loomis certified the SPMUD Diversion Pipeline 

Project  Initial  Study  /Mitigated Negative Declaration  (IS/MND)  on  August  11,  2015,  and  the  SPMUD 

Board  is  scheduled  to  approve  the  project  and  authorize  the  next  phase  of  design  and  right‐of‐way 

acquisition.  The following scope of work outlines services to be provided by HBA to assist SPMUD with 

design and implementation of mitigation measures adopted by the Town of Loomis as well as regulatory 

compliance  requirements.    Tasks  are  broken  into  phases  that  include  design,  preconstruction,  and 

construction, with  the schedule  for  these  tasks  to be driven by  the engineering design schedule.   The 

scope and budget are further refined by indicating “Baseline” tasks (identified by paragraph “a” or with 

no identification) and “Additional Effort” tasks (identified by a paragraph b.).  If the project design avoids 

sensitive  environmental  resources  the  Baseline  scope  and  budget  will  be  adequate  to  obtain  the 

appropriate permits and mitigation monitoring.   Should  the project design  impact one or more of  the 

identified  environmental  issues,  the  Additional  Effort  scope  and  budget  will  be  required.    Budget 

estimate includes Baseline and “Additional Effort”.  HBA will work with ENGINEER and SPMUD to avoid 

the environmentally sensitive impact areas. 

The scope of work assumes that tasks and budgets may change based on the needs generated by the 

final  engineering  design,  regulatory  updates  and  requirements,  and  general  timing  of  construction.  

ENGINEER  will  supply  necessary  drawings,  plan  sets,  and  construction  documentation  required  for 

submittal to the regulatory agencies.   All required permitting fees shall be paid by SPMUD.   Rights‐of‐

way  acquisition,  utility  coordination,  and  public  outreach  to  affected  property  owners  shall  be 

conducted as further defined  in other tasks herein, and  is not  included under this task; however, HBA 

may provide  assistance  should  questions  regarding  the  environmental  and permitting  aspects of  the 

project arise. 

Task 3.1  Mitigation Surveys, Consultation and Applications 

HBA shall provide Project Management oversight of their work; assist ENGINEER with design as it relates 

to environmental impacts; conduct mitigation surveys and agency consultation; and prepare and submit 

permit applications as further defined here: 

Project Management:  Routine  coordination  and  management  of  the  HBA  Team,  coordination  with 

SPMUD, Waterworks, and the Town of Loomis, and project administration including the preparation of 

monthly progress reports and invoices.  

Design  Phase  Assistance:  Coordinate  with  ENGINEER  regarding  the  placement  of  the  alignment  in 

relation  to  environmental  impact  areas  and potential  to  trigger permitting  and monitoring  activities.  

Particular attention will be given to: 1. Alignment proximity to elderberry as  impact avoidance may be 

assumed when a 100‐foot buffer is established and maintained around elderberry plants of appropriate 

size; and 2. Alignment proximity  to wetlands and waters of  the U.S.   HBA will conduct environmental 

review  on  the  50%  and  90%  design  drawings  regarding  the  location  of  the  alignment  within 

environmentally sensitive areas and ensure environmental call‐outs are accurately depicted.   HBA will 
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review  construction  specifications  and  plan  sets  to  ensure  environmental  compliance measures  are 

accurately included and depicted. 

Mitigation  Surveys  and  Consultation:   HBA will  provide  services  in  accordance with  requirements  of 

adopted CEQA IS/MND.  Reference to those mitigation numbering are included herein.  

BIO‐1 Active Raptor and Migratory Bird Nest Site and Wildlife Nursery Site Protection Program.  

a. Pre‐construction  surveys,  conducted during  the nesting/breeding  season  (February  1‐

August 31) no  longer than seven  (7) days prior to  initial Project construction  (e.g., excavation, 

grading and  tree  removal),  shall be  conducted  to  identify any active  raptor or migratory bird 

nest  sites  and  wildlife  nursery  sites  within  the  project  area  that  may  not  have  occurred 

previously.  

b. If  active  raptor  nests  are  found  on  or  within  500  feet  of  the  project  impact  area,

construction activities  should not occur within 500  feet of  the nests, or up  to 1⁄4‐mile of  the 

nest  if  it  is an active Swainson’s hawk nest.   HBA will work with Waterworks to determine the 

extent  of  the  buffer  on  plan  sets,  as  well  as  the  compliance  language  needed  for  the 

specifications.  If  work  is  not  completed  during  the  year  following  the  nesting  season,  and 

additional  survey  shall  be  performed  in  the  nesting  season  prior  to  commencement  of 

construction the following year.   The hours assigned for this task  include only one nesting bird 

survey.  If additional surveys are required due to continuation of construction, a new scope and 

budget will be submitted for approval. 

b. If active raptor nests are  found on or within 500  feet of the project  impact area, construction

activities should not occur within 500  feet of  the nests, or up  to 1⁄4‐mile of  the nest  if  it  is an active 

Swainson’s hawk nest.   HBA will work with Waterworks to determine the extent of the buffer on plan 

sets, as well as the compliance language needed for the specifications. If work is not completed during 

the year  following the nesting season, and additional survey shall be performed  in the nesting season 

prior  to  commencement of  construction  the  following year.   The hours assigned  for  this  task  include 

only one nesting bird survey.    If additional surveys are required due to continuation of construction, a 

new scope and budget will be submitted for approval. 

BIO‐2 Western Burrowing Owl.   

a. A  survey will  be  conducted  no more  than  30  days prior  to  the  start  of  construction,

regardless of season.  If no burrowing owl is encountered, a survey report will be submitted to 

CDFW and no further action is needed.   

b. If encountered, additional action will be taken  including establishment of buffer zones,

passive  relocation,  and  consultation with  CDFW  prior  to  construction.    Buffer  zones  shall  be 

identified on plan sets.  Implementation of additional actions may be required by CDFW during 

construction.   
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BIO‐3 Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle.  

b. In conjunction with  the 404 permit  (), consultation will occur with USACE and USFWS

regarding impacts to Valley elderberry longhorn beetle  (VELB) if the alignment cannot avoid the 

100‐foot  buffer  as  described  in  mitigation  measure  BIO‐3.    HBA  will  conduct  Section  7 

consultation with USFWS on a Biological Opinion  regarding VELB.   The Biological Opinion will 

identify  impact  minimization  requirements  required  in  the  field  during  construction.    The 

consultation process will requires  the applicant  to provide a Biological Assessment  (BA) which 

includes a detailed description of the project, specifically any actions which may have an effect 

on any federal‐listed species with potential to occur  in the project vicinity, a description of the 

specific areas which may be affected,  the manner  in which  impacts may occur, an analysis of 

impact avoidance, a description of the  listed species that may be affected, and any mitigation 

measures recommended to offset potential impacts. The BA will also include several figures that 

incorporate  and analyze GIS data  from multiple  sources.   HBA will provide any  supplemental 

information  requested  by  the  USFWS  during  the  consultation  process  to  prepare  its  draft 

Biological Opinion. The consultation process may also include protocol surveys, establishment of 

buffer zones within the construction corridor, and transplanting/habitat restoration. 

BIO‐4 Special Status Plant Species.  

a. HBA will conduct a focused rare plant survey in accordance with CDFW guidelines during

the appropriate bloom season (approximately June).  A survey report will be submitted to CDFW 

prior to construction.  If no special‐status plants are evident, no further action is needed.   

b. If  special‐status  plants  are  present,  HBA  will  consult  with  Waterworks/SPMUD  to

determine whether avoidance or protection is possible, as described in mitigation measure BIO‐

4 and will develop a Preservation Plan or Mitigation Plan to be approved by the Town of Loomis 

and CDFW and/or USFWS.   This plan will be  integrated  into the construction specifications and 

plan sheets as applicable. 

BIO‐5  Section 404/401 Wetlands  and Waters.   Based on  final design, HBA will  identify  the  extent of 

impact or avoidance of wetlands and waters of the U.S.  This will include review of designs, field check of 

the alignment, and preparation of a preliminary jurisdictional wetland delineation report.  HBA will work 

with the USACE to finalize the delineation. 

BIO‐6 Wildlife Hibernacula/Roosting/Nursery Site Protection Program.  

a. HBA will conduct a pre‐construction survey of the project area for wildlife nursery sites

and special status bat roost sites.   The survey report will be submitted to the Town of Loomis 

and CDFW prior to construction. If no special‐status bat roosts or nursery sites are identified no 

further action is required.   

b. If detected, HBA will consult with CDFW to determine additional mitigation action.   To

reduce the pre‐construction survey time, HBA recommends alignment tree removal occur from 

March  through April or September  through November prior  to construction  to avoid pupping 

and hibernating seasons.  This task includes time for the survey as well as the report. 
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BIO‐7 Preservation and Mitigation of Protected Trees.  Prior to applying for a tree removal permit, HBA 

will  coordinate with Waterworks  to  review  the  alignment  and  alignment mapping  in  relation  to  tree 

removal and preservation.  This will include a field visit with the plan sets to ensure trees are accurately 

identified and categorized.   

CR‐1 Preconstruction Native American Consultation.   The  cultural  resources monitor and  SPMUD will 

consult with the three Native American groups that have expressed concern with the project to identify 

concerns based on the final alignment and implement actions as determined during the consultation. 

CR‐2  Staging  Area,  Storage,  and  Spoil  Disposal  Site  Review.    The  cultural  resources  monitor  will 

coordinate with Waterworks on the final design to  identify sensitive areas.   The monitor will study the 

staging areas, equipment storage areas and spoils disposal areas to determine if any cultural resources 

may be present and affected  in those areas.   This task assumes the staging, storage, and spoil disposal 

area are not located in the area previously studied for the alignment. 

NOISE‐1  Preconstruction  Structural  Documentation  for  Vibration  Impacts.    HBA  will  work  with 

Waterworks to  identify homes or structures  located within 25  feet of the construction corridor.   With 

SPMUD  or  Waterworks  representatives  present,  HBA  will  conduct  a  visual  pre‐construction  home 

inspection with photographic or videographic record.   HBA will compile the records for each structure 

into one documentation package.  SPMUD will provide community outreach to those affected, including 

providing a hotline  for  complaints.   This  task assumes  that up  to  five  (5) homes/structures would be 

located within 25 feet of the corridor, and any additional would require supplemental scope and budget.  

It is assumed that SPMUD will make the arrangements with the property owner to visit the site. 

Permits:    ENGINEER will  require  the  construction  contractor  to  prepare  the  SWPPP  and  obtain  the 

CVRWQCB Section 402 NPDES general permit for construction.  It is also assumed the contractor will be 

required  to  obtain  any  required  construction  permits  from  the  Town  of  Loomis  and  City  of  Rocklin.  

These  contractor  requirements  shall  be  included  in  the  bid  package.    The  following  summarizes  the 

anticipated project permitting approach. 

Caltrans  Encroachment  Permit.    ENGINEER  will  utilize  data  and  plan  sets  to  prepare  the  Caltrans 

Encroachment Permit for the I‐80 tunnel crossing and, depending on design, potential encroachment at 

Horseshoe  Bar  Road  and  onramp.    ENGINEER  and/or  SPMUD  is  expected  to  attend meetings  with 

Caltrans  to discuss  the encroachment permit as  required by Caltrans permitting  representatives.   The 

extent of the encroachment will be based on the design.  ENGINEER shall provide six (6) folded copies of 

the  plan  sets  per  Caltrans  requirements.    This  task  assumes  up  to  one  (1) meeting  with  Caltrans.  

Additional meetings will require supplemental budget. 

Placer County Air Pollution Control District.  

a. A permit may be required based on the use of coatings, diesel fuel, or other materials.

Once  the design nears  completion and a  construction  schedule  and materials are developed, 

HBA will review the PCAPCD permit questionnaire with Waterworks and SPMUD to determine if 

the project may be subject to permit requirements.   
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b.  If  there  is  a  yes  answer  to  an  item  on  the  permitting  requirements  questionnaire,  a 

permit discussion will occur with  the Placer County Air Pollution Control District  to determine 

permit  requirements.   HBA will prepare permit  application documents with  the  assistance of 

Waterworks as needed.  This task assumes up to one (1) meeting.  

404 USACE / 401 CVRWQCB.   

a.  As  established  in mitigation measure  BIO‐5  Clean Water  Act  (CWA)  Section  404/401 

Wetlands and Waters, HBA will consult with  the USACE and CVRWQCB  regarding  the wetland 

delineation prepared.  

b.  In addition to finalizing the wetlands delineation and if wetlands are impacted, HBA will 

prepare  a  404/401  permit  application,  including  a wetlands mitigation  plan  that  establishes 

mitigation sires, monitoring, and maintenance requirements. 

A CWA Section 404 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) permit will be required if any waters of the U.S. 

(including wetlands) are filled as a result of the proposed project.  Nationwide Permits (NWP) are issued 

by  the Corps  for minor  impacts  to  jurisdictional waters of  the U.S.,  including wetlands.    The  area of 

impacted  jurisdictional wetlands and waters will be calculated upon completion of a final project plan, 

but a NWP would most likely apply to the proposed project as long as the entire project does not impact 

more than 0.5 acres of waters of the U.S., including wetlands, or 300 feet of jurisdictional streams. The 

permit  application would  include  all  required  documentation  required  by  the  Corps  to  process  the 

application. These materials include a detailed project description including the quantity in cubic yards, 

composition, and source of fill material; description of jurisdictional areas to be impacted; discussion of 

approvals  and  certifications  being  obtained  from  other  federal,  state,  or  local  agencies;  measures 

employed  to minimize  project  impacts;  conceptual mitigation  plan;  a  description  and  calculation  of 

impacts  to  Corps  jurisdiction;  necessary  drawings  and  maps  (plan  views  and  cross  sections);  and 

demonstrated compliance with endangered  species and cultural  resource  regulations.    It  is estimated 

the Nationwide Permit 404 permit will require 80 hours. 

Section 401 of the CWA requires that any discharge of dredged or fill material  into waters of the U.S., 

including  wetlands,  not  violate  state  water  quality  standards.  Water  quality  certification  must  be 

obtained  as  a  condition of  Section 404 of  the CWA before  the Corps will  issue  the NWP.   A written 

request for a Section 401 Water Quality Certification (WQC) will be submitted to the Lahontan RWQCB, 

based on  the  results of  the pre‐application  coordination  effort.    The  401 Water Quality  Certification 

request  generally  includes  the  following  items:  a  completed  application  form with  a detailed project 

description; description of project impacts; pre‐ and post‐project topography map/grading plans; cross‐

section  or  lateral  view  of  each  proposed  activity;  a  stormwater  pollution  prevention  plan  including 

BMP’s  to  prevent water  pollution;  hydrologic  calculations  for  the  5,  10  and  100‐year  floods  (to  be 

prepared by the project engineer and/or hydrologist); description of the approvals being obtained from 

other  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies;  conceptual mitigation  plan;  final  CEQA  document, Notice  of 

Determination, and proof of  the environmental  filing  fee;   and  the application  fee assessed  from    the 

RWQCB Dredge and Fill Fee Calculator.  It is estimated the 401 Water Quality Certification will require 60 

hours. 
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CDFW Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement.   

a.  The California Department of Fish and Wildlife  (CDFW)  requires any person who may 

affect the bed or bank of a perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral river, stream or lake and/or 

stream  dependent  (riparian)  vegetation  to  request  a  Section  1602  Streambed  Alteration 

Agreement.   

b.  If riparian vegetation will need to be removed, pending final design, HBA will prepare a 

Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement (SAA) with CDFW.   ENGINEER provide plan sets 

and SPMUD fee payment, respectively, as required.   If no riparian vegetation  is to be removed 

based on  final design, no Section 1602 action  is needed. The CDFW Section 1602 notification 

package generally  includes the following  items: a completed notification form, detailed project 

description, description of project  impacts, discussion of the approvals and certifications being 

obtained  from other  federal,  state, and  local agencies, a description of  impact avoidance and 

minimization measures,  conceptual mitigation plan, CEQA document  (a  final CEQA document 

and Notice of Determination must be submitted prior to permit issuance), and fees.  

Conceptual Mitigation Plan (404/401/1602 Permit Requirement).   

b.  Once  project wetland  and waters  impacts  have  been  determined,  HBA will work  in 

conjunction  the  Town  and  project  engineer  to  prepare  a  conceptual  wetlands  and  waters 

mitigation plan.   Compensatory mitigation may  involve purchase of mitigation  credits,  in  lieu 

fees, or on‐ or off‐site wetland creation and/or enhancement.   The conceptual plan  involves a 

brief description of the mitigation proposal in the permit applications. This task does not include 

preparation  of  a  Habitat Mitigation  and Monitoring  Plan  (HMMP)  which  is  only  required  if 

habitat  restoration  or  creation  is  proposed  (rather  than  a  purchase  of mitigation  credits  or 

payment of in‐lieu fees). 

Town  of  Loomis  Design  Review,  Encroachment,  and  Tree  Removal  permits.    HBA  will  work  with 

ENGINEER and SPMUD  to complete Design Review and Encroachment permit applications, as needed.  

Plan sets shall be provided by ENGINEER and fees by SPMUD, respectively. This task assumes no more 

than one meeting with the Town. 

Tree Removal  Permit.  ENGINEER  assumes  engineering  plans will  provide  sufficient  trenching‐

pathway,  tree  protection  details,  and  mapping,  for  tree  replacement  plan  to  meet  Town 

requirements. ENGINEER is available to assist with materials if requested. 

City of Rocklin Design Review, Encroachment, and Tree Removal permits. HBA will work with ENGINEER 

and SPMUD to complete the necessary Design Review and Encroachment permit applications.  Plan sets 

shall be provided by ENGINEER and fees by SPMUD, respectively. This task assumes no more than one 

meeting with the City. 

Tree Removal  Permit.  ENGINEER  assumes  engineering  plans will  provide  sufficient  trenching‐

pathway,  tree  protection  details,  and  mapping,  for  tree  replacement  plan  to  meet  City 

requirements. ENGINEER is available to assist with materials if requested. 
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Placer County Water Agency Design Review:  ENGINEER will assist during a Placer County Water Agency 

design review process.   ENGINEER assumed plans will provide necessary data for any requested PCWA 

design review. This task does not include meetings. 

3.2  Agency Review, Correspondence and Follow‐up 

Additional  consultation with  regulatory  agencies may be  required  at  the discretion of  the  regulatory 

agency  in  response  to  particular  design,  environmental  conditions,  or  timing.    This  task  provides  a 

contingency  should  a  regulatory  agency  or  agencies  require  additional  meetings  that  exceed  the 

assumptions in the tasks above.  48 hours of HBA consultation effort is included in this scope of services. 

Task 3 Deliverables 

 Electronic copy of application(s)  for  review and signature by SPMUD; up  to  three  (3) hard 

copies of application(s) 

 Electronic copies of field study results and report where not included in permits (PDF) 

Project Management 

Under  each  task  and  subtask,  ENGINEER will monitor  and  track  the  project  budget  and  schedule  to 

ensure that all deadlines are met and that the project budget is not exceeded. ENGINEER will coordinate 

with the project team to address  items such as project schedule, project budget, and current  issues of 

concern. ENGINEER will also monitor progress and coordinate the activities being performed by all sub‐

consultants  associated  with  the  project,  and  submit  monthly  progress  reports  to  the  CLIENT.  The 

following will be performed under this subtask: 

1) Project Communication and Control 

2) Technical Review and Quality Assurance/Quality Control 

Meetings   Project Status Meetings (as needed, assume 4) 

Deliverables   Monthly Progress Reports (by email) 

 

Page 61 of 114



 

LOOMIS DIVERSION TRUNKLINE PROJECT  P A G E  | 21 
FINAL DESIGN AND PERMITTING 
SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES    AUGUST 25TH, 2015 

Project Schedule 

The preliminary project schedule is presented below.  ENGINEER will submit to CLIENT monthly schedule 

updates  that  account  for  actual  field  investigation  timelines;  SPMUD  reviews;  and  results of ongoing 

final design services. 

Subtask  Title  Start Date  End Date 

  Notice to Proceed (assumed)    9/3/15 

1.1‐1.2  Geotechnical Investigation and 60% Design  9/3/15  12/15/15 

1.3  90% Design  12/15/15  3/15/16 

2.1  Property Procurement Research and Correspondence  9/3/15  12/15/15 

2.2  Property Valuation and Owner Correspondence  12/15/15  4/15/16 

3.1  Mitigation Surveys, Consultation and Applications  9/3/15  3/30/16 

3.2  Agency Review, Correspondence and Follow‐up  3/30/16  9/30/16 

1.4  100% Design (including modifications to meet permits)  3/30/16  9/30/16 

2.3  Property Procurement Docs, Escrow and Closing  4/15/16  12/30/16 

1.4  Encroachment Permitting and Follow‐up  9/30/16  11/30/16 

1.5  Final Bid Documents   9/30/16  1/15/17 

Construction Phase 

  Project Notice and Bid Period  1/15/2017  3/1/2017 

  Bid Award, Contracting and NTP  3/1/2017  4/15/2017 

  Pre‐Construction Environmental Surveys / Mitigation*  1/15/17  5/15/17 

  Mobilization and Submittals  4/15/17  5/15/17 

  Pipeline Construction  5/15/17  11/15/17 

  Project Closeout and Completion  11/15/17  12/31/17 

* Final requirements unknown until permits approved.  Services not include in this scope of services. 

 

Page 62 of 114



 

LOOMIS DIVERSION TRUNKLINE PROJECT  P A G E  | 22 
FINAL DESIGN AND PERMITTING 
SCOPE OF ENGINEERING SERVICES    AUGUST 25TH, 2015 

Payment 

Payment for services described herein  (Tasks 1 through 3) will be on a Time and Expense basis not to 

exceed  $449,240 without written  consent  from  CLIENT  and  invoiced  in  accordance with  the  Hourly 

Billing Rates in the following table.  

The total budget for each task will be as follows: 

Subtask  Title  Budget* 

1  Final Design   

1.1  Geotechnical Investigation and Trenchless Design Assistance  $83,445 

1.2  60% Design  $39,357 

1.3  90% Design  $51,205 

1.4  100% Design  $36,182 

1.5  Final Bid Documents  $23,943 

2  Property Rights Procurement  $105,861 

3  Environmental Permitting   

  Baseline (required)  $88,650 

  Additional (if needed)  $20,417 

  Total Phase II  $449,240 

*A detailed fee basis work plan is provided on the following page for reference. 

Billing Rates 

Billing Categories 

Classification  Title  Hourly Rate 

AA  Administrative   $90 

T1  Drafter  $77 

T2  Designer   $103 

T3  Senior Designer  $125 

E1  Staff Engineer  $113 

E2  Associate Engineer  $138 

E3  Project Engineer  $155 

E4  Senior Project Engineer / Project Manager  $180 

E5  Principal Engineer  $209 

Notes: 
1.  A markup of 10% will be applied to all project related Direct Costs and Expenses. 
2.  An additional premium of 25% will be added to the above rates for Expert Witness and Testimony Services. 
3.  These rates are effective through December 31, 2015. A 3% mark‐up will be added for any services performed in 

2016 and each year thereafter. 
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Client South Placer Municipal Utility District

Project Loomis Diversion Trunkline Hours and Fee Hours and Fee

Phase Final Desing and Permitting Task 1 ‐ Final Design Task 2 ‐ Property Task 3 ‐ Environmental

Prepared by  Mike Fisher

Date 8/25/2015 Year*

Water Works Engineers 2015 hrs fee hrs fee hrs fee hrs fee hrs fee hrs fee hrs fee

Classification Title Hourly Rate*

AA Administrative $90  6 $540 8 $720 16 $1,440 16 $1,483 16 $1,483 4 $371 4 $371

T1 Drafter/Jr. Technician $77 

T2 Designer/Sr. Technician $103  24 $2,472 40 $4,120 40 $4,244 24 $2,546 8 $849 4 $424

T3 Senior Designer $125 

E1 Staff Engineer $113  200 $22,600 200 $22,600 120 $13,967 80 $9,311 80 $9,311 80 $9,311

E2 Associate Engineer $138 

E3 Project Engineer $155  40 $6,200 60 $9,300 120 $18,600 80 $12,772 40 $6,386 40 $6,386 40 $6,386

E4 Senior Project Engineer $180  16 $2,880 24 $4,320 24 $4,320 16 $2,966 16 $2,966 24 $4,450 24 $4,450

E5 Principal Engineer $209 

Expenses

WWE Expenses (incl'd markup) 10% $125 $125 $125 $750 $1,250 $125 $125

Subconsultants

CGI Geotechnical $55,000

DCM Trenchless Geotechnical Design $12,000

Hauge Brueck Environmental $80,000

Andregg Surveying (Plat&Legals) $11,700

OPC Right of Way / Easement $65,000

Subconsultant Markup 10% $6,700 $0 $0 $0 $0 $7,670 $8,000

*Annual rate increase per Agreement included. 3%

Subtask Totals 62 $83,445 316 $39,537 400 $51,205 272 $36,182 176 $23,943 156 $105,861 152 $109,067

Phase II

1534 $449,240

Hours Fee

Subtask 1.1 Subtask 1.2 Subtask 1.3 Subtask 1.4 Subtask 1.5 Subtask 2 Subtask 3

2016 2016 2016 2016

100% Design Bid Documents
PE, TCE, ROE/W 

Procruement
60% Design

Geotechnical & 

Trenchless Design 

Assistance

Final Design Field 

Studies & 

Environmental 

Permitting

Project Total

201520152015

90% Design
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

STAFF REPORT 

To: Board of Directors 

From: Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Cc: Joanna Belanger, Administrative Services Manager 
Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 
Sam Rose, Superintendent 

Subject: Adoption Resolution 15-23 - District Policy Handbook 

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015 

Overview 
The South Placer Municipal Utility District (District) generally operates in accordance with the 
Municipal Utilities District Act of California, and codified in the State of California Public Utilities 
Code §11501, et seq.  The District desires to maintain a Policy Handbook that will be a 
comprehensive listing of the District's current policies, rules and regulations enacted by the Board 
from time to time. The Policy Handbook will serve as a resource for Directors, staff and members of 
the public in determining the manner in which matters of District business are to be conducted; If any 
policy or portion of a policy contained within the Policy Handbook is inadvertently in conflict with 
rules, regulations or legislation having authority over the District, said rules, regulations or 
legislation shall prevail. The Board of Directors may, from time to time, adopt additional policies by 
resolution and upon resolution adoption, such policies shall immediately become part of the Policy 
Handbook 

The Policy Handbook was vetted internally over several months by the District Policy and Ordinance 
Committee, as well as during a Public Workshop conducted during the regularly scheduled meeting 
of the Board of Directors on August 6, 2015. During the workshop, Policy 3350 – Deferred 
Participation Charges, was pulled from the Policy Handbook for further review. Until such time this 
new policy is adopted, Resolution 14-01 a resolution relating to Participation Charges, shall prevail. 

Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Board of Directors: 

1. Adopt the Resolution 15-23 adopting a District Policy Handbook

Strategic Plan Goals 
This action is consistent with SPMUD Strategic Plan Goals: 

Goal 1.3 Build Business Efficiencies 
Goal 1.4 Improve Communications 
Goal 2.4 Maintain Transparency with all District Activities 
Goal 5.2 Explore and Evaluate Investment and Business Practice Alternatives 

Fiscal Impact 
This action has no direct fiscal impact, although implementation of any specific policy may have a 
fiscal impact. 

Item VI.2
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

RESOLUTION NO. 15-23 

ADOPTION OF THE DISTRICT’S POLICY HANDBOOK 

WHEREAS, The South Placer Municipal Utility District (District) was formed in 

conformance with the Municipal Utilities District Act of California, and codified in the State of 

California Public Utilities Code § 11501, et seq; and 

WHEREAS, It is the intent of the Board of Directors of to maintain a Policy Handbook, 

contained therein shall be a comprehensive listing of the District's current policies, being the 

rules and regulations enacted by the Board from time to time; and  

WHEREAS, The Policy Handbook will serve as a resource for Directors, staff and 

members of the public in determining the manner in which matters of District business are to 

be conducted; and 

WHERAS, the Policy Handbook was vetted internally over several months by the District 

Policy and Ordinance Committee, as well as publically during a Public Workshop conducted 

during the regularly scheduled meeting of the Board of Directors on August 6, 2015; and 

WHEREAS, If any policy or portion of a policy contained within the Policy Handbook is 

inadvertently in conflict with rules, regulations or legislation having authority over the District, 

said rules, regulations or legislation shall prevail.  

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the South Placer 

Municipal Utility District that 

1. the attached Policy Handbook is adopted in its entirety; and

2. the Board of Directors may, from time to time, adopt additional policies by

resolution and upon resolution adoption, such policies shall immediately become

part of the Policy Handbook.
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PASSED AND ADOPTED at a Regular Meeting of the South Placer Municipal Utility 

District Board of Directors at Rocklin, CA this 3rd day of September 2015. 

Signed: _________________________________  
John Murdock, President of the Board of Directors 

Attest:  _________________________________ 
Joanna Belanger, Board Secretary  
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

STAFF REPORT 

To: Board of Directors 

From: Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Cc: Joanna Belanger, Administrative Services Manager 
Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 
Sam Rose, Superintendent 

Subject: District Response to Placer County Grand Jury Report titled Review of 
Placer County Government and Special District/Agency Websites dated 
June 26, 2015 

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015 

Overview 
The California Public Records Act (CPRA) requires full disclosure of actions taken by elected 
officials and public access to all public records, with some limited exceptions. Although not required 
by CPRA, the 2014-2015 Placer County Grand Jury (Grand Jury) holds that the public has come to 
expect such records are available, or can be made available, through government and agency 
websites. The Grand Jury investigated if, and to what extent, Placer County, local cities and special 
districts were providing these records on their websites. A survey of county, city and special districts 
websites was conducted by the Grand Jury. The South Placer Municipal Utilities District (District) 
received a copy of the Placer County Grand Jury Report titled Review of Placer County Government 
and Special District/Agency Websites dated June 26, 2015.  

The District notes that the Grand Jury review took place from October through December 2014. Prior 
to the publication of the Grand Jury Report, the District had already commenced a complete overhaul 
of the District’s website. As such, the District is under the belief that its previous and current efforts 
substantially complies with the recommendations of the Grand Jury Report.  The attached 
correspondence represents the District’s responses to Recommendations 2 through 11 of the subject 
Grand Jury Report. 

Recommendation 
Review and authorize the Board President to sign the attached Response to Placer County Grand Jury 
Report titled Review of Placer County Government and Special District/Agency Websites dated June 
26, 2015 

Strategic Plan Goals 
This action is consistent with SPMUD Strategic Plan Goals and Objectives. 

Fiscal Impact 
This action has no direct fiscal impact, although implementation of any specific Grand Jury 
recommendation  may have a fiscal impact. 

Item VI.3
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SPMUD Letterhead 

September 3, 2015 

The Honorable Colleen Nichols 
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court 
County of Placer 
PO Box 619072 
Roseville, CA 95661 

Placer County Grand Jury 
11532 B Avenue 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Subject: Placer County Grand Jury Report titled Review of Placer County Government and 
Special District/Agency Websites dated June 26, 2015 

The South Placer Municipal Utility District (District) acknowledges receipt of the Placer County 
Grand Jury Report titled “Review of Placer County Government and Special District/Agency 
Websites”, dated June 26, 2015. The District provides sewer collection services to the City of 
Rocklin and Town of Loomis, plus portions of southern Placer County including the 
unincorporated communities of Penryn, Newcastle and the Rodgersdale area of Granite Bay. 
Sewage is collected by the District and conveyed to regional wastewater treatment plants 
operated by the City of Roseville.  

The District notes that the Grand Jury review took place from October through December 2014. 
Prior to the publication of the Grand Jury Report, the District had already commenced a 
complete overhaul of the District’s website. As such, the District is under the belief that its 
previous and current efforts substantially comply with the recommendations of the Grand Jury 
Report.  The following represents the District’s responses to Recommendations 2 through 11 of 
the subject Grand Jury Report. 

Recommendation 2 
All Special Districts/Agencies should assure that their websites, at a minimum, meet the best- 
practices checklist from the Special District Leadership Foundation. 

Response to Recommendation 2 
The District is in the process of implementing this recommendation. 

The District is an active member of the California Special Districts Association (CSDA) 
and Special District Risk Management Authority (SDRMA). Both CSDA and SDRMA 
support the Special District Leadership Foundation (SDLF). SDLF is an independent, 
non-profit organization formed to promote good governance and best practices among 
California’s special districts through certification, accreditation and other recognition 
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SPMUD Response to Placer County Grand Jury Report titled, “Review of Placer County Government and Special 
District/Agency Websites” dated June 26, 2015 
September 3. 2015 
Page 2 of 5 

programs. As the Grand Jury has pointed out, the SDLF has a “District Transparency 
Certificate of Excellence.” As previously mentioned, the District had already commenced 
a complete overhaul of the District’s website and is embarking on the effort to obtain 
aforementioned “Certificate of Excellence.” The District believes that it currently 
complies with a majority of the Basic, Website and Best Management Requirements 
listed on the Certificate of Excellence Checklist. The District will transmit a Certificate of 
Transparency to the Grand Jury once it is officially obtained. 

Recommendation 3  
All website information should be subject to annual reviews to ensure information is still 
pertinent. 

Response to Recommendation 3 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

The District currently provides this annual review to ensure information is still pertinent. 

Recommendation 4  
All documents have a posting and sunset (required removal) date that triggers an automatic 
archiving of the document. 

Response to Recommendation 4 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

The District has established a schedule to retain one year of Agenda and Board meeting 
materials on the website.  In the budget and financial section of the website, three years 
of reports are provided, and will be updated on an annual basis.  Other information for 
employment, public notices etc. are updated in accordance with Board meeting dates.   

Recommendation 5  
All city and special districts webpages should include current written minutes, which include a 
summary of actions taken and decisions made. 

Response to Recommendation 5 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

The District’s website currently links to Agenda Packets for Meetings of the Board of 
Directors for the current meeting and meetings over the previous 12 months. Typically 
part of any Agenda Packet are minutes for the previous meeting that includes a summary 
of actions taken and decisions made.  
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SPMUD Response to Placer County Grand Jury Report titled, “Review of Placer County Government and Special 
District/Agency Websites” dated June 26, 2015 
September 3. 2015 
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Recommendation 6  
Posting of complete video recordings of meetings should be investigated to determine if it is 
economically feasible. 

Response to Recommendation 6 
The District has not implemented this recommendation. 

The District does not currently video-record or televise its meetings. It has been 
previously determined that it is not economically feasible to video-record or televise 
District meetings. In accordance with previous District Policy, and consistent with the 
provisions of the Ralph M. Brown Act and California Public Records Act, an audio tape 
or digital recording of regular and special meetings of the Board of Directors are (were) 
made and kept in a fireproof vault or in a fire-resistant, locked cabinet for a minimum of 
60 days. (The District has recently adopted Policy 5060 extending this time period to 180 
days.)The sole purpose of this recording is to facilitate the preparation of the meeting 
minutes by the Board Secretary. Members of the public may inspect recordings of Board 
meetings without charge on a playback machine that will be made available by the 
District.  After the aforementioned retention period, the audio tape or digital recording is 
erased. 

Recommendation 7  
All websites should include direct links to financial reports, including on-going progress and 
performance reports on financial results versus budgets.  

Response to Recommendation 7 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

The District’s previous financial management software did not easily lend itself to 
monthly operations and financial reporting. Furthermore, since the District bills 
customers quarterly for sewer collection services, revenues were only reported every 3 
months. These systems did not have the ability to provide performance reports on 
financial results versus budgets. During Fiscal Year 2014/15, the District upgraded its 
financial management software. In the current Fiscal Year, 2015/16, the District is 
implementing a staggered quarterly billing so that billing will remain on a quarterly 
schedule, however revenues will be realized monthly. These changes will allow the 
District to post to its website monthly performance reports on financial results versus 
budgets. 
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Recommendation 8  
Placer County, City of Auburn, City of Colfax, and all special district/agency websites should 
include access to the policy, process, and posting of current contracting opportunities. Results of 
bid awards should also be posted. 

Response to Recommendation 9 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

Bid awards are typically reported in the minutes of the Meetings of the Board of 
Directors. It should be noted that during the Grand Jury’s review of the District’s website 
from October through December 2014, the District did not have any construction projects 
out to bid. Currently, there are no construction projects out to bid. The District’s website 
currently lists major projects underway and those construction projects out to bid. Recent 
bid awards, if any, will also be posted to the site. 

Recommendation 9  
Current operating policies covering travel and use of entity owned assets, including vehicles, cell 
phones, computers, and credit cards should be available on websites or by online CPRA requests. 

Response to Recommendation 9 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

The District has just completed an exhaustive review of District Policies and adopted a 
Policy Handbook per District Resolution 15-21 that includes, but is not limited to, 
policies covering travel and use of District owned assets, including vehicles, cell phones, 
computers, and credit cards. This Policy Handbook is currently available on the District 
website. 

Recommendation 10  
Placer County, Auburn and Colfax, along with all special districts, should incorporate into their 
websites a link to make CPRA Public Records Requests. 

Response to Recommendation 10 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 

Recommendation 11  
Websites should include a link to the Grand Jury website where the public can access the Grand 
Jury complaint form “Confidential Citizen Complaint”. 

Response to Recommendation 11 
The District has implemented this recommendation. 
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Conclusion 
The District thanks the Grand Jury for this opportunity to respond to this report. Should you 
require additional information, please contact the District’s General Manager, Herb 
Niederberger, at telephone 916-786-8555, ext 110, or email, hniederberger@spmud.ca.gov. 

Very Truly Yours, 

John Murdock, President 
South Placer Municipal Utility District 

cc: Placer County Board of Supervisors, Clerk of the Board 
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Review of Placer County Government and  

Special District/Agency Websites 

Summary 

The California Public Records Act (CPRA) requires full disclosure of actions taken by elected 

officials and public access to all public records, with some limited exceptions.  Although not 

required by CPRA, the 2014-2015 Grand Jury (Grand Jury) holds that the public has come to 

expect such records are available, or can be made available, through government and agency 

websites.  

The Grand Jury investigated if, and to what extent, Placer County, local cities and special 

districts were providing these records on their websites. A survey of county, city and special 

districts websites was conducted by the Grand Jury.   Websites for the following entities were 

included in the survey: 

         County & Cities       Special Districts/Agency 

 Placer County  Northstar Community Service District

 City of Auburn  San Juan Water District

 City of Colfax  Placer County Water Agency

 City of Lincoln  South Placer Municipal Utility District

 Town of Loomis  Truckee-Tahoe Airport District

 City of Rocklin

 City of Roseville

Survey results indicated that all the agencies had functioning websites and, through them, the 

public has access to an extensive array of useful information.  Agendas, records of public 

meetings, budgets, access to governmental functions, and general information on services, taxes, 

contact information, helpful links and more were found to be available to varying degrees on the 

websites. 

The Grand Jury commends all the entities surveyed for their efforts to make records easily 

available to the public through their websites.  However, as good as the websites are, the Grand 

Jury found several areas for improvement.   

The Grand Jury found that a lack of consistency in websites makes locating similar information 

on different websites difficult and time consuming.  It is recommended that a Placer county inter-
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agency committee should be convened to establish a best-practices guide for city and county 

websites.  

Some of the websites contain outdated information of questionable value to the public.  It is 

recommended that all documents and information on government and special district websites be 

subject to an annual review to assure all information is still current and pertinent. 

The Grand Jury found that none of the surveyed websites posted operating policies covering 

employee travel and use of entity owned assets, such as vehicles, credit cards, cell phones and 

computers.  The Grand Jury recommends that these policies be available on the websites. In 

addition, many of the websites should improve in presenting information on opportunities to bid 

on government contracts and in displaying the results of such bids.   

It was found that some websites included links to make CPRA public documents requests.  The 

Grand Jury recommends that all the websites include this capability. 

Additional information on the survey, the Grand Jury findings and all the recommendation 

details are included in the following pages and in Attachment A. 

Background 

The California Public Records Act (CPRA) was signed into law in 1968.  CPRA is designed to 

give the public access to information in possession of public agencies.  Although there are some 

specific exceptions, the act generally requires immediate access to public records at all times 

during business hours.  CPRA defines public records as: 

“The public may inspect or obtain a copy of identifiable public records.  Writings held by 

state or local government are public records.  A writing includes all forms of recorded 

information that currently exist or that may exist in the future.  The essence of the CPRA 

is to provide access to information, not merely documents and files.”
1

When CPRA was signed into law, the Internet was not yet available.  The use of websites to 

distribute information to the public was not envisioned.  Currently, the public takes the Internet 

and websites, whether business or government, for granted and relies on them to get information. 

1
 California Attorney General’s Office, “Summary of the California Public Records Act 2004”, 

p.3, http://ag.ca.gov/publications/summary_public_records_act.pdf
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With the dramatic rise of the Internet over the past two decades, the public’s approach to 

gathering information has changed.  For many in the public, the Internet is utilized first to try and 

find information, and only as a last resort will they visit a physical office.  It seems consistent 

with “the spirit of the CPRA”, that virtually all public records would be accessible via 

government and agency websites.  The Grand Jury was interested in learning to what extent 

Placer County, local cities and special districts have migrated their records to websites and 

enabled easy online access to information on governance and finances. 

Investigation Methods 

In order to assess the extent of information available on government websites, the Grand Jury 

performed online reviews of the websites for the following entities: 

County & Cities        Special Districts/Agency 

 Placer County  Northstar Community Service District

 City of Auburn  San Juan Water District

 City of Colfax  Placer County Water Agency

 City of Lincoln  South Placer Municipal Utility District

 Town of Loomis  Truckee-Tahoe Airport District

 City of Rocklin

 City of Roseville

The purpose of the online survey was to replicate the actions of the public in trying to access 

records through agency websites without having to make contact with the agency.   The survey 

was designed to determine to what extent records that would be of interest to the public, 

including meeting agendas, minutes, audits, operating policies and other information, were 

available and easily accessible, through the websites.   This information was considered by the 

Grand Jury to be pertinent to providing the public an opportunity to monitor the functioning of 

government “online” using the Internet and agency websites. 

From October to December 2014, jurors independently completed a standardized survey 

questionnaire for each agency website.  The survey focused on assessing the online availability 

of agendas, records of public meetings, operating policies, budgets, audits and annual reports.  

The data collected included whether desired documents could be located, how easy or difficult 

the information was to locate and the time required to navigate the website while trying to locate 

the desired documents.  In trying to locate the information, both the website menus and the 

website search function were utilized.  
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Facts 

The Grand Jury determined the following facts: 

 CPRA does not require the subject documents to be available online.

 All entities surveyed have websites containing information of value to the public.

 Although the websites vary, some of them have more of a focus on general community

information (i.e. visitor info, weather, schools, etc.) than on government CPRA

information.

 Some websites contain extensive historical information such as economic reports,

statistical information on labor forces, housing, business, etc.

 There is a lack of consistency in the organization of information on the various

websites.

 The Special District Leadership Foundation has developed a best-practices checklist for

what information should be included on a Special District/Agency website.
2
  The Grand

Jury was unable to locate any similar guide for cities and counties.

 Some websites include outdated information.

 None of the websites surveyed listed posting dates or expiration dates for information

and documents posted.

 Most websites include agendas, minutes of meetings, budgets and financial reports.

 One agency website does not have current agenda and minutes.

 Some of the websites provide video records of meetings.

 Video recordings of county commission and city council meetings allow the public to

view the entire proceeding.

 None of the websites have posting dates or sunset dates on information or posted

documents.

 Only the Placer County website contains a summary of actions approved by the Board.

 Progress and performance reports on financial results versus budgets are generally only

available as agenda exhibits.

 Only four websites provide on-going operating reports regarding expenditures vs.

budget.

 All but three websites provide access to opportunities to bid on contracts.  There is no

consistency in displaying bid awards.

2
 Special District Leadership Foundation, “District Transparency Certificate of Excellence 

Checklist”, p.1, http://media.wix.com/ugd/e1128e_4ad2fb79879944249dfc30c4a71b8ba3.pdf 
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 None of the websites include current operating policies, such as employee and elected

officials travel, use of government owned vehicles, computers, cell-phones and credit

cards; nor do they include policies on purchasing and contract bidding processes.

 Only two of the websites included access to make public CPRA document requests.

 Only the Placer County website provided a link to the Grand Jury website to allow easy

access to the Grand Jury complaint form “Confidential Citizen Complaint”.

The survey results are shown in Tables 1 and 2 on the following pages.  
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Table 1 - County, Cities and Towns

Placer 

County 

City of 

Auburn 

City of 

Colfax 

City of 

Lincoln 

Town of 

Loomis 

City of 

Rocklin 

City of 

Roseville 

Agendas Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Calendars Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Minutes Yes, +V Yes, +V Yes, A Yes, A Yes, NW Yes, NW Yes, A 

Public Records Request No No No Yes No Yes No 

Current Financial Reports & Audits 

Annual Financial 

Statement Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Budget Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Operating Statements     

(Expenditures vs. Budget) No No Yes No No No Yes 

Independent  Auditors 

Report Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Operating Policies 

Contracting No No No No No No Yes 

    Bid Opportunities Yes No Yes Yes No Yes Yes 

    Bid Awards Yes, OA Yes, OA Yes Yes Yes Yes, OA Yes, OA 

Travel No No No No No No No 

Vehicle Use No No No No No No No 

Computer, Phone & 

Credit Card Use No No No No No No No 

Table Key Yes Available on the website 

No Not available on the website 

+V Meeting video record available  

A Consent calendar action items are considered minutes 

NW Link Not Working  

OA Only specified in the agenda/minutes 
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Table 2 - Special Districts/Agency

Northstar 

Community 

Service 

District 

Placer 

County 

Water 

Agency 

San Juan 

Water 

District 

South Placer 

Municipal 

Utility 

District 

Truckee 

Tahoe 

Airport 

District 

Agendas Yes, NC Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Calendars Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Minutes Yes, NC Yes, A Yes, A Yes, A Yes, A 

Public Records Request No No No Yes No 

Current Financial Reports & Audits 

Annual Financial Statement Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

FY Budget Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Operating Statements     

(Expenditures vs. Budget) Yes No No No Yes 

Independent  Auditors Report Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Operating Policies 

Contracting No No No No No 

    Bid Opportunities Yes Yes Yes No Yes 

    Bid Awards N/A Yes, OA Yes, OA Yes, OA Yes, OA 

Travel No No No No No 

Vehicle Use No No No No No 

Computer, Phone & Credit Card Use No No No No No 

 Table Key Yes Available from website 

No Not available from website 

+V Meeting video record available  

A Agenda approved actions considered minutes 

N/A No information available  

NC Information not current 

OA Only specified in the agenda/minutes
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Findings 

The Grand Jury found that: 

F1. The websites provide a large variety of information, making many documents readily 

available to the public without necessitating a CPRA request or physical visit. This 

information includes data such as: 

 locations

 services

 business hours

 governance

 fees

 taxes

 licenses

 annual financial reports and

 other governmental or special agency procedures.

F2. Due to the lack of consistency between websites, locating similar information on 

different websites is time consuming and exasperating. 

F3. The inclusion of outdated information on the website, besides being of limited value, 

clutters the website and calls into question other postings on the website.  An example is 

that one website includes labor force statistics and economic reports from 2006.   

F4. The lack of document information, including posting dates and sunset dates, decreases 

confidence in the validity of data found on the websites. 

F5. Some meeting minutes are not being posted in a timely manner. 

F6. It is generally more difficult to distinguish the minutes when they are embedded  in 

agendas or in videos, rather than posted separately.   

F7. Posting of summarized minutes (abstracts), or a summary of actions taken, would 

improve the public’s experience in trying to understand what governance actions were 

taken, or what decisions were made or deferred. 

F8. Video recordings of proceedings are beneficial to the public’s understanding of their 

representatives actions in council and board meetings. 

F9. The ability to locate current financial results is improved when financial performance 

reports are directly posted on the website.  
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F10. Lack of consistency in posting of bid opportunities and awards on websites makes it 

difficult for the public to discern available contracting opportunities and what awards 

have been approved.   

F11. The public’s access to operating policies, applying to elected officials and employees, 

would be enhanced if these documents were available through the website. 

F12. A link on the website to fill out CPRA document requests improves the public’s ability to 

submit requests. 

F13. A link to the Grand Jury website where the Grand Jury complaint form “Confidential 

Citizen Complaint” is available enables public access for registering a confidential 

complaint on line.  

Recommendations 

The Grand Jury recommends that: 

R1. A website best-practices guide be considered for development in the next 12 months by 

representatives from Placer County and the Cities of Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin, 

Roseville and the town of Loomis. 

R2. All Special Districts/Agencies should assure that their websites, at a minimum, meet the 

best- practices checklist from the Special District Leadership Foundation.   

R3. All website information should be subject to annual reviews to ensure information is still 

pertinent. 

R4. All documents have a posting and sunset (required removal) date that triggers an 

automatic archiving of the document.     

R5. All city and special districts webpages should include current written minutes, which 

include a summary of actions taken and decisions made. 

R6. Posting of complete video recordings of meetings should be investigated to determine if 

it is economically feasible. 

R7. All websites should include direct links to financial reports, including on-going progress 

and performance reports on financial results versus budgets. 
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R8. Placer County, City of Auburn, City of Colfax, and all special district/agency websites 

should include access to the policy, process, and posting of current contracting 

opportunities.  Results of bid awards should also be posted. 

 

R9. Current operating policies covering travel and use of entity owned assets, including 

vehicles, cell phones, computers, and credit cards should be available on websites or by 

online CPRA requests.  

 

R10. Placer County, Auburn and Colfax, along with all special districts, should incorporate 

into their websites a link to make CPRA Public Records Requests. 

 

R11. Websites should include a link to the Grand Jury website where the public can access the 

Grand Jury complaint form“Confidential Citizen Complaint”.  

 

Tables 3 and 4 on the following pages specify which recommendations are applicable to each 

surveyed entity.  

Attachment A demonstrates the linkages between the multiple facts, findings and 

recommendations in this report. 
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Table 3 – Recommendations for County, Cities and Towns   

 

 Recommendations 

 R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 R10 R11 

Placer County X  X X   X X X X  

City of Auburn X  X X X  X X X X X 

City of Colfax X  X X X X X X X X X 

City of Lincoln X  X X X X X  X  X 

Town of Loomis X  X X X X X  X  X 

City of Rocklin X  X X X X X  X  X 

City of Roseville X  X X X X X  X  X 

Key:  X -  indicates this recommendation applies. 
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Table 4 – Recommendations for Special Districts/Agency 

 

 Recommendations 

 R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 R10 R11 

Northstar Community 

Service District 
 X X X X X X X X X X 

Placer County Water Agency  X X X X X X X X X X 

San Juan Water District  X X X X X X X X X X 

South Placer Municipal 

Utility District 
 X X X X X X X X X X 

Truckee Tahoe Airport 

District 
 X X X X X X X X X X 

Key:  X -  indicates this recommendation applies. 
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Request For Responses 
 

 

Recommendations 

Requiring Response 

 

Response Due Date 

Mr. David Boesch 

Placer County CEO 

175 Fulweiler Ave. 

Auburn,  CA  95603 

 

R1, R3, R4, R7-R10 August 24, 2015 

Mr. Keith Nesbitt 

Mayor, City of Auburn 

1225 Lincoln Way 

Auburn, CA 95603 

 

R1, R3-R5, R7-R11 August 24, 2015 

Mr. Kim Douglass 

Mayor, City of Colfax 

33 South Main St. 

Colfax,  CA   95713 

 

R1, R3-R11 August 24, 2015 

Mr. Paul Joiner 

Mayor, City of Lincoln 

600 Sixth St. 

Lincoln,  CA  95648 

 

R1, R3-R7, R9, R11 August 24, 2015 

Ms. Rhonda Morillas 

Mayor, Town of Loomis 

3665 Taylor Road 

Loomis, CA 95650 

 

R1, R3-R7, R9, R11 August 24, 2015 

Mr. George Magnuson 

Mayor, City of Rocklin 

3970 Rocklin Rd.  

Rocklin, CA 95677 

 

R1, R3-R7, R9, R11 August 24, 2015 

Ms. Carol Garcia 

Mayor, City of Roseville 

311 Vernon St. 

Roseville, CA 95678 

 

R1, R3-R7, R9, R11 August 24, 2015 
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Board of Directors 

Northstar Community Service District 

908 Northstar Drive 

Northstar, CA 96161 

 

R2 – R11 September 22, 2015 

Board of Directors 

San Juan Water District 

9935 Auburn Folsom Road, 

Granite Bay, CA 95746 

 

R2 – R11 September 22, 2015 

Board of Directors 

Placer County Water Agency 

P.O. Box 6570,  

Auburn, CA 95604 

 

R2 – R11 September 22, 2015 

Board of Directors 

South Placer Municipal Utility 

District 

5807 Springview Drive 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

 

R2 – R11 September 22, 2015 

Board of Directors 

Truckee Tahoe Airport District 

10356 Truckee Airport Road 

Truckee, CA 96161 

 

R2 – R11 September 22, 2015 
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Facts Findings The Grand Jury recommends that: 

 

CPRA does not require the subject 

documents to be available on-line. 

 

 

F1- The websites provide a huge amount of 

information, making many documents readily 

available to the public without necessitating a CPRA 

request or physical visit. This information includes 

data such as: 

• locations, 

• services, 

• business hours, 

• governance, 

•  fees, 

• taxes, 

• licenses,  

• annual financial reports and, 

• other governmental or special agency procedures. 

 

No recommendation needed. 

 

All entities surveyed have websites 

containing information of value to the 

public. 

 

  

 

Although the websites vary, some of them 

have more of a focus on general 

community information (i.e. visitor info, 

weather, schools, etc.) than on government 

CPRA information. 

 

  

 

Some sites contain extensive historical 

information such as economic reports, 

statistical information on labor forces, 

housing, business, etc. 
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Facts Findings The Grand Jury recommends that: 

There is a lack of consistency in the 

organization of information on the various 

websites. 

 

F2.  Due to the lack of consistency between websites, 

locating similar information on different websites is 

time consuming and frustrating. 

 

R1. A website best practices guide be 

considered for development in the next 12 

months. by representatives from Placer County 

and the Cities of Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, 

Rocklin, Roseville and the town of Loomis. 

 

R2. All Special Districts/Agencies should 

assure that their websites, at a minimum, meet 

the best practices checklist from the Special 

District Leadership Foundation.   

 

Although the websites vary, some of them 

have more of a focus on general 

community information (i.e. visitor info, 

weather, schools, etc.) than on government 

CPRA information. 

 

  

 

The Special District Leadership 

Foundation has developed a best practices 

checklist for what information should be 

included on a Special District/Agency 

website.   The GJ was unable to locate any 

similar guide for cities and counties. 

 

  

Some sites contain extensive historical 

information such as economic reports, 

statistical information on labor forces, 

housing, business, etc. 

  
 

   
 

Some sites include outdated information. 

 

F3. The inclusion of outdated information on the 

website, besides being of limited value, clutters the 

website  and calls into question other postings on the 

website.  An example is that one website includes 

labor force statistics and economic reports from 2006.   

 

R3. All website information should be subject 

to annual reviews to ensure information is still 

pertinent. 
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Facts Findings The Grand Jury recommends that: 

None of the websites have posting dates or 

sunset dates on information or posted 

documents. 

F4.  The lack of document information, including 

posting dates and sunset dates, decreases confidence 

in the validity of data found on the websites.  

R4.  All documents have a posting and sunset 

(required removal) date that triggers an 

automatic archiving of the document.          

   
 

All sites include agendas, minutes of 

meetings, budgets and financial reports. 

 

F5.  Some minutes are not being posted in a timely 

manner.  

 

R5. All city and special districts webpages 

should include current written minutes, which 

include a summary of actions taken and 

decisions made. 

 

One agency website does not have 

current agenda and minutes. 

F6.  It is generally more difficult to distinguish the 

minutes when they are embedded in agendas or in 

videos, rather than posted separately 

.    

  

 

Some of the sites provide video records of 

meetings. 

F7. Posting of summarized minutes (abstracts), or a 

summary of actions taken, would improve the public’s 

experience in trying understand what governance 

actions were taken, or what decisions were made . 

  

 

Only the Placer County website contains a 

summary of actions approved by the 

Board. 

    

   

Some of the sites provide video records of 

meetings. 

F8. Video recordings of proceedings are beneficial to 

the public’s understanding of their representatives 

actions in council and board meetings 

R6. Posting of complete video recordings of 

meetings should be investigated to determine if 

it is economically feasible . 

Video recordings of county board and city 

council meetings allow the public to view 

the entire proceeding. 
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Facts Findings The Grand Jury recommends that: 

Progress and performance reports on 

financial results versus budgets are 

generally only available as agenda 

exhibits. 

F9. The ability to locate current financial results is 

improved when operating reports and financial 

performance reports are directly posted on the 

website.    

R7.  All websites should include direct links to 

financial reports, including on-going progress 

and performance reports on financial results 

versus budgets . 

 

Only four websites provide on-going 

operating reports regarding expenditures 

vs. budget. 

 

    

   

All but three sites provide access to 

opportunities to bid on contracts.  There is 

no consistency in displaying bid awards. 

F10.  Lack of consistency in posting of bid 

opportunities and awards, on websites, makes it 

difficult for the public to discern available contracting 

opportunities and what awards have been approved.     

R8.  Placer County, Auburn and Colfax and all 

special district/agency web sites should include 

access to the policy, process and posting of 

current contracting opportunities.  Results of 

bid awards should also be posted. 

   
 

None of the websites include current 

operating policies, such as employee and 

elected officials travel, use of government 

owned vehicles, computers, cell-phones 

and credit cards; nor do they include 

policies on purchasing and contract 

bidding processes. 

 

 

F11. The public’s access to operating policies, 

applying to elected officials and employees, would be 

enhanced if these documents were available through 

the website.   

 

R9.  Current operating policies covering travel 

and use of entity owned assets including 

vehicles, cell-phones, computers, and credit 

cards should be available on websites or by on-

line CPRA requests.  

   

Only two of the websites included access 

to make public CPRA document requests. 

F12.  A link on the website to fill out CPRA document 

requests, improves the public’s ability to submit 

requests.  

R10.  Placer County, Auburn and Colfax 

should incorporate into their websites a link to 

make CPRA Public Records Requests. 
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Facts Findings The Grand Jury recommends that: 

Only the Placer County website provided 

a link to the Grand Jury website to allow 

easy access to the Grand Jury complaint 

form “Confidential Citizen Complaint”. 

F13.  A link to the Grand Jury website where the GJ 

complaint form “Confidential Citizen Complaint” is 

available enables public access for registering a 

confidential complaint on line.    

R11.  Websites should include a link for the 

public to make a Grand Jury complaint. 
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SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 

STAFF REPORT 

To: Board of Directors 

From: Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Cc: Sam Rose, Superintendent 
Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 
Joanna Belanger, Administrative Services Manager 

Subject: 2013-17 Strategic Plan, Annual Report Card 

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015 

Overview 
The South Placer Municipal Utility District 2013-17 Strategic Plan, approved by the Board of 
Directors in September 2013, established the blueprint for the District’s current activities and 
response to future activities and changing priorities. The Strategic Plan confirms the District’s 
Mission, Vision and Core Values as a customer driven utility dedicated to protecting the public 
health by providing quality sanitary sewer collection service while protecting and preserving our 
water environment and resources for future generations. 

The 2013-17 Strategic Plan includes Key Areas of Focus and Specific Goals that the District 
plans to accomplish during this planning period. A summary of the Key Areas and Goals are 
included in Attachment 1 to this report. Staff routinely evaluates and measures the progress 
toward achieving or completing the desired goals. These outcomes are reported semi-annually to 
the Board in a Report Card. Included as Attachment 2 is a report card ending the 4th Quarter of 
the previous fiscal year (FY 2014-15). As indicated in the Report Card, the District has made 
considerable progress on meeting its goals, particularly with the high-priority, technology- 
related projects.  As the Strategic Plan is intended to be durable and dynamic, staff is suggesting 
the following improvements, consolidations and eliminations to the following Strategic Plan 
Goals and Objectives.   

Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Board of Directors receive this Annual Report Card on the progress 
toward meeting the Strategic Plan Goals and Objectives. Since the Strategic Plan is intended to 
be durable and dynamic, staff is suggesting the following revisions, consolidations and/or 
eliminations to the following Strategic Plan Objectives:  

Goal 1.3 - Build Business efficiencies. 
• Revise Objective C - Utilize GPS vehicle data to maximize vehicle lifecycles.  Develop a

Vehicle/Equipment Maintenance Program 
• Revise Objective D - Evaluate usage of card reader for fuel station.

Item VI.4
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Goal 3.1 – Process all projects in a timely manner and ensure the best possible facilities for the 
District 

• Revise Objective B – Respond to Plan Check and Will Service requests within 20
working days for the 1st submittal, and 10 working days for the 2nd and 3rd (if necessary)
submittals with a 95% success rate.

Goal 4.1 - Eliminate SSO's using the most efficient and effective methods and procedures for 
maintenance of sewer main pipes. 

• Revise Objective A - Hydro-flush (clean) 100% of the System line segments identified as
needing to be cleaned. 

• Revise Objective B - Inspect (CCTV) 400 miles of mainline piping all mainline pipe
segments once every 4 years. 

• Revise Objective C - Perform (in-house) 175 repairs on mainline piping District-owned
pipes. 

Goal 4.3 - Develop and implement a comprehensive customer service lateral maintenance 
program 

• Revise Objective A - Assess and eliminate 100% of high risk Double Wyes. condition,
ensure accessibility, eliminate or mitigate all defects in 100% of District-Owned Double 
Wyes 

• Revise Objective B - Ensure 100% of the service laterals have accessible PLCO's.
Develop a private Lateral Program/Customer Service Program 

• Eliminate Objective C - Inspect 50% of the service laterals within the District. This
would be consolidated into Goal 4.3, B, above 

Goal 4.4 - Reduce the Impact of HFLS on Collection System Maintenance 
• Eliminate Objective B - Complete HFLS elimination program.  This is a means to

accomplish Goal 4.4, A, and as such can be consolidated. 

Goal 5.2 - Explore and evaluate investment and business practice alternatives 
• Eliminate Objective D - Assess vehicle and equipment lifecycle costs.  This has been

consolidated into the aforementioned Goal 1.3, C. 

Strategic Plan Goal 
This action is consistent with SPMUD Strategic Plan Goals and Objectives. 

Fiscal Impact 
There is no direct fiscal impact associated with receiving this report; however individual 
elements of the work plans carry associated financial impacts that will be quantified prior to any 
District action. 

Attachments: 
1. Summary of the Key Areas and Goals
2. Report Card ending 4th Quarter, FY 2014-15
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Attachment 1 
Strategic Plan 2013-17 Summary 

Our Mission (The 3 – P’s) 
 PROTECT public health and the water environment.
 PROVIDE efficient and effective sanitary sewer service.
 PREPARE for the future.

Our Vision 
To be a reliable, efficient, innovative operations and maintenance organization that preserves and 
prolongs the life of our assets, resulting in sustainable, cost- effective customer services. 

Our Core Values 
1. INTEGRITY: We will be trustworthy, truthful and honest.
2. STEWARDSHIP: We will be accountable and committed to responsible management and respect

our environment.
3. SERVICE: We will be responsive, reliable and respectful; putting the needs of the District and

customers first.
4. QUALITY: We will be dedicated to continuous improvement.

Key Areas of Focus & Desired Outcomes; Goals & Key Performance Indicators 
I. Customer Service: 
Provide efficient and effective Sewer service that meets customer and stakeholder expectations. 

GOAL 1.1: Engage Customers to determine expectations 
GOAL 1.2: Establish and meet Service Level(s) by Department. 
GOAL 1.3: Build Business efficiencies. 
GOAL 1.4: Improve Communications 

Key Performance Indicators 
Overall customer satisfaction rate 
Customer contact satisfaction rate 

II. Watershed Management
Meet or surpass water quality, environmental, regulatory and public health standards, while maintaining 
the public trust. 

GOAL 2.1: Develop High Risk Facilities Master Plan 
GOAL 2.2: Maintain Compliance with pertinent regulations 
GOAL 2.3: Prevent and mitigate Sewer System Overflows (SSO) 
GOAL 2.4: Maintain transparency with all District activities 

Key Performance Indicators 
Are we in compliance with all Federal, State and Local regulatory requirements? 

III. Infrastructure Management
Provide professional, technical, construction and engineering services that ensure the best possible 
facilities for the District now and in the future. 

GOAL 3.1: Plan all projects to ensure adherence to District standards and ordinances 
GOAL 3.2: Provide Engineering and Design to optimize the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) 
GOAL 3.3: Provide construction management to ensure the best possible facilities for the District 

Key Performance Indicators 
Through an Annual review process, are District projects and process performing as designed and 
intended? 
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IV. Sewer System Maintenance
Maintain and improve the District’s infrastructure in a cost effective manner to ensure delivery of reliable, 
high quality service now and in the future. 

GOAL 4.1: Eliminate SSO’s using the most efficient and effective methods and procedures for 
maintenance of sewer main pipes. 
GOAL 4.2: Operate and maintain sewer appurtenances to provide functional, reliable, efficient and 
effective service life. 
GOAL 4.3: Develop and implement a comprehensive customer service lateral maintenance program. 
GOAL 4.4 Reduce the impact of HFLS on Collection System Maintenance. 

Key Performance Indicators 
Are we in compliance with the State Waste Discharge Requirements (WDR) and have we met all 
established performance goals? 

V. Financial Stability 
Manage the District’s finances to support district needs and maintain reasonable wastewater rates. 

GOAL 5.1: Maintain sufficient Wastewater rates to meet regulatory requirements and customer 
expectations 
GOAL 5.2: Explore and evaluate investment and business practice alternatives 

Key Performance Indicators 
Are wastewater rate increases at or below inflation rates? Are wastewater rates at or below the average 
of surrounding sanitary sewer agencies? 
Has the District’s service level been maintained without increased cost to our customers? 

VI. Workforce Planning
Ensure ample talent to do the District’s work today and tomorrow. 

GOAL 6.1: Enhance Professional Development Programs to invest in District employees 
GOAL 6.2: Develop and implement competitive Compensation Programs 
GOAL 6.3: Continuously evaluate the organizational staffing needs for the District 

Key Performance Indicators 
Are District employees performing as required by Performance Plans?  
Have we had voluntary participation in the Employee Training Programs? 

VII. District Growth
Embrace opportunities to grow to provide better protection for our watershed and cost effective service to 
our customers. 

GOAL 7.1: Work with Regional Partners and analyze growth opportunities 
Key Performance Indicators 
Has the District maintained open communication with Regional Agencies regarding services the District 
could provide? 

VIII. Information Technology
Evaluate, implement and integrate the various Information Systems that will best support the District’s 
administrative, financial, technical, and field functions. 

GOAL 8.1: Develop IT Master Plan 
GOAL 8.2: Evaluate available Technology and Databases 
GOAL 8.3: Select, Implement and Integrate Databases 
GOAL 8.4: Continuously evaluate available technology to ensure efficient programs and processes 

Key Performance Indicators 
Has the IT Master Plan been successfully implemented? 
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I. Customer Service - Provide efficient and effective sewer service that meet customer and stakeholder expectations
Projected    

Fiscal    Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15
Goal 1.1 - Engage Customers to determine expectations
Objective A - Develop /Implement a tracking system by type of customer FY16 50%
Objective B - Redesign Website for better communication with stakeholders and customers FY15 65%

Goal 1.2 - Establish and meet Service Levels by Type of Customer
Objective A - Establish service level areas / categories by Department FY16 30% 30% 30%
Objective B - Train staff on service level expectations FY16 + 5% 5%
Objective C - Develop method to ensure service levels are adequate FY16 + 5% 5%

Goal 1.3 - Build Business efficiencies
Objective A - Review and standardize Purchasing Policies and Practices FY14 60% 80%
Objective B - Develop ability to accept credit cards over the phone, via the web and in the office FY13
Objective C - Utilize GPS vehicle data to maximize vehicle lifecycles.  Develop a Vehicle/Equipment Maintenance Program FY15 10% 10% 5%
Objective D - Evaluate usage of card reader for fuel station FY16 No
Objective E - Standardize meeting formats and materials FY15 40% 50% 60%
Objective F - Standardize electronic filing protocol FY15 40% 50% 60%
Objective G - Establish paperless practices + + +
Objective H - Standardize File naming conventions FY15 25% 40%
Objective I - Review Payroll and Time Entry processes FY14

Goal 1.4 - Improve Communications
Objective A - Add Email contact information for customers to enhance communications FY16 + +

SEMI-ANNUAL PROGESS REPORT

6 month Period including 4th Qtr FY 2014/15 

SOUTH PLACER MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT 
STRATEGIC PLAN FISCAL YEARS 2013-2017    
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Objective B - Establish Departmental communication protocols FY15 25% 40%
Objective C - Evaluate Telephone Technology FY15 15% 75%
Objective D - Evaluate Radio Technology FY15
Objective E - Investigate other technology for business communications FY15 + + +
Objective F - Improve Relationships with other Agencies for the Permitting Process FY14 75% 80% 90%

2. Watershed Management - Meet or surpass environmental, regulatory and public health standards, while maintaining public trust
Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 2.1 - Develop High Risk Facilities Master Plan
Objective A - Document High Risk Facilities (HRF) FY15 + 80% 90%
Objective B - Prioritize High Risk Faculties by probability and risk FY15 5% 30% 30%
Objective C - Develop SSO Mitigation measures for each High Risk Facility FY15 5% 5% 5%
Objective D - Identify improvement measures for each High Risk Facility FY15
Objective E - Produce written High Risk Facilities Master Plan FY15

Goal 2.2 - Maintain Compliance with Pertinent Regulations
Objective A - Identify and compile all applicable regulations that affect the operations & maintenance of the sewer system
1 - Federal Laws and Regulations 80% - -
2 - State Laws and Regulations - -
3 - Placer County Laws and Regulations + - -
4 - City of Rocklin, Town of Loomis and City of Roseville Laws and Regulations + - -
5 - South Placer Wastewater Authority Agreements and Regulations + - -
Objective B - Establish departmental accountability for assurance of regulatory compliance FY15 10% 10% 10%
Objective C - Flag regulatory changes that impact costs + + -

Goal 2.3 - Prevent and mitigate Sewer System Overflows
Objective A - Continuously evaluate and improve upon field processes + + +
Objective B - Continuously evaluate and improve upon SSO - Emergency Response Plan (SSO-ERP) FY14 + + +
Objective C - Ensure SSO - Emergency Response (ERP) training is performed in accordance with SSMP FY14 + - +
Objective D - Participate in CWEA and other Agency coordination/training + + +
Objective E - Explore Emergency Response Coordination with Regional Agencies FY17

Goal 2.4 - Maintain transparency with all District activities
Objective A - Post District activities and Public Information on the website + + +
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Objective B - Post improved information on website (Annual reports, Maint. activities, FOG Programs, Strategic Planning Info. etc.) + + +
Objective C - Create and post "Annual Report Card" of District activities + + +
Objective D - Perform additional Outreach within the Communities + + +

3. Infrastructure Management - Provide professional, technical, construction and engineering services that ensure the best possible facilities for the
District now and in the future. 

Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 3.1 - Process all projects in a timely manner and ensure the best possible facilities for the District
Objective A - Plan Check Development projects to ensure adherence to District standards & ordinances FY14 + + +
Objective B - Respond to Plan Check and Will-Serve requests within 20 working days for the 1st submittal, and within 10 working days for the 2nd 
and 3rd (if necessary) submittals with 95% success rate. FY14 - + +

Goal 3.2 - Provide Engineering and Design to optimize the Capital Improvement Program (CIP)
Objective A - Design Capital Improvement Projects to minimize lifecycle costs of District Assets FY15 10% 20%
Objective B - Update Master Plan, including System Flow Model by Second Quarter of FY 15 FY14 65% 75%

 Goal 3.3 - Provide Construction Management to ensure the best possible facilities for the District
Objective A - Provide Construction Mgmt. for CIPs to Complete the planning process and ensure adherence to District Standards FY15 +
Objective B - Ensure Dev. Projects are completed in accordance with approved plans and District standards FY14 + + +

4. Sewer System Maintenance - Maintain and improve the District's infrastructure in a cost-effective manner to ensure delivery of reliable, high
quality service now and in the future.

Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 4.1 - Eliminate SSO's using the most efficient and effective methods and procedures for maintenance of sewer main pipes
Objective A - Hydro-flush (clean) 100% of the System Hydro-flush (clean) 100% of line segments identified as needing to be cleaned + + +
Objective B - Inspect (CCTV) 400 miles of mainline piping.  Inspect all mainline pipe segments once every 4 years. + + +
Objective C - Perform (in-house) 175 repairs on mainline piping.  Perform 175 repairs on District-owned pipes - - -

Goal 4.2 - Operate and maintain sewer appurtenances to provide functional, reliable, efficient and effective service life
Objective A - Implement High Risk Facility (HRF) Master Plan FY15
Objective B - Evaluate Headquarters and Corporation Yard (Plant) facilities + + +
Objective C - Install SCADA systems at 100% of the critical remote sites 70% 90% 95%
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Objective D - Inspect and document 100% of the manholes in our system + + +
Objective E - Maintain easements to ensure 100% year-round accessibility + + +
Objective F - Improve efficiency of Plant processes and vehicle operation and maintenance 50% 50% 50%

Goal 4.3 - Develop and implement a comprehensive customer service lateral maintenance program
Objective A - Assess and eliminate 100% of high risk Double Wyes.  Assess condition, ensure accessability, eliminate or mitigate all defects in 100% of District-
Owned Double Wyes FY15 25%
Objective B - Ensure 100% of the service laterals have accessible PLCO's.  Develop a private Lateral Program/Customer Service Program + - 10%
Objective C - Inspect 50% of the service laterals within the District. Eliminate.  This would be included in Goal 4.3, B (above) - - XXXXXX

Goal 4.4 - Reduce the Impact of HFLS on Collection System Maintenance
Objective A - Reduce man-hours needed for HFLS maintenance FY15 35% 35% 35%
Objective B - Complete HFLS elimination program.  Eliminate. This is a means to accomplish Goal 4.4, A (above) FY15 30% 30% XXXXXX
Objective C - Complete implementation of Commercial FOG program FY14 35% 35% 35%
Objective D - Continue Improving Residential FOG Outreach Program FY14 + + +
Objective E - Develop and implement (In-House) Chemical Root Control Program

5. Financial Stability - Manage District finances to support District needs and maintain reasonable wastewater rates.
Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 5.1 - Maintain sufficient wastewater rates to meet regulatory requirements and customer expectations
Objective A - Evaluate the Fee Structure Policy to optimize fairness to customers FY14 70% 70% 70%
Objective B - Evaluate staffing levels and organizational growth + + +
Objective C - Optimize communication and oversight of Regional Wastewater Treatment expenses + + +

Goal 5.2 - Explore and evaluate investment and business practice alternatives
Objective A - Explore and analyze Investment options, to optimize financial growth 5% 5% 25%
Objective B - Evaluate Utility Billing processes and options available 10% +
Objective C - Develop detailed Reserve Fund allocation 20%
Objective D - Assess vehicle and equipment lifecycle costs.  Eliminate - Included in Goal 1.3, C (above) FY16 10% XXXXXXX
Objective E - Ensure reserves meet 80% of District projected needs + +

6. Workforce Planning - Ensure ample talent to do the District's work today and tomorrow.
Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 6.1 - Enhance Professional Development Programs to invest in District employees
Objective A - Develop Formal Employee Training Programs + + +
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Objective B - Establish Community Based Internship Program          (Delayed, until Sup. Training is completed) 50%
Objective C - Inform Board Directors of Professional Development Opportunities + + +

Goal 6.2 - Develop and Implement competitive Compensation Programs
Objective A - Prepare Salary and Benefit surveys on a periodic basis in conjunction with the MOU negotiations process
Objective B - Prepare alternative benefits packages to meet the changes from the Public Employee Pension Reform ACT (PEPRA) which affect the cap 
on retirement salary and benefits

Goal 6.3 - Continuously evaluate the organizational staffing needs for the District
Objective A - Perform a GAP analysis as it relates to the District Organization + + +
Objective B - Perform annual review of the Organizational Structure + + +
Objective C - Complete Succession planning 100% +

7. District Growth - Embrace opportunities to grow to provide better protection for our watershed and cost effective services to our customers.
Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 7.1 - Work with Regional Partners and analyze growth opportunities
Objective A - Evaluate surrounding Sewer operations to explore potential for growth by providing service at more reasonable rates + +
Objective B - Maintain open communication with Regional Agencies to keep abreast of Wastewater needs + + +

8. Information Technology - Evaluate, implement and integrate the various Information Systems that will best support the District's Administrative,
financial, technical and field functions.

Projected 
Fiscal Year Sept. 14 April 15 Sept 15

Goal 8.1 - Develop Information Technology Master Plan
Objective A - Using Consultants produce a formal IT Master Plan FY14

Goal 8.2 - Evaluate and select available Technology and Databases
Objective A - Evaluate and Prioritize CMMS Software Programs FY14
Objective B - Evaluate and prioritize the MOMS Software for Utility Billing,  Accts. Payable, Receivables & GL FY14
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Objective C - Evaluate and prioritize the CCTV Programs and processes
Objective D - Evaluate and Prioritize the Utility Billing processes and options available 2013/14 FY15
Objective E - Evaluate and Prioritize Geographical Information Systems (GIS) Programs and Processes FY14 90%
Objective F - Evaluate and prioritize the Fuel Database processes and fuel card options This assumes the evaluation (Goal 1.3, D) suggests we should 
move forward
Objective G - Evaluate and prioritize the SCADA Software selection

Goal 8.3 - Implement and Integrate Databases
Objective A - Program needed changes to databases
a - CMMS Software Programs FY14 70% 80% 90%
b - MOMS Software for Accounts Payable, Receivables & General Ledger FY15 75%
c - CCTV programs and processes 80% 85% 90%
d - Utility Billing processes and options available
e - GIS programs and Processes FY14 80% 90% 95%
f - Fuel database processes and fuel card options. This assumes the evaluation (Goal 1.3, D) suggests we should move forward FY15
g- SCADA integration 2015 FY15 70% 95% 95%
Objective B - Integrate database information between systems to the fullest extent FY14 65% 80% 80%

Goal 8.4 - Continuously evaluate available technology to ensure efficient programs and processes
Objective A - Subscribe to Journals and Participate with Associations to stay current with the industry + + +
Objective B - Review functions within each department to ensure integration occurs and duplication is avoided FY14 50% 80% 80%
Objective C - Establish an IT Support Program FY14 70%
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ITEM VII.2 GENERAL MANAGER REPORT 

To:  Board of Directors 

From:  Herb Niederberger, GM 

Date:  September 3, 2015 

Subject:  General Manager Monthly Staff Report – August 2015 

1) DEPARTMENT REPORTS
Attached are the monthly status reports for the Boards information: 

A. Facility Services Department
B. Administrative Service Department, and
C. Technical Services Department

The Department Managers are prepared to answer any questions from the Board. 

2) INFORMATION ITEMS
A. On August 5, 2015, the General Manager along with Director Mitchell, attended the Rocklin 

Chamber of Commerce Government Relations Committee.

B. From August 10 through 14, 2015, the General Manager was out of the office for an 
unexpected trip out of the State. During his absence, District Superintendent, Sam Rose, was 
in responsible charge.  

C. On August 19, 2015, the General Manager met with the District Legal Counsel to discuss 
District legal needs. Among some of the items that were discussed: 

i. The Participation Fee Deferred Payment Agreement with Brian Schultz on behalf of
the Studio Movie Grill. 

ii. The District’s Response to the 2014-2015 Placer County Grand Jury report entitled,
“Review of Placer County Government and Special District/Agency Websites.” 

iii. Additional California Public Records Act legislation
iv. The need for an a application and agreement template to comply with the

Encroachment Permits Ordinance 15-03
v. Pending revisions to the District Investment Policy

vi. Legislative Update

D. On August 20, 2015, the General Manager and the Administrative Services Manager, Joanna 
Belanger, met with representatives of Wells Fargo Financial Advisors to discuss possible 
changes to the District Investment Policy that provide opportunities for revenue 
enhancement.  

E. Advisory Committee Meetings: 
i. There were no meetings of the Policy and Ordinance Review Committee, the Fee and

Finance Committee, or the Loomis 2x2 during August. 

Item VII.2
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3) LONG RANGE AGENDA
October 2015

High Risk Facilities Report 
Revisions to the District Investment Policy 
Foothill Trunk ISMND 

November 2015 
FY 2014/15 Audit Report 

December 2015 
OPEB Actuarial Report 
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To:  Board of Directors 

From:  Sam Rose, Superintendent 

Cc:  Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Subject: Field Services Department Monthly Report 

Meeting Date: September 3, 2015  

Overview 
This report provides the Board with an overview of Field Services operations from 7/29/2015 
through 8/20/2015.  The work listed is not all inclusive.  

1. Recordable Accidents/Injuries (OSHA 300)

a. None to Report (1142 Days since last Recordable Illness/Injury)

2. Service Calls / Sanitary Sewer Overflows (SSOs)

a. Service Calls
i. Twelve (12)

A. 10 - Customer’s Responsibility 
B. 2 - SPMUD Responsibility  

a) Odor Complaint
b) Mainline SSO

b. Lift Station Calls
i. Zero (0)

c. Sanitary Sewer Overflows (SSOs)
i. One (1) (17 Days since last SSO) 

3. Safety/Training/Professional Development

a. Three Lead Workers attended “Leadership” seminar.
b. Two Lead Workers attended “Supervisor” seminar.
c. Four employees attended Traffic Control and Flagger certification course
d. Three (3) “Tailgate” safety sessions were held.

4. Maintenance

a. CCTV Mainline Segments 181 Segments 39,644’ 
b. CCTV Service Laterals 44 Laterals 1,492’ 
c. Hydro-Clean Mainline Segments 45 Segments 10,943’ 
d. Manhole Inspections 120 Manholes 
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e. Rodded/Cleaned Service Laterals 14 Laterals

5. Construction
a. Service Taps 2 Taps 
b. Lateral Installs 2 Laterals 
c. Property Line Cleanout Work

i. Repaired 8 Cleanouts 
ii. Installed 4 Cleanouts 

d. Service Lateral Repair 0 Laterals 
e. Manhole Rehabilitation 0 Manholes 

6. Facilities
a. Lift Stations (x13)

i. All Weekly lift station Function Checks/Inspections completed
ii. All Monthly lift station wet well cleaning completed

b. Filters (x12) replaced on Corporation Yard water facility
c. Corporation Yard fences/gates – miscellaneous repairs completed

7. Miscellaneous
a. Vehicle Inventory performed for all vehicles
b. Installed new Pull-Tarp cover on Dump Truck
c. Replaced Beacon light on unit 12

Page 110 of 114



ITEM VII. ASD REPORT 

To:  Board of Directors 

From:  Joanna Belanger, Administrative Services Manager 

CC:  Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Subject: Administrative Services Department Monthly Report 

Board Mtg. Date: September 3, 2015 

Utility Billing Staggered invoices 

The first mailing of the staggered Utility Billing invoices were delayed by software 
complications.  Necessary software modifications have been completed and implementation is 
back on schedule.  Full implementation of the new cycles will be complete at the beginning of 
October 2015.   

Annual Audit Preparation 

The Districts Auditor, Stroub & Associates visited the District the week of August 10th, 2015.  
The final field visit with the Auditor is scheduled for September 2, 2015. Due to delays in the 
delivery of the GASB 68 report from CalPERS, the anticipated date for completion has moved to 
the middle of October. Staff intends to brief the Fee and Finance Committee with a preliminary 
audit report later that month. The Final Audit Report will be presented to the Board at the 
November 5, 2015 meeting. 

July 1, 2015 OPEB Valuation Report 

Staff is working with Actuarial representatives from Bickmore Services to complete the July 1, 
2015 OPEB Report.  A completed report is anticipated by the end of October, with presentation 
to the Board tentatively scheduled for the November Board meeting. 

F.O.G. Outreach Events 

Preparations are continuing for attendance at the Rocklin Hot Chili, Cool Cars event scheduled 
for September 19th, 2015.  Staff from all departments will run the booth, and provide educational 
materials to attendees regarding the Fats, Oils & Grease program and the “What not to Flush” 
initiative. 
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Future educational events for late fall and early spring are in initial planning stages.  Staff will 
invite classes from local schools to participate in short educational presentations regarding  
District operations, Fats, Oils & Grease programs and the “What not to Flush” initiative. 

Staff is in the process of preparing a semi-annual newsletter to customer. The first issue shall 
concentrate on District operations, Fats, Oils & Grease programs and the “What not to Flush” 
initiative. 
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ITEM VII. TSD REPORT 

To: Board of Directors 

From: Eric Nielsen, District Engineer 

Cc: Herb Niederberger, General Manager 

Subject: Technical Services Department Monthly Report 

Board Date: September 3, 2015 

IT Master Plan 
Staff continues to work towards Phase One Implementation, which will include discontinued use 
of the existing WWMS database and implementation of the Lucity database.   

Loomis Diversion Line 
The Final Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) was certified by the Loomis 
Town Council on August 11, 2015.   
The final design and the process of right-of-way acquisition will now begin, pending the 
approval of the project by the Board and authorization of the engineering services contract. 

High Risk Facilities (HRF) Program 
The process of loading data from various District databases into the risk assessment tool is 
underway.  The prioritized list of assets will be bundled into proposed capital improvement 
projects (CIPs) and preliminarily scheduled by staff.  The bundled projects will then be reviewed 
by a consultant and receive preliminary design and cost estimates.   

Foothill Trunk Sewer Upsizing Project 
The Draft Initial Study / Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) was circulated for public 
comment.  Staff is in the process of responding to the comments received during the period of 
public comment.  The Final IS/MND is scheduled to be brought to the Board for certification and 
project approval at the October board meeting. 
Construction of this project is planned for spring of 2016. 

District Easements 
Staff have begun the process of creating a registry of the District easements and incorporating 
them into the District GIS and Lucity databases.  The registry will then be used to systematically 
inspect District easements to identify encroachments that require permitting. 
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Department Performance Indicators 
The following charts depict the efforts and performance of the department in two areas as of 
August 25th.  Additional charts may be added in the future for other areas of work in the 
department. 
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