
AGENDA
REGULAR MEETING OF THE HEMET CITY COUNCIL

September 23,2014
6:00 p.m.
City of Hemet Council Chambers www.cityofhemet.org
450 E. Latham Avenue Please silence all cell phones
xNott?e: Members of the Publt:c attending shall comply with the Councilb adopted Rules of Decorum in
Resolution No. 4545. A copy of the Rules of Decorum are available from the City Clerk.

Call to Order

Roll Call
ROLL CALL: Council Members Krupa, Wright and Youssef, Mayor Pro Tem Milne

and Mayor Smith

Work Study
Discussion regarding this item, with possible direction to staff

1. WRCOG Update - Rick Bishop, WRCOG

Closed Session

Notice of Opportunitv for Public Comment
Members of the Public may comment upon any identified item on the closed session agenda.
Since the Council's deliberation on these items is confidential the City Council and City Staff
will not be able to answer or address questions relating to the items other than procedural
questions. At the conclusion of the closed session, the City Attorney will report any actions
taken by the City Council which the Ralph M. Brown Act required to be publicly reported.

Conference with Labor Negotiators
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6
Agency designated representatives: City Manager Hill
Employee organization :

Seruice Employees International Union General Employees

Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litiqation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(dX1)
Name of case: Hemet Firefighters Association, et al. v. City of Hemet, et al.

RSC Case No. RIC I400I75
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REGULAR SESSION
7=OO p.m.
C¡ty of Hemet C¡ty Council Chambers
450 E. Latham Avenue

Call to Order

Roll Call
ROLL CALL: Council Members Krupa, Wright and Youssef, Mayor Pro Tem

Milne and Mayor Smith

Invocation

Pledge of Allegiance

4

C¡ty Attorney Closed Session Repoft

Conference with Labor Negotiators
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6
Agency designated representatives: City Manager Hill
Employee organization :

Seruice Employees International Union General Employees

Conference with Legal Counsel - Existino Litigation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(dX1)
Name of case: Hemet Firefighters Association, et al. v. City of Hemet, et al.

RSC Case No. RIC I400I75

5

6

Presentation

Proclamation in Honor of Twenty-Nine Years of Literacy Services in Hemet and
oroclaiming Seotember 2014 as "Literacy Awareness Month

C¡ty Council Business

Notice to the Public
The Consent Calendar contains items which are typically routine in nature and will be enacted
by one motion by the Council unless an item is removed for discussion by a member of the
public, staff, or Council. lf you wish to discuss a Consent Calendar item please come to the
microphone and state the number of the item you wish to discuss. Then wait near the lecture.
When the Mayor calls your turn give your last name, and address, then begin speaking. You
will have three minutes at that time to address the Council.
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7

B.

Consent Calendar

Receive and File - Warrant Registers
a. Warrant registers dated September 4,2014 in the amount of $1,335,739.87 and

September II,20t4 in the amount of #2,L62,247.52. Payroll for the period of
August L8, 2014 to August 3L, 20t4 was $601,547.4t.

Recommendation by Administrative Services - Amend the City's Classification
Plan by Adding the Classifìcations of Fire Fighter/Paramedic and Fire
Engineer/Paramedic, Setting Premium Pay for said classifìcations, and Related Side
Letter of Agreement with Hemet Fire Fighters Association Local No. 2342 (HFFA)

a. Approve the new classificatlons of Fire Fighter/Paramedic and Fire
Engineer/Paramedic, set the premium pay for employees holding these
classifications at five percent (5%), and approve the related Side Letter of
Agreement between the City of Hemet and the HFFA.

Recommendation by Fire DepaÊment - Approval of Agreement for Seruices and
Purchase Order - CSG Consultants
a. Authorize the City Manager to approve an Agreement for Seruices and Purchase

Order to CSG Consultants for Fiscal Year 20t4l15 in the amount of $87.50 per

hour in an amount not to exceed $91,000.

Approval of Minutes

10. September 9,20t4

11

Successor Agency Consent Calendar

Recommendation by Community Investment - Settlement Agreement with the
Hemet Unified School District
a. Adopt a Resolution approving a Settlement Agreement with the Hemet Unified

School District relating to historical misallocated pass through payments.
Resolution Bill No. 14-063

Recommendation by Community Investment - Settlement Agreement with the
Riverside County Office of Education
a. Adopt a Resolution approving a Settlement Agreement with the Riverside County

Office of Education to resolve a dispute related to the calculation and payment of
pass-through obligations. Resolution Bill No. 14-064
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Public Hearing
The City Council's procedure for public hearings will be as follows: The Mayor will ask the City
Manager for the staff report; the City Manager will call on the appropriate staff member for the
report. The Mayor will ask for clarification of items presented, if needed. The Mayor will open
the public hearing: ask for comments for those lN FAVOR of the case; ask for comments lN
OPPOSITION to the case; and finally for rebuttal to any comments made. The Mayor will then
CLOSE THE PUBLIC HEARING. The Mayor will ask the City Manager to respond to any
questions raised by the public (the public will not have the opportunity to respond). The matter
will then be discussed by members of the City Council prior to taking action on the item.

13. Comprehensive Fee Schedule Deputy C¡ty Manager/Administrative Seryices
Director Hurst
a. Conduct a public hearing to elicit public comment regarding new and changed

City fees for seruice per the Comprehensive Fee Schedule; and
b. Continue the public hearing to October 14, 20t4 to consider the proposed

ordinance and resolution to adopt new and changed CiÇ fees for seruice per the
Comprehensive Fee Schedule; and

c. Direct staff to amend the proposed ordinance and resolution, as needed.

Communications from the Public
Anyone who wishes to address the Council regarding items not on the agenda may do so at
this time. As a courtesy, please complete a Request to Speak Form found at the City Clerk's
desk. Submit your completed form to the City Clerk prior to the beginning of the meeting.
Presentations are limited to three minutes in consideration of others who are here for agenda
items. Please come fonruard to the lectern when the Mayor calls upon you. When you are
recognized, you may proceed with our comments.
*Notice: Members of the Public attending shall comply with the adopted Rules of
Decorum in Resolution No. 4545. A copy of the Rules of Decorum are available from the
City Clerk.

State law prohibits the City Council from taking action or discussing any item not appearing on
the agenda except for brief responses to statements made or questions posed by the public.
ln addition, they may, on their own initiative or in response to questions posed by the public,
ask a question for clarification, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual
information, or request staff to report back to them at a subsequent meeting. Furthermore, a
member of the City Council or the Council itself may take action to direct staff to place a matter
of business on a future agenda.

C¡ty Council Repofts

T4,

A. Council Member Krupa
1. Traffic and Parking Commission
2. Riverside Conseruation Authority (RCA)

3. Ramona Bowl Association
4. Indian Gaming Distribution Fund
5. Riverside Transit Agency (RTA)
6. Watermaster Board
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B Council Member Wright
1. Park Commission
2. Planning Commission
3. Indian Gaming Distribution Fund
4. Riverside County Habitat Conseruation Agency (RCHCA)

5. Ramona Bowl Association

Council Member Youssef
1. Western Riverside County of Governments (WRCOG)

2. Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC)

Mayor Pro Tem Milne
1. Library Board
2. League of California Cities
3. Riverside County Habitat Conseruation Agency (RCHCA)

4. Riverside Transit Agency (RTA)
5. Riverside Conseruation Authority (RCA)

6. Disaster Planning Commission

Mayor Smith
1. League of California Cities
2. Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC)

3. Western Riverside County of Governments (WRCOG)

4. Public Safety Update
5. Hemet Community Activities

Ad-Hoc Committee Repofts
1. Crime Stoppers Plus Ad-Hoc Committee
2. West Hemet MSHCP Ad-Hoc Committee
3. Regent Development Agreement Ad-Hoc Committee

c.

D

E.

F

G City Manaoer Hill
1. Manager's Reports
2. City Ciouncil Meeting schedule for November 1lth and 25th and December

23rd

Continued Closed Session

c¡w Attorney Continued Closed Session Repoft

Future Agenda ltems
If Members of Council have items for consideration at a future City Council meeting, please

nda item to provide direction to the City Manager.state the age
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Adjournment
Adjourn to Tuesday, October 14,2014 at7:.OO p.m. for consideration of items placed on that
agenda. The next regular meeting will be held October 28,2014.

Sfaff reports and other disclosable public records related to open session agenda items are
available at the City Clerk's Office or at the public counter located at 445 E. Florida Avenue
during normal business hours.

ln compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assrsúance fo
participate in this meeting, please contact the City Clerk. Notification 48 hours prior to the
meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this
meeting.
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AGENDA # .7

Staff Report

TO

RE

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

FROM: Jessica A. Hurst, DC rvices Director;

DATE

Wally Hill, City Manag

September 23,2014

Warrant Register

The City of Hemet's warrant registers dated September 4, 2014 in the amount of
$1,335,739.87 and September 11, 2014 in the amount of $2,162,247.52 are currently posted
on the City's website in the Finance Depaftment section, under Financial lnformation. Payroll
for the period of August 18,2014 to August 31,2014 was $601 ,547.41.

CLAIMS VOUCH ER APPROVAL

"1, Jessica A. Hurst, Deputy City Manager/Administrative Services, do hereby certify that
to the best of my knowledge and ability, that the warrant register posted on the city's
website is a true and correct list of warrants for bills submitted to the City of Hemet, and
the payroll register through the dates listed above, and that there will be sufficient
monies in the respective funds for their payment."

Respectfully submitted,

ica A. Hurst
puty City Manager/Administrative Services Director

JAH: mh



CITY OF HEMET
VOUCHERA/VARRANT REGI STER

FOR ALL PERIODS

CLAIMS VOUCHER APPROVAL

I, JESSICA A. HURST, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT TO THE BEST OF MY
KNOWLEDGE AND ABILITY, THAT THE WR POSTED ON THE CITY WEBSITE IS A
TRUE AND CORRECT LIST OF WARRANTS FOR BILLS SUBMITTED TO THE CITY
OF HEMET THROUGH THE DATES LISTED ABOVE, AND THAT THERE WILL BE
SUFFICIENT MONIES IN THE RESPECTIVE FUNDS FOR THEIR PAYMENT.

JESSICA A. HURST
DCM/ADM I N ISTRATIVE SERVICES DI RECTOR



AGENDA # 3

Staff Report

TO:

FROM

Honorable Mayor and Members of the Hemet City Council

Jessica A. Hurst, Dep dministrative Services Director
Wally Hill, City Manag

September 23,2014

Approval to Amend the City's Classification Plan by Adding the Classifications of
Fire Fighter/Paramedic and Fire Engineer/Paramedic, Setting Premium Pay for
said classifications, and Approval of the Related Side Letter of Agreement with the
Hemet City Fire Fighters Local No. 2342 (HFFA).

RE

DATE:

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council approves the new classifications of Fire
Fighter/Paramedic and Fire Engineer/Paramedic, set the premium pay for employees holding
these classifications at five percenl (5%), and approve the related Side Letter of Agreement
between the City of Hemet and HFFA.

BACKGROUND:

On September 9, 2014, the City Council authorized the City Manager to develop with Riverside
County Fire/CalFire, a transition process to optimize the number of qualified Hemet Fire
Department employees that are eligible to transfer employment to Riverside County Fire/CalFire.
Approval of the paramedic classifications is necessary to facilitate the Council's direction to
procure the training necessary for Hemet Fire Fighters who currently hold a California Paramedic
License to obtain paramedic certification from Riverside County Emergency Medical Services
(EMS).

ANALYSIS:

This action will assist in providing for the transition of HFFA members from the City of Hemet
service employment to service employment by the State of California, Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection.

COORDINATION & REVIEW:

The City and HFFA have conferred in good faith pursuant to the provisions of the Meyers-Milias-
Brown Act, and have agreed to the paramedic classifications, premium pay of five percent (5%),
and the Side Letter of Agreement.

I



FISCAL IMPAGT:

Funding for the Fire Fighter/Paramedic and Fire Engineer/Paramedic 5% premium pay was
included in the Fiscal Year 2014-15 budget in account 1 10-3200-1 100.

lly submitted, Approved

)urd,/
ica A. Hurst

Deputy City Manager/
Administrative Services Director

Wally Hill
City Manager

Attachment(s): Fire Fighter/Paramedic Job Description
Fire Engineer/Paramedic Job Description
Side Letter of Agreement

2



CITY OF HEMET
Glass Code: 7512
Page I of3

FIRE ENGIN EER/PARAMEDIC

C/ass specrTrcations are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties performed by
employees in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect all duties pertormed within the job.

DEFINITION

Under general supervision, drives, operates, and maintains fire fighting apparatus and equipment;
responds to fire calls, emergency calls and non emergency calls to protect life and property;
provides Advanced Life Support including medical assessment, treatment, and stabilization of the
critically injured; maintains control, manages and directs patient care at the scene of a pre-hospital
emergency; conducts and participates in fire training, fire prevention, public education, station and
equipment maintenance activities; assists in all phases of fire suppression; and performs a varietyof
duties relative to assigned area of responsibility.

ESSENTIAL FUNCTIONS

Essenfia/ functions, as defined under the Americans with Disabilities Act may include, but are not
limited to the following characterisfics, dufies, responslbilities, knowledge, sk//s and other
characteristics:

lnspects fire vehicles to ensure presence of appropriate equipment and operational efficiency;
cleans and performs minor maintenance; maintains records on vehicles and equipment;drives and
operates fire fighting apparatus and other units to emergency sites; locates hydrants, attaches
hoses, and operates pumps at proper pressures;evaluates adequacyof watersystem and available
water supply; operates aerial laddertruck; stabilizes truck; maneuvers and extends/retracts ladder.

Participates in fire extinguishment, ventilation, salvage, rescue, and other operations; operates
various fire fighting, control, and rescue equipment such as pumps, ladders, air chisel, and
extrication tools; lays hose lines and directs water streams into fires.

Provides and directs fast, efficient Advanced Life Support to the ill and injured utilizing all basic and
advanced abilities and techniques, including but not limited to: the placement of peripheral and intra-
osseous lines, multi-lumen ainruays, and endotracheal intubations; needle thorocentesis; fluid and
drug therapy; cardiac monitoring and EKG interpretations, transcutaneous pacing, defibrillation, and
cardioversion.

Renders emergency medical assistance; performs cardiopulmonary resuscitation and electrical
defibrillation; lifts and transports injured persons; administers intravenous saline, glucose and
volume expanding agents; obtains blood for laboratory analysis; interprets cardiac arrhythmias;
performs pulmonary ventilation by use of airway adjuncts; administers drugs; operates voice and
biomedical telemetry communication systems and equipment; assists in childbirth; drives medical
rescue vehicles under emergency conditions; prepares and presents to employees and the public
demonstrations and classes in fìrst aid, cardiopulmonary resuscitation and othersubjects relating to
medical assistance.

Date Adopted: 09 123120 1 4
Date Last Revised: New Class



Class Code: 7512
Page 2 of 3

Fire Engineer/Paramedic
Date Last Revised: New Class

Recognizes and understands a medical emergency and makes reasonable and acceptable
differential analysis.

Understands and anticipates the pharmacological treatment of critically ill and injured patients.

Understands and anticipates potential lifethreatening emergencies and institutes appropriate
emergency therapy where essential for the preservation of life.

Responsible for quality patient-care as established by the Department.

Maintains effective appropriate communication with on-scene pre-hospital and first-responder
personnel and the base hospital personnel/physician.

Completes required reports

Restocks supplies and maintains emergency vehicles and equipment in proper working condition

lnspects, cleans, and services various fire fighting equipment and apparatus; performs routine and
preventive maintenance to equipment as necessary; assists in maintaining clean and orderly
conditions in and about the fire station.

Participates in inspections of public and commercial buildings for fire prevention and target hazard
identification and review; evaluates water system capabilities.

Assists with programs such as fire investigation, pre-fire planning, and maintenance of pertinent City
maps.

Participates in and conducts training and development activities to maintain current knowledge of
technological advancements and other relevant information.

May be subject to call back during non-duty hours.

Participates and conducts public education activities for children and other citizens relating to the
functions of the Fire Department and safety; participates in public relations and fire prevention
activities and demonstrations.

Serves as acting Captain as assigned

WORKING CONDITIONS

Environmental Conditions

Emergency fire fighting environment; hazards of emergency driving; work at various heights;
work with water; exposure to heat, noise, dust, grease, radiant energy, toxic materials, and
inclement weather conditions; work in confined spaces.



Glass Code: 7512
Page 3 of 3

Fire Engineer/Paramedic
Date Last Revised: New Class

Phvsical Conditions

Essential and marginal functions may require maintaining physical condition necessary for
heavy or moderate or light lifting, bending, stooping, kneeling, crawling; walking, standing or
sitting for prolonged periods of time; operating motorized equipment and vehicles.

KNOWLEDGE AND ABILITIES

Considerable knowledge of fire fighting methods and techniques, as well as basic and advanced
emergency medical care and life support; operation and maintenance of pumping engines and
ladder trucks; practical/applied hydraulics; location of hydrants and water mains in the City; traffic
regulations and City geography; principles and practices observed in rendering emergency medical
services.

Ability to drive and operate fire fighting equipment skillfully under a variety of conditions; compute
engine andnozzle pressures; acteffectivelyand quicklyin emergencysituations;preparedrawings
of locations to scale; read electrical, gas, water, and propane valves; deal courteously and
effectively with the general public; establish and maintain cooperative relationships with those
contacted in the course of work; work effectively and cooperatively with others; understand and
follow verbal and written directions.

QUALIFICATIONS GUIDELINES

Education and/or Experience

Completion of 12 semester college units in Fire Technology including California Fire Seruice
Training and Education System Certificates of Completion of Fire Fighter I and ll curriculum
and Fire Command 1-A and 1-B; and Hemet Fire DepartmentActing EngineerCertification.
Two years of experience as a paid full{ime Fire Fighter with Hemet Fire Department.

CERTIFICATION/LICENSE AND/OR OTH ER SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS

Possession of a valid California Class A, B, or C Driver License with a aFirefighter EndorsementG
card or Class B Fire Apparatus Restricted License prior to appointment, and maintain a satisfactory
driving record.

Must possess and maintain a current: State of California Emergency MedicalTechnician Paramedic
Certificate (EMT-P) issued by The California Emergency Medical Services Authority; American Heart
Association Advanced Cardiac Life Support, Pediatric Advanced Life Support (a current PEPP
Certification can be accepted in place of a current PALS Certification);American HeartAssociation
CPRyAED Certifcation; Pre-hospital Trauma Life Support or Basic Trauma Life Support (BTLS)
Certifications, and a valid REMS Accreditation.

Hemet Fire Department Driver/Operator certification to include Hemet Fire Department
Aerial/Operator or Truck Certification.



CITY OF HEMET
Class Code: 7509
Page I of3

FIRE FIGHTERYPARAM EDIC

C/ass specffications are intended to present a descriptive list of the range of duties pertormed by
employees in the class. Specifications are not intended to reflect allduties pertormed within the job.

DEFINITION

Under general supervision, performs fire fighting activities to protect life and property; responds
to a variety of fire and emergency and non-emergency calls including structure fires, traffic
collisions, hazardous materials incidents, building collapses, and wildland fires; operates a
variety of fire suppression and life-saving equipment; provides Advanced Life Support including
medical assessment, treatment, and stabilization of the critically injured; maintains control,
manages and directs patient care at the scene of a pre-hospital emergency; provides training
and instruction as appropriate; performs station and equipment maintenance; and, performs a
variety of other duties relative to assigned area of responsibility.

ESSENTIAL FUNCTIONS

Essenfra/ functions, as defined under the Americans with Disabilities Act may include, but are
not limited to the following characteristics, duties, responsibilities, knowledge, sk//s and other
characteristics:

Responds to fire calls and participates in fire extinguishment, ventilation, salvage, rescue, and
other operations; operates various fire fighting/control equipment such as pumps, hoses,
ladders, and extinguishers; lays hose lines and directs water streams into fire; participates in
mop up and overhaul operations.

Provides and directs fast, efficient Advanced Life Support to the ill and injured utilizing all basic
and advanced abilities and techniques, including but not limited to: the placement of peripheral
and intra-osseous lines, multi-lumen airways, and endotracheal intubations; needle
thorocentesis; fluid and drug therapy; cardiac monitoring and EKG interpretations,
transcutaneous pacing, defibrillation, and cardioversion.

Renders emergency medical assistance; performs cardiopulmonary resuscitation and electrical
defibrillation; lifts and transports injured persons; administers intravenous saline, glucose and
volume expanding agents; obtains blood for laboratory analysis; interprets cardiac arrhythmias;
performs pulmonary ventilation by use of ainruay adjuncts; administers drugs; operates voice
and biomedical telemetry communication systems and equipment; assists in childbirth; drives
medical rescue vehicles under emergency conditions; prepares and presents to employees and
the public demonstrations and classes in first aid, cardiopulmonary resuscitation and other
subjects relating to medical assistance.

Recognizes and understands a medical emergency and makes reasonable and acceptable
differential analysis.

Understands and anticipates the pharmacologicaltreatment of critically ill and injured patients.

Date Adopted= 09 I 231 201 4
Date Last Revised: New Class



Class Code: 7509 Fire Fighter/Paramedic
Date Last Revised: New

Understands and anticipates potentially lifethreatening sequelae of non-cardiac emergencies
and institutes appropriate emergency therapy where essential for the preservation of life.

Responsible for quality patient-care as established by the Department.

Maintains effective appropriate communication with on-scene pre-hospital and first-responder
personnel and the base hospital personnel/physician.

Completes required reports.

Restocks supplies and maintains emergency vehicles and equipment in proper working
condition.

lnspects, cleans, and services various fire fighting equipment and apparatus; performs routine
and preventive maintenance on equipment as necessary; assists in maintaining clean and
orderly conditions in and about the fire station.

Attends and participates in special drills and other training activities; conducts and participates
in training exercises; develops skills in fire suppression, medical aid, apparatus operation, and
other related areas.

Participates in inspections of public and commercial buildings for fire prevention and target
hazard identification and review; evaluates water system capabilities.

Assists with programs such as fire investigation, pre-fire planning, and maintaining pertinent City
maps.

May be subject to call-back during non-duty hours.

Gives informative and educational tours of the fire station to school children and other citizens;
explains the functions of the Fire Department; and participates in other public relations activities.

WORKING CONDITIONS

Environmental Conditions:

Emergency fire fighting environment; hazards of emergency driving; work at various
heights; work with water; exposure to heat, noise, dust, grease, radiant energy,
contagious and/or toxic materials and inclement weather conditions; work in confined
spaces.

Phvsical Conditions:

Essential and marginal functions may require maintaining physical condition necessary
for heavy, moderate, or light lifting, bending, stooping, kneeling, crawling; walking,
standing or sitting for prolonged periods; operating motorized equipment and vehicles.



Class Gode: 7509
Paoe 3 of 3

Fire Fighter/Paramedic
Date Last Revised: New Glass

KNOWLEDGE, SKILLS AND ABILITIES

Knowledge of basic fire prevention and suppression techniques and practices, as well as basic
and advanced emergency medical care and life support.

Ability to learn and apply fire fighting principles and techniques; think and act quickly and
effectively in emergency situations; understand and apply mechanical and physical principles
related to fire suppression; learn and apply fire code provisions and arson/fire investigation
techniques; deal courteously and effectively with the general public; establish and maintain
cooperative relationships with those contacted in the course of work; and understand and follow
verbal and written directions.

QUALIFICATIONS GUIDELINES

Education and/or Experience:

Any combination of education and experience that has provided the knowledge, skills,
and abilities necessary for satisfactory job performance as a Fire Fighter/Paramedic.
A typical way of obtaining the required qualifications is graduation from high school or
possession of a General Equivalency Diploma (GED) certificate.

CERTI FICATION/LICENSE AN D/OR OTH ER SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS

Possession of a valid California Class C Driver License, and maintain a satisfactory driving
record.

Completion of a California State Fire Marshal approved Fire Fighter I Academy and/or
possession of a California Fire Fighter I Certification with demonstrated skills and abilities
therewith.

Must possess and maintain a current: State of California Emergency Medical Technician
Paramedic Certificate (EMT-P) issued by The California Emergency Medical Services Authority;
American Heart Association Advanced Cardiac Life Support, Pediatric Advanced Life Support (a
current PEPP Certification can be accepted in place of a current PALS Certification); American
Heart Association CPRyAED Certification; Pre-hospital Trauma Life Support or Basic Trauma
Life Support (BTLS) Certifications, and a valid REMS Accreditation.

CPAT: Candidates must have a current passing score on the CPAT at the time of application
AND at the time of certification for hiring consideration. A CPAT score is valid for one year. No
candidate will be allowed to sit for the written test until proof of a valid passing CPAT score is
submitted.



SIDE LETTER OF AGREEMENT TO THE
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE

THE CITY OF HEMET
AND

THE HEMET CITY FIRE FIGHTERS LOCAL NO.2342

The City of Hemet and the Hemet City Fire Fighters Local No. 2342, hereby agree to
this Side Letter of Agreement which modifies the terms and conditions set forth in the
November 1, 2011 through October 31, 2013 Memorandum of Understanding (hereinafter
"MOU") between the City of Hemet (hereinafter "City") and the Hemet City Fire Fighters Local
No. 2342 (hereinafter "Association") as follows:

The parties have conferred in good faith pursuant to the provisions of the Meyers-
Milias Brown Act (MMBA), and have jointly prepared this Side Letter of Agreement.

The parties have agreed to add this Side Letter to the MOU, effective September 23,
2014.

The parties have agreed to the proposed job classifications of Fire Fighter/Paramedic
and Fire Engineer/Paramedic, to add these classifications to the MOU, Article l,
Recognition, and to set the premium pay for paramedic classifications at five percent
(5o/o).

APPROVALS

HEMET FIRE FIGHTERS LOCAL NO.2342: CITY OF HEMET:

1

2

3

Steve Sandefer
President, HFFA

Dated

Wally Hill
City Manager

Dated



TO

FROM

DATE

AGENDA # g

Stoff Report

Honorable Mayor and Members of the Hemet City Council

Peter Bryan, lnterim Fire ,ll//
Wally Hill, City Manager

September 23,2014

Approval of Agreement for services and Purchase order - csc consultantsRE

RECOMMENDED AGTION:
@toapproveanAgreementforServicesandPurchaseordertoCSG
Consultants for Fiscal y;ar z}14,lis in tne amount of $87.50 per hour in an amount not to exceed

$91,000.

vention spe position in Moreno

ultants had n to fill in until the

be made to minimum of twelve

(12) hours per week in the City to include counte services, plus extra

hours of services as needed. The cost is $87'50 per hour'

ANALYSIS:
nsultants for approximately 20 hours per week,

re various new construction/new development
will also expend time on complaint inspections,
ment of the Fire fees as part of the City's

comprehensive fee review, and other code services'

The cost to perform new construction/new development services is mostly recovered from fees

during the pioject process. The intent with the current fees, and the new proposed fees, is.to

i"óôuË. rp io ioooz, of cost. During Fy 2013-14 we recovered nearly all the cost of the contractor

performing the work on behalf of the City.

GoNSISTENCY WITH ADOPTED GOALS. PLANS,,AID PROGRAMS: _
Council goalfor Fire Prevention and

Weed Abatement Services.
. @ Minimize fire-related property damage through a cost-effective fire prevention

and weed abatement Program'

Obiective l.l: Complete l}Oo/o of scheduled new development/new business

inspections.
a
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FISGAL IMPACT:
The cost for the services provided is contained within the 110-3225 Fire Prevention and Weed

Abatement program budget, The FY 2014-15 budget contains only funds for contract services

and will be utilized through June 30. There are no salary costs, Every effort is already being

made to recover up to 100% of contract services costs'

Peter Bryan
lnterim Fire Chief

pectfully bmitted, Fiscal Review:

Deputy
A. Hurst
City Manager/Administrative Services

2



AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES

By and Between

THE CrrY OF HEMET,
a municipal corporation

CSG Consultants, Inc.

and

RN #48294325-6094v4



AGREEMENT FOR SERVICES
BETWEEN

THE CITY OF HEMET, CALIFORIIIA
AND

CSG Consultants,Inc.

This Agreement for Services ("Agreement") is entered into as of thislst day of July,2014

by and between the City of Hemet, a municipal corporation ("City") and CSG Consultants,Inc,, a

Califomia corporation ("Service Provider"). City and Service Provider are sometimes hereinafter

individually referred to as "Party" and hereinafter collectively referred to as the "Parties."

RECITALS

A. City has sought, by negotiation, the performance of plan review, inspection and

code services defined and described particularly in Section 2 of this Agreement.

B. Consultant submitted a proposal for the performance of the services defined and

described particularly in Section 2 of this Agreement and was selected by the City to perform

those services.

C. Consultant was selected by the City on the basis of Consultant's demonstrated

competence and the professional qualifications necessary for the satisfactory performance of the

services required July 1,2014 through June 30,2015.

D. Pursuant to the City of Hemet's Municipal Code, City has authority to enter into

this Agreement for Services and the City Manager has authority to execute this Agreement.

E. The Parties desire to formalize the selection of Consultant for performance of
those services defined and described particularly in Section2 of this Agreement and desire that

the terms of that performance be as particularly defined and described herein.

OPERATIVE PROVISTONS

NOW, TIIEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants made by

the Parties and contained here and other consideration, the value and adequacy of which are

hereby acknowledged, the Parties agree as follows:

SECTION 1. TERM OF AGREEMENT.

Subject to the provisions of Section 20 "Termination of Agreement" of this Agreement,

the Term of this Agreement is forFY July 1,2014 through June 30,2015 commencing upon

completion of a fully executed agreement.

SECTION 2. SCOPE OF SERVICES & SCHEDULE OF PERFORMANCE.

(a) Scope of Services. Service Provider agrees to perform the services set forth in
Exhibit "4" "Scope of Services" (hereinafter, the "Services") and made a part of this Agreement

by this reference.
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(b) Schedule of Performance, The Services shall be completed pursuant to the

schedule specified in Exhibit "4." Should the Services not be completed pursuant to that

schedule, the Service Provider shall be deemed to be in Default of this Agteement. The City, in

its sole discretion, may choose not to enforce the Default provisions of this Agreement and may

instead allow Service Provider to continue performing the Services,

SECTION 3. ADDITIONAL SERVICES.

Service Provider shall not be compensated for any work rendered in connection with its
performance of this Agreement that are in addition to or outside of the Services unless such

additional services are authorized tn advance and in witing in accordance with Section 26

"Administration and Implementation" or Section 28 "Amendment" of this Agreement. If and

when such additional work is authorized, such additional work shall be deemed to be part of the

Services.

SECTION 4. COMPENSATION AND METHOD OF PAYIVIENT.

(a) Subject to any limitations set forth in this Agteement, City agrees to pay Service

Provider the amounts specified in Exhibit "8" "Compensation" and made a part of this

Agreement by this reference. The total compensation, including reimbursement for actual

expenses, shall not exceed Ninety ono thousand dollars ($91,000), unless additional

compensation is approved in writing in accordance \Mith Section 26 "Administration and

Implementation" or Section 28 "Amendment" of this Ageement.

(b) Each month Service Provider shall furnish to City an original invoice for all work

performed and expenses incurred during the preceding month. The invoice shall detail charges

by the following categories: labor (by sub-category), travel, materials, equipment, supplies, and

sub-Service Provider contracts. Sub-Service Provider charges shall be detailed by the following

categories: labor, travel, materials, equipment and supplies, If the compensation set forth in
subsection (a) and Exhibit "8" include payment of labor on an hourly basis (as opposed to labor

and materials being paid as a lump sum), the labor category in each invoice shall include

detailed descriptions of task performed and the amount of time incurred for or allocated to that

task. City shall independently review each invoice submitted by the Service Provider to

determine whether the work performed and expenses incurred are in compliance with the

provisions of this Agreement. In the event that no charges or expenses are disputed, the invoice

shall be approved and paid according to the terms set forth in subsection (c). In the event any

charges or expenses are disputed by City, the original invoice shall be returned by City to Service

Provider for correction and resubmission.

(") Except as to any charges for work performed or expenses incurred by Service

Provider which are disputed by City, City will use its best efforts to cause Service Provider to be

paid within forty-five (45) days of receipt of Service Provider's correct and undisputed invoice.

(d) Payment to Service Provider for work performed pursuant to this Agreement shall

not be deemed to waive any defects in work performed by Service Provider,
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SECTION 5. INSPECTION AND FINAL ACCEPTANCE.

City may inspect and accept or reject any of Service Provider's work under this

Agreement, either during performance or when completed. City shall reject or frnally accept

Seivice Provider's work within sixty (60) days after submitted to City. City shall reject work by

a timely written explanation, otherwise Service Provider's work shall be deemed to have been

accepted. City's acceptance shall be conclusive as to such work except with respect to latent

defeðts, fraud and such gross mistakes as amount to fraud. Acceptance of any of Service

Provider's work by City shall not constitute a waiver of any of the provisions of this Agreement

including, but not limited to, Section 16 "Indemnification" and Section 17 "Insurance."

SECTION 6. OW\ERSHIP OF'DOCUMENTS.

All original maps, models, designs, drawings, photographs, studies, suryeys, reports, data,

notes, computer files, files and other documents prepared, developed or discovered by Service

Provider in the course of providing the Services pursuant to this Agreement shall become the

sole property of City and may be used, reused or otherwise disposed of by City without the

permissiãn of the Service Provider. Upon completion, expiration or termination of this

Agreement, Service Provider shall tum over to City all such original maps, models, designs,

dráwings, photographs, studies, surveys, reports, data, notes, computer files, files and other

documents.

If and to the extent that City utilizes for any puryose not related to this Agreement any

maps, models, designs, drawings, photographs, studies, surveys, reports, data, notes, computer

files, files or other documents prepared, developed or discovered by Service Provider in the

course of providing the Services pursuant to this Agreement, Service Provider's guarantees and

warranties in Section 9 "standard of Performance" of this Agreement shall not extend to such

use of the maps, models, designs, drawings, photographs, studies, sluveys, reports, data, notes,

computer f,tles, files or other documents.

SECTION 7. SERVICE PROYIDER'S BOOKS AND RECORDS.

(a) Service Provider shall maintain any and all documents and records demonstrating

or relating to Service Provider's performance of the Services. Service Provider shall maintain

any and all ledgers, books ofaccount, invoices, vouchers, canceled checks, or other documents or

reóords evidencing or relating to work, services, expenditures and disbursements charged to City

pursuant to this Agteement. Any and all such documents or records shall be maintained in

ãccordance with generally accepted accounting principles and shall be sufficiently complete and

detailed so as to permit an accurate evaluation of the services provided by Service Provider

pursuant to this Agreement. Any and all such documents or records shall be maintained for three

(:¡ y"*t from the date of execution of this Agreement and to the extent required by laws relating

to audits of public agencies and their expenditures.

(b) Any and all records or documents required to be maintained pursuant to this

section shall be made available for inspection, audit and copying, at any time during regular

business hours, upon request by City or its designated representative, Copies of such documents

or records shall be provided directly to the City for inspection, audit and copying when it is
practical to do so; otherwise, unless an alternative is mutually agreed upon, such documents and
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ïecords shall be made available at Service Provider's address indicated for receipt of notices in

this Agreement.

(c) Where City has reason to believe that any of the documents or records required to

be maintained pursuant to this section may be lost or discarded due to dissolution or termination

of Service Provider's business, City may, by written request, require that custody of such

documents or records be given to the City. Access to such documents and records shall be

granted to City, as well as to its successors-in-interest and authorized representatives.

SECTION S. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR.

(a) Service Provider is and shall at all times remain a wholly independent contractor

and not an ofhcer, employee or agent of City. Service Provider shall have no authority to bind

City in any manner, nor to incur any obligation, debt or liability of any kind on behalf of or

against City, whether by contract or otherwise, unless such authority is expressly conferred under

this Agreement or is otherwise expressly conferred in writing by City.

(b) The personnel performing the Services under this Agreement on behalf of Service

Provider shall at all times be under Service Provider's exclusive direction and control' Neither

City, nor any elected or appointed boards, officers, offrcials, employees or agents of Cit¡ shall

have'' control over the conduct of Service Plovider or any of Service Provider's offtcers,

employees, or agents except as set forth in this Agreemcnt. Service Provider shall not at any

timè or in any maûrer represent that Service Provider or any of Service Provider's officers,

employees, or agents are in any manner officials, officets, employees or agents of City'

(c) Neither Service Provider, nor any of Service Provider's officers, employees or

agents, shall obtain any rights to retirement, health care or any other benefits which may

otherwise acglue to City's employees. Service Provider expressly waives any claim Service

Provider may have to any such rights.

SECTION 9. STA¡IDARD OF'PERFORMANCE.

Service Provider represents and warrants that it has the qualifications, experience and

facilities necessary to properly perform the Services required under this Agreement in a thorough,

competent and professional manner. Service Provider shall at all times faithfi.rlly, competently

and to the best of its ability, experience and talent, perform all Services. In meeting its

obligations under this Agreement, Service Provider shall employ, at a minimum, generally

a6ept"d standards and practices utilized by persons engaged in providing services similär to the

Services required of Service Provider under this Agreement. In addition to the general standards

of performance set forth this section, additional specific standards of performance and

perfbrmance criteria may be set forth in Exhibit "4" "Scope of Work" that shall also be

applicable to Service Provider's work under this Agreement. Where there is a conflict between a

gêneral and a specihc standard of performance or perfofinance criteria, the specific standard or

criteria shall prevail over the general.
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SECTION 10. COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE LAWS; PERMITS AND

LICENSES,

Service Provider shall keep itself informed of and comply with all applicable federal,

state and local laws, statutes, codes, ordinances, regulations and rules in efflect during the term of
this Agreement. Service provider shall obtain any and all licenses, permits and authorizations

n.r"rrãry to perform the Services set forth in this Agreement. Neither City, nor any eleoted or

appointed boards, officers, officials, employees or agents of City, shall be liable, at law or in

.q"ity, as a result of any failure of Service Provider to comply \Mith this section.

SECTION 11. PREVAILING WAGE LA\ryS

It is the understanding of City and Service Provider that California prevailing wage laws

do not apply to this Agreemênt because the Agreement does not involve any of the following

servicesìuU¡r"t to prevailing wage rates pursuant to the Califomia'Labor Code or regulations

promulgated thereunder: Cônsûuction, alteration, demolition, installation, or repair work

perfonrieO on public buildings, facilities, streets or sewers done under contract and paid for in

whole or in pãrt out of public funds. In this context, "constuction" includes work performed

during the dìsign and preconstruction phases of construction including, but not limited to,

inspection and land surveying work.

SECTION 12. NONDISCRIMINATION.

Service Provider shall not discriminate, in any way, against any person on the basis of
race, color, religious creed, national origin, ancestry, sex, age, physical handicap, medical

condition or marital status in connection with or related to the perfornance of this Agreement'

SECTION 13, UNAUTIIORIZED ALIENS

Service Provider hereby promises and agrees to comply with all of the provisions of the

Federal Immigration and Naiionatity Act, 8u.S.c.A. $$ 1101, et seq., as amended, and in

cormection therewith, shall not employ unauthorized aliens as defined therein. Should Service
provider so omploy such unauthonzed aliens for the performance of the Services, and should the

any liability or-sanctions be imposed against City for such use of unauthorized aliens, Service

próvider hereby agrees to and shall reimburse City for the cost of all such liabilities or sanctions

imposed, together with any and all costs, including attomeys'fees, incuned by City'

SECTION 14. CONFLICTS OF'INTEREST.

(a) Service Provider covenants that neither it, nor any officer or principal of its firm,

has or sirall acquire any interest, directly or indirectly, which would conflict in any manner with

the interestr of City or which would in any way hinder Service Provider's performance of the

Services. Service Provide¡ further covenants that in the performance of this Agreement, no

person having any such interest shall be employed by it a¡ 
_an 

offic9r, employee, agent or

subcontractor without the express witten consent of the City Manager, Service Provider agrees

to at all times avoid conflicts of interest or the appearance of any conflicts of interest with the

interests of City in the performance of this Agreement.
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(b) City understands and acknowledges that Service Provider is, as of the date of
execution of this Agreement, independently involved in the performance of non-related services

for other govemmental agencies and private parties. Service Provider is unaware of any stated

position of City relative to such projects. Any future position of City on such projects shall not

be considered a conflict ofinterest for purposes ofthis section'

(c) City understands and acknowledges that Service Provider will perfonn non-

related services for other governmental agencies and private Parties following the completion of
the Services under this Agreement. Any such future service shall not be considered a conflict of
interest for purposes ofthis section.

SECTION 15. CONT'IDENTIAL INT'ORMATION; RELEASE OF INFORMATION.

(a) All information gained or work product produced by Service Provider in
performance of this Agreement shall be considered confidential, unless such information is in the

public domain or already known to Service Provider. Service Provider shall not release or

àisclose any such inforrnation or work product to persons or entities other than City without prior

written authorization from the City Manager, except as may be required by law.

(b) Service Provider, its officers, employees, agents or subcontractots, shall not,

without prior written authorization from the City Manager or unless requested by the City

Attome¡of City, voluntarily provide declarations, letters of support, testimony at depositions,

..rporrrã to intenogatories or other inforrnation conceming the work performed under this

Agieement. Response to a subpoena or court order shall not be considered "voluntary" provided

Service Provider gives City notice of such court order or subpoena.

(c) If Service Provider, or any officer, employee, agent or subcontractor of Service

Providei, provides any information or work product in violation of this Agreement, then City

shall have the right to reimbursement and indemnity from Service Provider for any damages,

costs and fees, including attomeys fees, caused by or incurred as a result of Service Provider's

conduct.

(d) Service Provider shall promptly notiff City should Service Provider, its ofücers,

employees, agents or subcontractors, be served with any surnmons, complaint, subpoen4 notice

of deposition, request for documents, interrogatories, request for admissions or other discovery

r"qr"it, court order or subpoena from any puty regarding this Agreement and the work
peiformed thereunder. City retains the right, but has no obligation, to represent Service Provider

or be present at any deposition, hearing or similar proceeding. Service Provider agrees to

cooperate fully with City and to provide City with the opportunity to review any response to

discovery requests provided by Service Provider. However, this right to review any such

response does not imply or mean the right by City to control, direct, or rewrite said response.

SECTION 16. INDEMi\IFICATION.

(a) Indemnification for Professional Liabilitv. Where the law establishes a

professional standard of care for Service Provider's services, to the fullest extent permitted by

law, Service Provider shall indemniff, protect, defend and hold harmless City and any and all of
its officials, employees and agents ("lndemnified Parties") from and against any and all liability
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(including liability for claims, suits, actions, arbitration proceedings, administrative proceedings,

ìegulatory proceedings, losses, expenses or costs of any kind, whether actual, alleged or

thieatened, including attomeys fees and costs, court costs, interest, defense costs, and expert

witness fees) arise *t of, are a consequence of, or are in any way attributable to, in whole or in

pd, my negligent or wongful act, error or omission of Service Provi dual or

êntity for which Service Provider is legally liable, including but not agents,

.-pioy.r, or sub-contractors of Service Provider, in the performan ervices

under this Agreement,

(b) Inderulification for Other than Profþssional Liabilitl/. Other than in the

performance of professional services and to the full extent permitted by

ihull ind"*nify, protect, defend and hold harmless city, and any and

ofÍicials and agents from and against any liabilþ (including liability for

arbitration proõeedings, administrative proceedings, regulatory proceedings, losses, expenses or

costs of *y kiod, whèther actual, alleged or threatened, including attomeys fees and costs, court

costs, inteiest, defense costs, and expert witness fees), where the same arise out of, are a

.onréqurn"e of, or are in arLy way attributable to, in whole or in part, the performance of this

Agreement by Service provider, or by any individual or entity for which Service Provider is

lela[y liable, including but not limited to officers, agents, employees or sub-contractors of

Service Provider.

(c) Indemnification from Sub-Sewice Providers. Service Provider agrees to obtain

executed in¿em"ity agreements with provisions identical to those set forth in this section from

each and .u.ry ru[-Sãrvice Provider or any other person or entity involved by, for, with or on

behalf of Serv-ice provider in the performance of this Agreement naming the Indemnified Parties

as additional indemnitees. In the event Service Provider fails to obtain such indemnity

obligations from others as required herein, Service Provider agrees to be fully responsible

acco-rding to the terms of this section, Failure of City to monitor compliance with these

requiremãnts imposes no additional obligations on City and will in no way act as a waiver of any

,ight, hereunder. This obligation to indemnit and defend City as set forth herein is binding on

thã successors, assigns or heirs of Service P lvider and shall survive the termination of this

Agreement or this section.

(d) Limitation of lndemnification. Notwithstanding any provision of this section to

the conùáty, d.t'ign ptofrsionals are required to defend and indemniff the City onty to the

extent p.r-itt"d Uv Civit Code Section2782.8,which limits the liability of a desigu professional

to claims, suits, actions, arbitration proceedings, administrative proceedings, regulatory

proceedings, losses, expenses or costs that arise out of, pertain to, or relate to t ,

iecklessne-ss, or willful misconduct of the design professional. The term "design '

as defined in Section 2782.8, is limited to licensed architects, licensed landsc ,

registered professional engineers, professional land surveyors, and the business entities that offer

suãh serviies in accordÃce with the applicable provisions of the Califomia Business and

Professions Code.

(e) Citv,s Negligence. The provisions of this section do not apply to claims occuning

u, u ,r.Jt of City's solð negligence. The provisions of this section shall not release City from

liability æising from gross *gìig"o.. or willful acts or omissions of City or any and all of its

officials, employees and agents,
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SECTION 17. INSURANCE.

Service Provider agrees to obtain and maintain in full force and effect during the term of
this Agreement the insurance policies set forth in Exhibit o'C" "Insurance" and made a part of this

Agreemerit. All insurance policies shall be subject to approval by Crty as to form and content.

Tñese requirements are subject to amendment or waiver if so approved in writing by the City

Manager. Service Provider agrees to provide City with copies of required policies upon request'

SDCTION 18. ASSIGNMENT.

The expertise and experience of Service Provider are material considerations for this

Agreement. Cì¡y has an interest in the qualifications and capability of the persons and entities

who will fulfill the duties and obligations imposed upon Service Provider under this Agreement'

In recognition of that interest, Service Provider shall not assign or transfer this Agreement or any

portionãf this Agreement or the performance of any of Service Provider's duties or obligations

under this Agreement without the prior written consent of the City. Any attempted assignment

shall be ineffective, null and void, and shall constitute a material breach of this Agteement

entitling City to any and all remedies at law or in equity, including termination of this Agteement

prr6uurit to 
-Section 

20 "Termination of Agteement." City acknowledges, however, that Service

Þrovider, in the performance of its duties pursuant to this Agreement, may utilize sub-

contractors.

SECTION 19. CONTINUITY OF PERSONNEL.

Service Provider shall make every reasonable effort to maintain the stability and

continuity of Service Provider's staff and sub-contractors, if any, assigned to perform the

Services, Service Provider shall notify City of any changes in Service Provider's staff and sub-

contractors, if any, assigned to perform the Services prior to and during any such performance'

SECTION 20. TERMINATION OF AGREEMENT.

(a) City may terminate this Agreement, with or without cause, at any time by giving

thirty (30) days witten notice of termination to Service Provider. ln the event such notice is

given, Service Provider shall cease immediately all work in progress.

(b) Service Provider may terminate this Agteement for cause at any time upon thirty

(30) days written notice of termination to City.

(c) If either Service Provider or City fails to perform any material obligation under

this Agreement, then, in addition to any other remedies, either Service Provider, or City may

terminate this Agreement immediately upon written notice.

(d) Upon tennination of this Agreement by either Service Provider or City, all

properby îelonging exclusively to City which is in Service Providet's possession shall be

i.trr.¿ to City. Service Provider shall furnish to City a ftnal invoice for work perfomred and

expenses incur¡ed by Service Provider, prepared as set forth in Section 4 "Compensation and

H¿étfro¿ of paymenti' of thir Agreement. This final invoice shall be reviewed and paid in the
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same manner as set forth in Section 4 "Compensation and Method of Payment" of this

Agreement,

SECTION 21. DEFAULT.

In the event that Service Provider is in default under the terms of this Agreement, the City

shall not have any obligation or duty to continue compensating Service Provider for any work

performed after the date of default. Instead, the City may give notice to Service Provider of the

default and the reasons for the default. The notice shall include the timeframe in which Service

Provider may cure the default. This timeframe is presumptively thirty (30) days, but may be

extended, though not reduced, if circumstances warrant, During the period of time that Service

Provider is in tefault, the City shall hold all invoices and shall, when the default is cured,

proceed with payment on the invoices. In the alternative, the City may, in its sole discretion,

ãlect to pay sôme or all of the outstanding invoices during the period of default. If Service

Provider does not cure the default, the City may take necessary steps to terminate this Agreement

under Section 20 "Termination of Agreement." Any failure on the part of the City to give notice

of the Service Provider's default shall not be deemed to result in a waiver of the City's legal

rights or any rights arising out of any provision of this Agreement.

SECTION 22. EXCUSABLE DELAYS.

Service Provider shall not be liable for damages, including liquidated damages, if any,

caused by delay in performance or failure to perform due to causes beyond the control of Service

Provider. Such causes include, but are not limited to, acts of God, acts of the public enemy, acts

of federal, state or local governments, acts of City, court orders, files, floods, epidemics, strikes,

embargoes, and unusually severe weather. The term and price of this Agreement shall be

equitably adjusted for any delays due to such causes'

SECTION 23. COOPERATION BY CITY.

All public information, data, reports, recotds, and maps as are existing and available to

City as public records, and which aïe necessary for carrying out the Services shall be furnished to

Service-Provider in every reasonable way to facilitate, without undue dela¡ the Services to be

performed under this Agreement.

SECTION 24. NOTICES.

All notices required or permitted to be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and

shall be personally delivered, of sent by telecopier or certified mail, postage prepaid and return

receipt requested, addressed as follows:

To City: City of Hemet
Attn: City Manager
445F', Florida Avenue
Hemet, CA 92543
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To Service Provider: Ray lverson, Fire Prevention Services Manager

CSG Consultants,Inc
1700 S. Amphlett Blvd', 3'd Floor
San Mateo, CA 94402
(916) 706-e1 I 8

Notice shall be deemed eflective on the date personally delivered or transmitted by

facsimile or, if mailed, three (3) days after deposit of the same in the custody of the United States

Postal Service.

SECTION 25. AUTHORITY TO EXECUTE.

The person or persons executing this Agreement on behalf of Service Provider represents

and warrants that heishe/they hasihave the authority to so execute this Agreement and to bind

Service Provider to the perfomrance of its obligations hereunder.

SECTION 26. ADMIII'ISTRATION AI\D IMPLEMENTATION.

This Agreement shall be administered and executed by the City Manager or his or her

designated representative. The City Manager shall have the authority to issue interpretations and

to make amendments to this Agreement, including amendments that commit additional funds,

consistent with Section 28 "Amendment" and the City Manager's contracting authority under the

Hemet Municipal Code.

SECTION 27. BINDING EFF'ECT.

This Agreement shall be binding upon the heirs, executors, administrators, successors and

assigns of the Parties.

SECTION 28, AMENDMENT.

No amendment to or modification of this Agreement shall be valid unless made in writing

and approved by the Service Provider and by the City. The City Manager shall have the authority

to approve any amendment to this Agreement if the total compensation under this Agreement, as

ameiìed, would not exceed the City Manager's contracting authority under the Hemet Municipal

Code. All other amendments shall be approved by the City Council. The Parties agree that the

requirement for written modifications cannot be waived and that any attempted waiver shall be

void.

SECTION 29. \ryÄIVER.

Waiver by any Party to this Agreement of any term, condition, or covenant of this

Agleement shall not óonstitute a waiver of any other term, condition, or covenant. Waiver by

ariy party of any breach of the provisions of this Agreement shall not constitute a waiver of any

other prôvision nor a waiver of any subsequent breach or violation of any provision of this

Agreement. Acceptance by City of any work or services by Service Provider shall not constitute

a waiver of any of the provisions of this Agreement.
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SECTION3O. LAWTO GOYERN; YENUE.

This Agreement shall be interpreted, construed and govemed aecording to the laws of the

State of California. In the event of litigation between the Parties, venue in state trial courts shall

lie exclusively in the County of Riverside, Califomia. In the event of litigation in a U.S. District

Court, venue shall lie exclusively in the Central Dishict of California, in Riverside'

SECTION 31. ATTORNEYS FEES, COSTS AND EXPENSES.

In the event litigation or other proceeding is required to enforce or interpret any provision

of this Agreement, the prevailing Party in such litigation or other proceeding shall be entitled to

an awarú of reasonable attorney's fees, costs and expenses, in addition to any other relief to

which it may be entitled.

SECTION 32. ENTIRE AGREEMENT.

This Agreement, including the attached Exhibits "4" through "C", is the entire, complete,

final and exclusive expression of the Parties with respect to the matters addressed therein and

supersedes all other agreements or understandings, whether oral or written, or entered into

between Service Provider and City prior to the execution of this Agreement. No statements,

representations or other agreements, whether oral or wtitten, made by any Patty which are not

embodied herein shall be valid and binding.

SECTION 33. SEYERABILITY.

If any term, condition or covenant of this Agreement is declared or determined by any

court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remaining provisions of
this Agreement shall not be affected thereby and the Agreement shall be read and construed

without the invalid, void or unenforceable provision(s)'

SECTION 34. CONFLICTING TERMS.

Except as otherwise stated herein, if the terms of this Agreement conflict with the terms

of any Exhibit hereto, or with the terms of any document incorporated by reference into this

Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall control.
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IN \ryITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have executed this Agreement on the

date and year first-above written.

CITY OF HEMET

Wally Hill
City Manager

ATTEST:

Sarah McComas
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM

Eric S. Vail
City Attomey

CSG Consultants,Inc. CSG Consultants, Inc,

By: By:

Its: Pre|,)-'.I Its

NOTE: SERVICE PROVIDER'S SIGNATT]RES SHALL BE DULY NOTARIZED, AIü) APPROPRIATE
ATTESTATIONS SHALL BE INCLIJDED AS MAY BE REQIJIRED BY THE BYLAIYS,
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, OR OTHER RULES OR REGI'LATIONS
APPLICABLE TO SERVICE PROVIDER'S BUSINESS ENTITY.

Rrv #4829432s-6094 v4 -12-



CALIFORNIA ALL.PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT

I certiff under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is

_/2,

Signature

L-

OCAUFORIIIA

COUNTY
?U¡UC

On
the basis of

SAN MATÈO

executed the instrument.

STATE OF CALIFORNTA

COTINTY OF

to me on

r 2069507

true and correct,

MTNESS my hand and official seal'

OPTIONAL
Though the data below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on tho document and could

prevent ûaudulent reattachment of this form

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUMENT

TITLE OR TYPE OF DOCI.JMENT

TrrLE(S)

NUMBER OF PAGES

DATE OF DOCUMENT

SIGNER(S) OTHER THAN NAMED ABOVE

n
n

n
n

tr PARTNER(S) LIMITED
GENERAL

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING:
(NAMI OF PERSON(S) ORENTITY(IES)

INDIVIDUAL
CORPORATE OFFICER

ATTORNEY-IN-FACT
TRUSTEE(S)
GUARDIAN/CONSERVATOR
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STATE OF

COUNTYOF

CALTTON¡VT¡. ALLPIIRPOSE ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

?-ltu ;ut/ before me,
DA]E INSERT NAME, TTILE OF OFFICER - 8,G.., "JAI.IE DOB, NOTARY PI]BLIC
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SCOPE OF SERVICES
[. Consultant shall perform plan review services for all aspects of fire prevention including:

A Fire and Life Safety
B Fire Sprinkler
C Fire Alarm
D Special Hazards

11, As part of the Services, Consultant will prepare and deliver the following tangible work
products to the City:

Consultant's review shall be a thorough, accurate plan review ensuring compliance with all
local ordinances, and State Codes and Federal codes and standards related to Fire and Life
Safety, including the following:

./ 2013 Caliþrnia Building Code, Volumes I and 2 as adopted by the State of Caliþrnia

'/ 2013 Caliþrnia Residential Code
,/ 2013 California Mechqnical Code as adopted by the State of California
,/ 2013 California Fire Code (as adopted by the State of Califurnia)
/ National Fire Codes as published by the National Fire Protection Association Q'{FPA);

as adopted and referenced by the Stqte of California, includinq; NFPAL3, I3R, I3D,
NFPA 72

r' Ciry adopted ordinances and amendments relative to buildÌng and municipal codes,

including project Conditions of Approval from other departments, divisions, regulating

agenci es, and j uris dÌ ct io ns

III. During performance of the Services, Consultant will keep the City appraised of the status of
plan reviews by providing weekly status reports on progfess of each submittal.

IV, The tangible work products and status repofs will be delivered to the City pursuant to the

following schedule:

Consultant will provide ofÊsite fire plan review services with a turnaround time not to
exceed 10 working days from initial receipt of request for plan check review and 5 working
days for plans re-submittal.

V. Consultant will atilize the following personnel to accomplish the Services:

Project Manager, Certified
Inspector/Specialist

Fire Marshal, and Certified Fire Prevention

VI. The period of service is July I,2ïl4,through June 30, 2015

RN #48294125-6094v4
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Vtr. AMENDMENT
The Scope of Services, including services, work products, and personnel, are subject to

change by mutual Agreement. In the absence of mutual Agreement regarding the need to change

*y *prótr of performance, Consultant shall comply with the Scope of Services as indicated

above.

RN 148294325-6094v4
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EXHIBIT ''B''
COMPENSATION

L Service Provider shall use the following rates of pay in the performance of the Services:

A. Plan teview, inspection, code services $87'50 hourly

II. Service Provider may utilize sub-contractors as indicated in this Agreement. The hourly rate

for any subcontractor is not to exceed $ S7.50 per hour without written authorization from the

City Manager or his designee.

IV. The total compensation for the Services shall not exceed $91,0000, as provided in Section 4

"Compensation and Method of Payment" of this Agreement

RtV fl48294325-6094Y4
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EXHIBIT ''C''
INSURANCE

A. Insurance Requirements. Service Provider shall provide and maintain insurance,

acceptable to the City, in full force and effect throughout the term of this Agteement, against

claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from or in connection with
the performance of the Services by Service Provider, its agents, representatives or employees.

Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best's rating of no less than A:VII.

Service Provider shall provide the following scope and limits of insurance:

1. Minimum Scope of Insurance. Coverage shall be at least as broad as:

(1) Commersial General Liability. Insurance Services Offrce form
Commercial General Liability coverage (Occurrence Form CG 0001),

(2) bile. Insurance Services Office form number CA 0001

(Ed. l/57) covering Automobile Liability, including code 1 "any auto" and endorsement CA
0025, or equivalent forms subject to the written approval of the City'

(3) Workers' Compensation. Workers' Compensation insurance as

required by the Labor Code of State of California covering all persons providing Services on

behalf of the Service Provider and all risks to such persons under this Agreement.

(4) Professional Liability. Professional liability insurance appropriate

to the Service Provider's profession. This coverage may be written on a "claims made" basis,

and must include coverage for contractual liability. The professional liability insurance required

by this Agreement must be endorsed to be applicable to claims based upon, arising out of or

related to Services performed under this Agreement. The insurance must be maintained for at

least three (3) consecutive years following the completion of Service Provider's services or the

termination of this Agreement. During this additional three (3) year period, Service Provider

shall annually and upon request of the City submit written evidence of this continuous coverage.

2. Minimum Limits of Insulance. Service Provider shall maintain limits of
insurance no less than:

(1) Commercial General Liabilitv. $1,000,000 general aggregate for
bodily injury, personal injury and property damage.

(2) Al¿tomobile. $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and

properfy damage. A combined single limit policy with aggregate limits in an amount of not less

than $2,000,000 shall be considered equivalent to the said required minimum limits set forth
above.

RN #48294325-6094v4
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(3) 'Workers' Compensation. Workers' Compensation as required by
the Labor Code of the State of Califomia of not less than $1,000,000 per occurrence.

(4) Professional Liability. $1,000,000 per occurrence.

B. Other Provisions. Insurance policies required by this Agreement shall contain the

following provisions:

1. All Policies. Each insurance policy required by this Agreement shall be

endorsed and state the coverage shall not be suspended, voided, cancelled by the insurer or either
Party to this Agreement, reduced in coverage or in limits except after 30 days'prior written notice
by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to City.

(1) City, and its respective elected and appointed offrcers, officials,
and employees and volunteers are to be covered as additional insureds as respects: liability
arising out of activities Service Provider performs; products and completed operations of Service
Provider; premises owned, occupied or used by Service Provider; or automobiles owned, leased,

hired or borrowed by Service Provider. The coverage shall contain no special limitations on the
scope of protection afforded to City, and their respective elected and appointed offrcers, off,tcials,
or employees.

(2) Service Provider's insurance coverage shall be primary insurance
with respect to City, and its respective elected and appointed, its officers, officials, employees

and volunteers. Any insurancq or self-insurance maintained by City, and its respective elected
and appointed offrcers, officials, employees or volunteers, shall apply in excess of, and not
contribute with, S ervice Provider' s insurance.

(3) Service Provider's insurance shall apply separately to each insured
against whom claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of the insurer's
Iiability.

(4) Any failure to comply with the reporting or other provisions of the
insurance policies, including breaches of warranties, shall not affect coverage provided to City,
and its respective elected and appointed officers, officials, employees or volunteers.

3. 'Workers' Compensation. Coveragg. Unless the City Manager otherwise
agrees in writing, the insurer shall agree to waive all rights of subrogation against City, and its
respective elected and appointed officers, officials, employees and agents for losses arising from
work performed by Service Provider.

C. Other Requirements. Service Provider agrees to deposit with City, at or before the

effective date of this Agreement, certificates of insutance necessary to satisff City that the

RIV #48294325 -6094 v4
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insurance provisions of this contract have been complied with. The City may require that Service

Provider fumish City with copies of original endorsements effecting coverage required by this

Exhibit "C". The certificates and endorsements are to be signed by a person authorized by that

insu¡er to bind coverage on its behalf. City reserves the right to inspect complete, certified

copies of all required insurance policies, at any time.

1. Service Provider shall fumish certificates and endorsements from each

sub-contractor identical to those Service Provider provides.

2. Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and

approved by City. At the option of City, either the insurer shall reduce or eliminate such

deductibles or selÊinsured retentions ¿Ìni respects City or its respective elected or appointed

officers, officials, employees and volunteers, or the Service Provider shall procure a bond

guaranteeing payment of losses and related investigations, claim administration, defense

expenses and claims.

3. The procuring of such required policy or policies of insurance shall not be

construed to limit Service Provider's liabilþ hereunder nor to fuIfilI the indemnification

provisions and requirements of this Agreement.

RM48294325-6094v4
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#to
MINUTES

REGULAR MEETING OF THE HEMET CITY COUNCIL
September 9, 2014

6:30 p.m.
Hemet Public Library Upstairs
3OO E. Latham Avenue

www.cityofhemet.org
Please silence all cell phones

Call to Order
Mayor Smith called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m.

Roll Call
PRESENT: Council Members Krupa, Wright and Youssef, Mayor Pro Tem Milne

and Mayor Smith
ABSENT: None

Closed Session

Notice of Opportunity for Public Gomment
There were no public comments presented at this time.
The City Council recessed to Closed Session at 6:32 p.m.

Conference with Labor Negotiators
Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6
Agency designated representatives: City Manager Hill
Employee organization :

Hemet Fire Fighters Associatlon
9eruice Employees International Union General Employees

Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.g(dx1)
Name of case: Hemet Firefighters Association, et al. v. City of Hemet, et al.

RSC CASC NO. RIC T4OOL75

1
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REGULAR SESSION
7=OO p.m.
Hemet Public Library Upstairs
3OO E. Latham Avenue

Call to Order
Smith called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m.Mayor

1



P-o!! Call
PRESENT: Council Members Krupa, Wright and Youssef, Mayor Pro Tem

Milne and Mayor Smith
ABSENT: None
OTHERS PRESENT: City Manager Hill,

Invocation
Invocation was given by Darlena McHenry, Hemet-San Jacinto Interfaith Council

Vail and Clerk McComas

Pledge of Allegiance
Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Youssef

C¡ty Attorney Closed Session Repoft
3. Conference with Labor Negotiators

Pursuant to Government Code section 54957.6
Agency designated representatives: City Manager Hill
Employee organization :

Hemet Fire Fighters Association
Seruice Employees International Union General Employees

The City Council did not discuss HFFA.

The City Council received an update from the City's representative regarding SEIU and gave

direction. There was no additional reportable action.

4. Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation
Pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(dX1)
Name of case: Hemet Firefighters Association, et al. v. City of Hemet, et al.

RSC Case No. RIC L400I75
The City Council received a briefing from Legal Counsel. There was no additional reportable
action.

C¡ty Council Business
Consent Calendar

Receive and file - Warrant Register
a. Warrant register dated August 2I, 2014 in the amount of $t,497,068.13. Payroll

for the period of August 4,2014 to August t7,20t4 was $629,128.44.

Recommendation by Police - 2014 Federal Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Critical
Incident and Crime Management Center (CICMC) Project
a. Accept the 2014 Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) Program

- Local Solicitation in the amount of $31,039; and
b. Authorize the finance department to establish an expenditure account in the

amount of the grant award; and
c. Authorize the police depaftment to move forward with the CICMC project.

5

6

2



7

I

Recommendation by Police - Field Command Units Up-fit and Equipment
a. Authorize the city manager to approve purchase requisitions in excess of $50,000

for the upfìt and equipping of B Field Command Units.

Recommendation by Public Works Award of Seruices Contract to Marina

Landscape Inc., of Orange County for Landscape Maintenance Seruices
a. Approve award of a seruices contract to Marina Landscape Inc. to provide

Landscape Maintenance Seruices throughout the C¡ty of Hemet Landscape

Maintenance Districts; and
b. Authorize the City Manager to execute a three-year contract effective October 1,

20t4, through September 30, 20t7, for a total contract amount not to exceed

$I,t79,684.00; and
c. Authorize the City Manager to execute purchase orders in support of the contract

(5294,92L 00 for prorated fY ølLs contract period).

Recommendation by Fire - Increase in Purchase Order - CSG Consultants
a. Authorize the CiÇ Manager to approve an increase for Purchase Order No. 2014-

000393 to CSG Consultants for fY 20L3ll4 in the amount of $1,700 for the
purpose of fire inspectíon, plan review and code seruices.

Recommendation by Fire - Increase in Purchase Order - Ace Weed Abatement
a. Authorize the City Manager to approve an increase in Purchase Order No, 2015-

000215 to Ace Weed Abatement, Inc. from $42,300 in an amount not to exceed

$51,810 for weed abatement seruices thru August 2014.

9

10.

11. Recommendation by Fire - Purchase of Paramedic Monitor/Defibrillators
a. Approve the purchase of five new "X Series" Monitor/Defibrillators from ZOLL

Medical Corporation in the amount of $153,884, and approve an annual
maintenance/service agreement in the amount of $1,150 per year for five units;
and

b. Authorize the City Manager to approve Purchase Orders ln support of purchase

and annual maintenance/seruice agreement.
Item Nos. 5, 7, g, 10 and 11 were removed from the Consent Calendar. Mayor Pro Tem
Milne moved and Council Member Wright seconded a motion to approve the
remaining Consent Calendar items. Motion carried 5-0.

Item No. 5
Mayor Smith, removed this item to introduce Jessica Hurst.
Wally Hill, City Manager, introduced Ms. Hurst, new Deputy City Manager/Administrative
Seruices. We are happy to have her here. She will oversee Finance, Human Resource,

Information Technology, Housing, CBDG and serues as the C¡ty's Chief Labor Negotiator.
Council Member Youssef moved and Mayor Pro Tem Milne seconded a motion to
approve this item as presented. Motion carried 5-0.

Item No. 7
Council Member Krupa, asked about the funding for the equipment.
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Chief Brown_, the funding from the Indian Gaming Mitigation Grant was approved on August
26th. Staff is seeking authorization for the City Manager to sign a Purchase Order over his

$50,000 spending authority.
Council Member Krupa moved and Mayor Smith seconded a motion to approve this
item as presented. Motion carried 5-0.

Item No. 9
Council Member Krupa, asked what seruices are provided by CSG and if their fees are
reimbursed.
Chief Bryan, the City is currently contracted with CSG Consultants this request is to extent
the Purchase Order. CSG Consultants conducts our new development plan reviews and field
inspections. The majority of their work is reimbursed by the contractors and developers
through their fees. There are some seruices like meetings with potential developers and
general discussions that are not recovered through fees.
Council Member Krupa moved and Mayor Pro Tem Milne seconded a motion to
approve this item as presented. Motion carried 5-0.

Item No. 10
Council Member Krupa, asked about these costs and if they are reimbursed.
Chief Bryan, this is an extension of the City Manager's authorization for purchase order
limits. There was an increase in the number and size of the parcels to be abated. Most of the
costs will be reimbursed to the City either at the time the propefi owner pays their bill,
through their propefi tax or when the property changes ownership.
Council Member Wright moved and Council Member Krupa seconded a motion to
approve this item as presented. Motion carried 5-0.

Item No.l1
Council Member Krupa, asked if the equipment is compatible with the County's equipment
if the decision is made to contract with CalFire.
Chief Bryan, we have obtained assurance from Riverside County Fire that the equipment is

compatible and necessary. We are seeking authorization to purchase the equipment from the
County bid process, purchasing them from the same company.
Mayor Smith, asked if the year to year maintenance cost per unit would be cheaper if a

greater number of units were purchased. Mayor Smith also asked about the seruice life of a

defibrillator.
Chief Bryan, possibly if the number of units were substantially higher. The County does not
have an immediate need for additional units at this time. These units include year to year
maintenance contracts and have a life of 5 to 7 years.
Council Member Krupa moved and Council Member Youssef seconded a motion to
approve this item as presented. Motion carried 5-0.

Approval of Minutes

12. August 26,20L4
Council Member Krupa moved and Council Member Wright seconded a motion to
approve this item as presented. Motion carried 5-0.
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Communications from the Public
Billy McKinzy, Hawthorne, my diabetic daughter moved here in June. It has come to his

attention that the closest sharps disposal location is in Beaumont. Mr. McKinzy showed the
City Council the system that Hawthorne uses. Mr. McKinzy submitted a list of three companies
that provide the equipment.
Council Member Youssef, was under the impression that CR&R had a program to dispose of
sharps and requested that staff look into it.
Lori VanArsdale, Ramona Bowl, invited the City Council to attend the formal Invitation
Ceremony on September 27th at 10:00 p.m. for the Ramona Bowl Band. The band will be

made up of students ¡n Bth through 12th grade and will be preparing and earning money to
attend a New Year's Day parade in London on JanudrY t,20t6.
Rose Salgado, invited the City Council to the l8th Annual Pow Wow on September 19, 20 and

2l't with Grand Entry at 7:00 p.m, Friday and Saturday nights. Ms. Salgado thanked the City

Council for their partnership and donation for the event.

Mayor Smith, we will be conducting an orderly meeting. We will respect your rights to speak

and will expect a civil debate. Individual speakers will have 2 minutes and speakers with
donated time will have up to 15 minutes,

Discussion/Action Item
13. Implementation of City's Last Best and Final Offer as to the Hemet Fire

Fighters Association; Rejection of Final Factfinding Recommendations - City

Manager Hill
a. Conduct an informal hearing at which City Staff and HFFA may present their

positions and other relevant information to Council regarding the impasse and

the proposed imposition of the City's Last, Best and Final Offer; and
b. Acknowledge receipt of the Final Factfinding Report dated August 25, 20L4,

together with dissenting opinions, and reject the recommendations contained
within the Repoft; and

c. Approve imposition of the terms of the City's April23, 20t4 Last, Best and Final

Offer as to the Hemet Fire Fighters'Association.
This item was discussed concurrently with Item No. 14 and acted on at the end of the
discussions.

14. Evaluation of options for Fire and Emergency Medical Services - City Manager

H¡II

Approve a five year Cooperative Agreement with Riverside County Fire to provide fire
and emergency medical services for the City of Hemet, with a term of July 1, 2015

through June 30, 2020, and authorize the City Manager to execute it on behalf of the
City; and
Authorize the City Manager to negotiate the terms and conditions under which Riverside

County Fire would provide interim Fire Management seruices to the Hemet Fire

Department during the transition to full assumption of responsibilities under the
Cooperative Agreement; and
Authorize the City Manager to develop with Riverside County Fire/CAL FIRE a transition
process to optimize the number of qualified Hemet Fire Department employees that are

eligible to transfer to employment to Riverside County Fire/CAL FIRE; and
5

a

b

c



d. Authorize the Cit-v Manager and City Attorney to evaluate employee eligibiliW for retiree
medical benefits, assist employees who will retire duríng transition process to secure

the retÍree medical benefits for which they are eligible, and consider reasonable plan

modification request as may be reasonably necessary under the circumstances.

Eric Vail, City Attorney, there are two separate items before you. The first one will be
generally referred to as the Impasse and Last, Best and Final (L,B&F) Offer. The other item is
the potential contract with Riverside County Fire for Fire and Emergency Medical Seruices.

Since these items are interrelated we will discuss them at the same time. The process will
walk you through the issues and allow the Hemet Fire Fighters Association (HFFA), the public

and the City Council an opportunity to provide comments. We will hear a brief presentation

from the lead negotiator to explain the terms such as Impasse, the Last, Best and Final Offer
and the Factfinding process. The City Manager will get to the substance of staff's
recommendations. There will be no presentations by Hemet Fire Depaftment or Riverside

County Fire. Representatives from both agencies are available to answer any questions. An

informal hearing required by the City's Municipal Code when we go to impasse will be

conducted to hear statements regarding impasse with the labor union. The City's statement
was included with the staff repoft. The Union's representative will present their statement.
Public comment on both ltem Nos. 13 and 14 will be heard at that time. After which the City

Council will deliberate and consider both items.
Daphne Anneet, Lead Labor Negotiator, this process started almost two years ago. On

September 26,2012 the City Council directed staff to notice the HFFA that the City would
begin the process of evaluating fire seruices. For a year, we engaged in informal negotiations
on the issue of contracting out. The City has an obligation under the Myers-Milias Brown Act
to negotiate the decision and the effects. During this in-depth lengthy review of the issues

associated with delivering fire sen¿ices, staff asked for additional guidance and the City Council

authorized the City Manager to enter into a contract with an expert outside consulting firm to
review the issue and provide guidance and insight into the process and issues that should be

considered. The C¡ty's Negotiating Team conducted formal negotiations with HFFA for a

period of almost a year. The City's negotiating team and union representatives met in August,
November and December of 2013 and 7 separate times in 20t4 discussing both the pros and

cons of in-house fire seruices and contracting out. Most importantly we discussed the effects
on the City's Fire Fighters whose seruice is well respected in the event the City Council makes

the decision to contract out. By effects, we are referring to the benefits that would flow to the
Fire Fighters, what the process would be and what protections would be in place. Ultimately
we were unable to reach an agreement, each party provided a Last, Best & Final offer (LB&F).

The City Council authorized the labor negotiating team to present a L,B&F that laid out both
the City's position on contracting out and the effects which is included as attachments to the
staff repoft. The HFFA did come back with a final proposal in response to the City's L,B&F and

offered a 5o/o contribution toward PERS and no salary increase for 5 years. Unfortunately, that
proposal was not enough to bridge the gap and was rejected by the City Council. At that time
the negotiating team was authorized to declare impasse. Impasse means that the pafties

have come to the end of fruitful negotiations. Impasse is an important part of the process and

under the Meyers-Milias Brown Act there is a new procedure that allows the Union or the City
to go to an independent body called a "Factfinder". The Factfinding process includes a panel

of one independent person, Attorney Daniel Saling, a representative from the City, Eric Vail,

City Attorney, and a representative from the Union, Rob Wexler, Chief Negotiator for HFFA.
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Over a series of three days the parties presented their positions to the Factfìnding Panel' Ms.

Anneet serued as the City representative with testimonies from City Manager Wally Hill, Chief

Peter Bryan and Chief John Hawkins, giving the Factfinding Panel a full briefing on the C¡ty's

decision to present the L,B&F. The Union had the oppoftunity to present its position. The

Factfinding Panel is then required to present a report. The goal is to achieve a unanimous

opinion. In the event that a unanimous opinion is not available the Chief Factfinder, Mr.

Daniel Saling, issues the primary repoft and opinion, then both the City and the Union have

the oppoftuñity to offer their comments or dissents. That repoft was made public on the City's

website more than 10 days prior to this meeting for the City Council and the public to review.

The Factfinder's opinion presented a proposal that was not far off from the terms the City

proposed for the union in terms of the effects. The Factfinder's opinion was that the City did

not have an obligation to bargain the decision. He did note that the parties had undergone an

extensive thougñtful and lengthy process. In terms of the effects of contracting out, the

benefit package includes a number of key elements include payment on their accrued vacation

and sick leavè, severance, and priorities in terms of transfer. The City's total package of key

items offered was approximately $1,039,000. The Factfinder's recommended package would

cost the City between $644,000 and $2 million depending on the number of fire fighters that
were successful in the transfer to Riverside County Fire. The HFFA's package offered at the

time of impasse was valued at $5.3 million. The City Council understood there was a huge

discrepancy between what the City could aflord and what the Fire Fighters were requesting.

That was the basis for the impasse. The one caveat to the package and issue for dispute is

the eligibility for retiree medical. The question is whether fire fighters not eligible for retiree

medica-l under the City's plan as of today would be eligible if the City contracts out. The City's

position has been that the plan sets forth the criteria for eligibility and will honor the terms of

the plan for those that are eligible. If all fire fighters were given the benefit, eligible or not,

that would cost approximately $19 million dollars over 30 years. Having gone through the

negotiating process, issued a L,B&F and having gone through the Factfinding process to

coñclusion the issues are now right for the City Council. The Fire Fighters have made a last

final offer for Successor MOU. Once you have heard the City Manager's presentation the City

Council is in the position to make a decision on whether or not the City should contract out fire

services or enter into the Successor MOU offered by HFFA.

Wally H¡ll, C¡ty Manager, gave the City Council a powerpoint presentation on the evaluation

of Fire/Emergeñry Medical Seruices Proposals. The City issued the Request for Proposals

(RFP) in Octo-ber 20t2. In February 20t3, the City Council considered the evaluation, received

presentations, public comments and requested further analysis. The City Council initiated

iabor negotiations at that time. November 12, 20t3 the City Council received the analysis

from Citygate Associates, evaluated proposals and received public comment. At that time the

City Couñcil gave the following directions to staff: to establish desired service levels as

described by County Fire Option #I; authorized labor negotiations on potential decision to

outsource and its effects; authorized negotiations with Riverside County Fire on a potential

agreement to provide seruices; authorized negotiations with Riverside County Fire to provide

interim Fire Management Seruices; and authorized training for Hemet fire fighters with

paramedic licenses to obtain County certification. Labor negotiations on potential decision to

outsource and its effects, resulting in impasse on May L4, 20L4 with staff continuing the

impasse resolution process since then. A Cooperative Agreement with Riverside County Fire

has been negotiated. Interim Fire Management has been provided by an Acting Fire Chief and

paramedic training has been arranged. Riverside County Fire Proposal: uses Cal Fire as

7



seruice prov¡der; uses all currentlv active Citv fire stations, suoplemented by responses from
County fire stations; paramedic-level non transport seruices; emergency medical dispatch for
pre-arrival patient care instructions; will meet or exceed C¡ty's current seruice levels and
response times; if General Plan response time performance standards are not met, will identÍfy
actions taken to comply and recommendations for C¡ty's consideration; assist in preparing
master plan for City; half-time local Emergency Seruices Coordinator, supplementing County's
Office of Emergency Services; full-time Fire Safety Superuisor for fire prevention; First year
cost $8,907,582, lower than original proposal by $103,236; 50o/ol50o/o sharing of ladder truck
costs; and with àdditional City retained roles and overhead, the first year cost to the City is
$11,318,910 and a 3'o year estimate of $11,581,438. Hemet Fire Department Proposal
includes two resource deployment models: A) staffed squad truck with cross-staffed ladder
truck; and B) staffed ladder truck without squad truck. Model "8" is closest to County Fire
Option #1. Hemet Fire Depaftment Proposal includes three apparatus housing models with
redrawn district #1 and #5: 1) squad truck at station #1, covering west and engine covers
east; 2) squad truck at station #5, covering east and engine #1 seruing redrawn district #1;
and 3) squad truck at station #1, covering east and engine covering west. Hemet Fire
Department Proposal: uses all currently active fire stations; initiate paramedic level seruices;
no emergency medical dispatch; half-time Fire Prevention consultant, supplemented by station
staff inspections; and emergency management consultant. First year cost to the cíty for
Hemet Fire Depaftment Model A is $11,068,707 less HFFA concessions of $200,000 for a first
year net of $10,868,707 and a third year estimate of $11,117,507. First year cost to the City
for Hemet Fire Department Model B which is most like County's option recommended by the
Council in November 2013 is $11,541,800 less HFFA concessions of fi2tl,205 for a first year
net of $11,330,595 and a third year estimate of $11,593,335. A comparison of budgeted costs
was displayed. l't year costs for the County is $11,318,910 and HFD Ladder Truck Option is

$11,330,595 for a net County budget decrease of $11,685. 3'd year costs for the Counff is

$11,581,438 and HFD Ladder Truck Option is $11,593,335 for a net County budget decrease
of $1t,897. Mr. Hill explained the comparison between budgeted versus actual costs.
Riverside County Fire's average spending is 95% of budget over 3 years for the 20 cities
serued and the proposal includes a not-to-exceed cost. Hemet Fire Department's average
spending is 100.9olo of budget over eight audited years from FY 05-06 to FY I2-t3 and the
proposal does not have a not-to-exceed guarantee. A comparison of projected actual costs
was displayed. 1s year costs for the County at 95% is $10,873,531 and HFD Squad Truck
Option at 100.9% is $10,966 ,525 for a net County budget decrease of 992,994. 3'd year costs
for the County at 95olo is $11,135,974 and HFD Squad Truck Option at 100.9olo is 9IL,2t7,565
for a net County budget decrease of $81,591. ls year costs for the County at 95% is
$10,873,531 and HFD Ladder Truck Option at 100.9% is $11,432,570 for a net County budget
decrease of $559,039. 3'd year costs for the County ât 95olo is $11,135,974 and nfD Squad
Truck Option at 100.9% is $11,697.679 for a net County budget decrease of $561,701. Costs
not included in the comparisons are: Hemet Fire Depaftment included no costs for vehicle
replacement, each vehicle is $300,000 +; overtime likely is underfunded; City would not have
to insure or replace vehicles conveyed to County; revenues from auctioning oft surplus
vehicles; City would no longer bear time & cost of labor negotiations; and reduced workload
for City's vehicle mechanics. Comparison of Response Times: County will meet or exceed
current response times and se¡vice levels; HFD's 55o/o of responses within 5 minutes during
2013 and first half of 2014 is below the B0o/o performance standard; County will report
response times quarterly and report compliance actions and recommendations; County will
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ass¡st in developing master plan; County will also respond from County stations; Emergency
medical dispatch provides pre-arrival patient care - B7o/o of calls are emergency medical; City
proposals do not address response time assurances, monitoring, or reporting; ladder truck
without squad truck option will degrade responses on emergency medical calls; HFD's proposal

to use station staff to do fire prevention inspections might degrade responses; no proposal to
prepare a master plan; and no emergency medical dispatch to mitigate patient outcomes. The

County proposal advantages are: likely lower actual costs ($82,000 to $562,000 per year,

depending on which HFD proposal is considered); assurance of response times; emergency
preparedness/emergenry incident management; fire prevention capabilities; master planning;

emergency medical dispatch; proven paramedic services; control of labor costs & productivity;

budget management; access to supplemental resources and management efficienry. Hemet

Fire Department proposal advantages are: lower dispatching time (approximately 15

seconds); familiarity with local addresses, traffic conditions and site conditions; and control of
use of apparatus. Staff's recommendations are: that the City Council approve a 5 year

Cooperative Agreement with Riverside County Fire, term effective July 1, 20L5, and authorize
the City Manager to execute the Agreement; authorize the City Manager to negotiate interim
Fire Management services until full assumption of responsibilities; authorize the CÍty Manager

to develop transition process with County Fire/CalFire to optimize number of employee
transfers; and authorize the City Manager and City Attorney to evaluate employee eligibility for
retiree medical benefits, assist employees who retire to secure their benefits, and consider
reasonable plan modification requests.
Council Member Youssef, asked for a breakdown of the historical data regarding Hemet

Fire Depaftment budget. Council Member Youssef asked how many years were they over

budget versus the number of years within their budget.
Mr. Hill, during the last B audited years, Hemet Fire Depaftment went over their budget 4 of
those years. CalFire stays within their budget 95% of the time.
Council Member Krupa, asked about Hemet Fire Department's spending the other 4 years.

Mr. Hill, Hemet Fire Department was under budget for 4 years. The 100.9%o is an average of
their budget spending over the B years.
Council Member Youssef, another advantage is the decrease in time and cost for labor

negotiations. Council Member Youssef asked for an estimate for labor negotíatÍon costs

throughout this process.
Eric Vail, City Attorney, the cost to date to negotiate with HFFA is approximately

986,000.00. The Factfinding process alone was approximately $14,000.00 plus additional
costs for general research and advice during the RFP and outsourcing process.

Mayor Smith, recommended that public wishing to speak turn in a speaker request form to
the City Clerk. Speakers will be called up in groups of three, there are seats reserved next to
the podium.

The City Council recessed briefly at 8:06 p.m.
Reconvened at B:10 p.m.

Robeft Wexler, Representing HFFA, I have represented the HFFA for the past 20 years

and am pleased to say that the association has reached resolution amicably and quickly during

all previous negotiations. The presentation will be in two parts, first you will hear from Steve

Sandefer, Union President.
Steve Sandefer, HFFA Union President, two years ago almost to the day considering

issuing an RFP was all about money. Both Council Member Youssef and Mayor Pro Tem Milne

9



campaigned saying that times were tough the City was almost facing bankruptcy and that no
depaftment is exempt from being look at. Mayor Pro Tem Milne said that the Fire Fighters
won't open the books because they don't want you to know you are over spending for fire
seruÍces. Mayor Pro Tem Milne won the election in November 20t2 and in December 2012 the
RFP came back. The initial results were that Hemet Fire Depaftment was $1 million less. But
we didn't celebrate. Both Council Member Youssef and Mayor Pro Tem Milne felt that since
Norco save $1 million the City would too. Mayor Pro Tem Milne's first Council meeting she
voted to demote Mark Orme and hire Ron Bradley. Mr. Bradley first action was to add
$900,000.00 to the Fire Department budget for an EMD Program and Paramedic Program
which we did not implement. Mr. Hill said that the Fire Department on average spent 100.9%
of their budget, but they did not include FY t3lI4 in that comparison because we were under
budget. We need to talk about how we conduct business now and look at what we are doing
today. Page 178 of the agenda says that HFD is $463,000.00 cheaper. That should help a
structural deficit. The City Council can keep HFD and save $500,000.00 per year. We are not
broken, we don't need to be fixed and no one is complaining about our seruice.
Mr. Wexler, as I listened to the presentation by the City, if I didn't know the truth that would
have been fairly persuasive. The City did a great job presenting statistics, but I'm not sure
what they relate to. Supposedly, the HFD is over budget for 4 years and under budget lor 4
years. It is assumed that the County will operate at 95o/o of its budget. I have worked with
prior City Councils during the most difficult economic times. HFD was first to the table, first to
make concessions and the first to get on board. The HFD worked collectively with the City,
never having to go to impasse. Somewhere people got the impression that if the City
contracts with the County it will be cheaper. The City has a structural imbalance. The
majority of the Council campaigned on the idea of opening the books and taking a look. We
owe it to the citizens to get the best service we can at a cost we can afford. When it was
determined that the citizens were getting the best service at the most reasonable cost, the
desired seruice level changed. The residents did not complain about the level of seruice and
the current employees of the Department have been capable of providing even a higher level
of seruice for many years. The HFD requested years ago to add a paramedic program and the
City Council told them there were no resources for that. Now that you want to contract with
the County we can have the paramedic program that, years ago you elected not to because
you had to live within your financial means. I can reduce your response times by under a
minute, by adding more stations and more firefighters. Obviously we can't do that because
we have to live within our fiscal means. You have a depaftment of dedicated men and women
that have been operating for years on a shoestring budget. There is no other department in
this state that I am aware of that has worked as long as they have without battalion chiefs.
You have a Fire Chief and the line level men and women that have been providing the seruice.
You can have a dedicated Chief and Battalion Chief's and the best people to provide that
service are your existing employees. The City asked the HFFA to open their three year
contract a year and a half into it to talk about contracting out and we did not accept that
invitation. At the end of the contract the City wanted to discuss the effects and impacts of as
well as the decision of contracting out. At that time, the County's said that their labor costs
would be approximately $8.2 million. A few months later the labor cost went up to $8.7
million. A week ago CalFire implemented raises now the cost is $8.9 million and the City
hasn't signed an agreement with them. I believe that the men and women that work for
CalFire are hard working, trained professionals just like your Hemet Fire Fighters. I believe
this community is best serued by a 4 station home grown locally managed fire depaftment, not
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the massive bureaucracy of CalFire. The Factfinding panel was composed of three people.

Mr. Vail and Mr. Saling decided that they did not want to render an opinion on the decision to
contract out.
The totality of evidence presented during the three days of factfinding dealt with that issue.

Mr. Saling sidestepped that issue because he did not feel that was his place. My dissenting
opinion tackles that issue. Government Code Section 3505.4 provides seven criteria that the
factfinding panel is supposed to consider. The most important is the third issue which is: the
interest and the wetfare of the public and the financial ability of the private employer. All the
other issues are secondary. They deal with CPI and we are proposing a cut. According to the
labor market the Fire Department employees are under paid. The only relevant factor is the
interest and the welfare of the community that elected you to serue on that dais. The HFFA

started the process offering a 3o/o and the City agreed if the decision is to not contract out.

During this process Mr. Hill sent a letter to all City employees talking about the City's structural
imbalance that exists and is likely to exist for the next five years. He asked all Departments to
propose a 5o/o cut to their budgets, except for the Fire Department because the disparity
between HFD and CalFire would grow. The Fire Fighters answered the call and offered to
voluntarily take a 5% cut. That guarantees the City Council and the public that the aspects

that are subject to negotiations will not change for 5 years. CalFire has changed it three times

and augmented it by 10o/o and they haven't even signed Schedule A. They have the right to
raise the costs to this community every time there is an increase in costs. When PERS rates

go up so do your costs. When gas goes up so do your costs. When CalFire negotiates raises

your costs go up. The City will have 30 days to pay the increased cost or they will unilaterally
decide what seruices to cut. HFD guarantees no increases for 5 years on anything in which

they have control. The City expressed concern because that action in the Police Depaftment

resulted in a loss of Police Officers. The HFFA offered two reopeners without the ability to go

to impasse. The Fire Department has operated a crossed staffed truck for three decades at

the direction of the CiW Council that has works fine. Hemet Fire Department costs $500,000
less on an ongoing basis. Mr. Wexler stated that the Hemet Fire Department is almost $2
million dollars cheaper in the five year period of their contract proposal. $2 million is

significant to the City's structural deficit. By maintaining local control the City Council retains

the levels of seruice. As the costs increase, CalFire will determine the levels of seruice to
decrease if you can't pay the bill. Local control pafticularly for a Cíty struggling is paramount.

CalFire's proposal vests that authority with the County. The same County Officials that have

responsibility for the other agencies and lands that CalFire is responsible for protecting. The

City Council's concern is for Hemet's residents only, keep the control local. Chief Hawkins

would be responsible for the 26 square miles of Hemet as well as the other 50 square miles or

so of San Jacinto, Sage, Winchester, Little Lake and Valle Vista. Local control stafts with a

dedicated Fire Chief that is only responsible for this City. Hemet is large enough and unique

enough to merits its own Fire Chief. On average HFD runs twice as many calls as every other
County station. HFFA's proposal provides the residents with a dedicated Fire Chief and three
full-time Battalion Chiefs for 4 stations. The County's proposal has a Battalion Chief that
would be assigned to Hemet Ll3 of the time and a roving Battalion Chief that will be

responsible for additional stations. Mr. Wexler expressed concern with the notion that HFD's

Option B is most closely related to the County's Option 1. However, that fully staffed truck

could be located B miles away and responsible for a larger area of seruice not just Hemet. Mr.

Wexler discussed response times. HFD meets its response time 55% of the time. HFD stafts

the clock when the call comes in. CalFire stafts the clock when the truck rolls out of the bay.
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This will create a delay. The call will come into Hemet's dispatch, then be transferred to
Riverside County's dispatch, sit in a queue on a priority basis because their call volume is
greater. The clock begins when the truck rolls out of the doors not when the call was made
and that could be significantly different. B7o/o of Hemet's calls are medical in nature and on a
heaft attack those seconds count. Hemet's equipment was purchased at full price. It belongs
to Hemet and should continue to serue Hemet. The County of Riverside has not promised
any Hemet employees a job. The Depaftment has a tremendous group of men and women
and many have served for decades, they respond days, nights, weekends, rain storms, fire
storms, and holidays. How impoftant is it to know the area and the people they provide
medical services to. Mr. Wexler urged the City Council to not adopt the factfinders report. Mr.
Wexler disagrees that the report is close to what the City offered. The factfinder agree that
employees that have work for the City for over 15 years should get the retiree medical benefit.
The City Council hasn't voted to outsource the Fire Department yet. Mr. Wexler is hoping one
member of the majority will have an open mind and not handcuff this community long after
their time on the Council. This decision is irreversible. The City w¡ll be beholden to the county
and never have the resources again to staft a fire depaftment. The Citv said that the County
operates at 95% of its budget not sure which budget they are referring to. Mr. Wexler
discussed the increases and decreases in rates of other contracting cities. During the
negotiations of this contract the offer has increased by nearly 10% and the agreement has not
been signed. The City Council is making a critical decision. I implore you not for the
employees of the Fire Department but for the community to make the right decision.
Paul Raver, Hemet, expressed concern with the staff repoft and in his opinion approving
staff's recommendations is throwing the citizens of Hemet under the bus. Mr. Raver feels that
the Cooperative Agreement is flawed and needs to be amended. Mr. Raver expressed concern
with the language that allows the City to appoint a Contract Administrator to negotiate with
CalFire for possible future amendments. Measures C and EE does not allow the City to cut
seruices. Any reduction in seruices has to go to a vote of the people. How can the City
Council or the Contract Administrator do that without the authority to? Citygate's
recommendation is to retain Hemet Fire Depaftment. It is the City Council's fiduciary
responsibility to have the highest level of seruice at the lowest costs and that is not what is
being offered by CalFire. Hemet Fire Depaftment's seruice level is higher than CalFire's. Mr.
Raver pointed out a number of areas in the comparison where in his opinion the seruice level
offered by CalFire was lower than the service level provided by Hemet Fire Depaftment. Mr.
Raver also expressed concern with the transfer of fire equipment to the County without any
form of remuneration. Hemet Fire is more cost effective than Riverside County Fire. It is not
in Hemet's best economic or public safety interests to contract for fire and medical seruices.
Lori VanArsdale, Hemet, expressed concern that what the public wants has been left out of
the process. The City Council has had meeting after meeting with this level of attendance and
with similar results. I would implore you to give them credit for what they want not what you
think is good for them. We need to learn from San Jacinto's example. ln 2004, the City of
San Jacinto requested a bid from the County of Riverside to provide Police Seruices. Riverside
County's bid was $3.9 million and San Jacinto Police Department's was $4.1 million. They
gave up local control for $200,000.00. The end of the first year their bill was $5.2 million and
last year their bill was $10,766,000 with very little increase in seruices. Because of these
rising costs San Jacinto has a ballot measure on the November election. If you talk to the City
Council Members individually they wíll tell you they can't control the seruices. Why is the City
Council considering this now with an election in 6 weeks that might change the completion of
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the City Council and that might result in a different decision on this issue? What if San

Jacinto's ballot measure doesn't pass, how will that affect Hemet? One station will close, will it
be the one on the west side? If you did not want to run a full seruice city and do not like labor
negotiations and you do not want to make staff do their job you should not have run for City
Council. If there is a regional fire and the City does not have the guarantee of coverage, you

don't want to be one having a heart attack when County Fire takes over 45 minutes to back
f¡ll. I recommend that you stop this process and keep Hemet Fire Depaftment. At the least

wait until after the election to make this decision.
Jim Lineburger, Hemet, you have a plan and a purpose and were placed in your position by
god as paft of his plan. Your integrity, your honor and your morals are impoftant. My position

with Valley Restart has taught me to understand that I'm not always right. I have challenged
the City staff in things that I felt were being done wrong in this the city. Paid staff and elected
officials when you make a decision that impacts this community you need to have no

conviction or second guess yourself after that decision. I always asked myself if I did the right
thing. I apologized to you when I addressed you inappropriately. The State and County are in
the biggest mess and the City isn't. I want you to be able to say, I did what was right for the
residents in this community not Jeff Stone or your financial backers. After your term is up will
you remain in Hemet? I pray for this valley every day. I serue this valley every day. If it is
good to outsource then we should considering outsourcing the City Manager, the City Attorney
and the City Council.
Robin Lowe, Hemet, I am here representing Hemet West Mobile Home Park. Ms. Lowe sent
a letter to City Council from the property owners two years ago expressing concern regarding
some of the language in the proposed contract. If CalFire decides to close station 3 this
leaves the west end of Hemet at risk. There are horse ranches, schools, etc. If the station is

closed that leaves the west end of Hemet without any fire seruice. The Fire Department has

saved lives without a paramedic program. The Ladder truck in Menifee won't help us here in
Hemet. We bought the two squads for a reason when I was on the City Council. There is no

history of this City left on the dais except for Eric Vail. The Fire Department has not met their
budget because they have had 4 or 5 Chiefs in the past 4 years and no public safety
committee. The City has had 4 City Manager's and had a Finance Director that worked from
home. Ms. Lowe spoke in favor of retaining Hemet Fire Depaftment.
Gene Hikel, Hemet, the statements presented tonight are from the heaft. It has all been

said. The last 10 years Hemet Fire Department has taken the hit from City Council Member
that want to get rid of it. Don't make the mistake. Look at the history of the other cities.
We've heard the numbers. I have only heard a couple people in these meetings speak in favor
of contracting out. 99o/o of the speakers are in favor of saving Hemet Fire Depaftment. If you

don't understand something there is corruption behind it or it is a vendetta, personal issue or a

campaign promise. If you want to do the right thing submit it to the voters. Let them make

the change. Do not allow a bare majoriÇ of 5 make a change that will have a significant
impact on this community.
Mary Rowe, Hemet, the Council majoriÇ on November t2,2013 made it clear no matter
what people say, they will vote to contract out anyway, They say you can't fight City Hall, you

want to bet. Just wait until 2015 when the City tries to collect the $96.00 Code Inspection
fee. Ms. Rowe thanked the Hemet Fire Depaftment and noted that she will be giving the
Depaftment the kudos they deserue by running ads in various papers at her own expense.

Hemet Fire Fighters would be treated better in the Bay Area. Ms. Rowe read a poem she

wrote titled "Ode to the Hemet fire Department".
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The City Council recessed briefly at 9:24 p.m.
Reconvened at 9:33 p.m.

Nancy Seegelken, Hemet, a resident of Seven Hills. I want the citizens to realize that three
of the Council Members are selling the City down the river. There will be no local control over
local expenses. Ms. Seegelken referenced an article regarding Moreno Valley from September
4th. We will have no voice and no way to re-establish local control. Th¡s ¡i wrong. You are
taking the citizens down the path of total dependence on others for public safety seruices.
You have arbitrarily given yourselves way too much power to decide what is best for the City
of Hemet.
M¡tz¡ Caler, Hemet, has resided in Hemet since the early 1990's. During the recall efforts I
spoke with 340 voters in Hemet, 680/o or 232 signed the petition right away. 18% or 61 of the
voters were undecided. I4o/o or 47 voters refused to sign the petition. Only 10 of the 47 were
in suppott of contracting out, the other 37 just refuse to sign petitions in suppoft of recalls.
That should give you an indication that the Hemet voters love Hemet Fire Department. Ms.
Carver also noted that other cities that contract with CalFire are facing costs increases and will
either be raising taxes or decreasing seruice levels. I implore you to keep Hemet Fire and
maintain local control.
Thomas Maltes, Hemet, asked the City Council why they would consider outsourcing with
Riverside County. Even the independent Factfinder didn't find enough reasons to warrant
switching the fire depaftment. The equipment will be given to Riverside County and we will
never be in the position to own our own fire depaftment again. CR&R's rates were supposed
to be stable for a period of time and then they raised them almost immediately. We have no
guarantee that Riverside County won't add their increased rates to our tax bills. Mr. Martes
recommended that this decision be made by the voters.
William Wood, Hemet, in November I said the idea was crazy. Since that time I have
contacted the Fire Department 18 times with life threatening issues. Mr. Wood spoke in
support of Hemet Fire Depaftment.
Rich Biber, Hemet, I have been a resident of Hemet West for 10 years. Mr. Biber believes
that transferring millions of dollars of equipment and conceding local control of the fire
depaftment to the County will be a real threat to the safety of the residents of Hemet West
and the west side of the City. What is happening in San Jacinto with their finances should be
an example. Mr. Biber explained a situation that happened at Hemet West. Mr. Biber
expressed concern with the response times to the west end.
Stan Hildahl, Hemet, we are aware of assumptions about costs and benefits. The high
costs of consultants to give the City Council the answers they want. We know that Jeff Stone
help fund three of the Council Members and that he wants resources from Hemet to aid his
failing County budget. The costs to rent CalFire for many years will not be economical in the
long term. The previous Council invested in waste disposal seruice, this City Council used it as
a piggy bank to fix their budget. Previous Councils also wisely voted on a fìre department.
The proposed effective date is July t, 20t5 you should wait until after the November election
to make this decision.
Kathy Smigun, Hemet, HFD has faithfully serued us for 106 years. How can three people
give it all away during their four year term? How can you make a decision that can't be
reversed? The council needs to stop hiring consultants and make and stand behind some
decision that will save the money you need.
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Clara Holsins, Hemet, when buying a home considers three things location, location and fire
station. As a particípant in the recafl efforts I noticed that 68 to 70o/o of the residents

contacted are in favor of keeping Hemet Fire. Ms. Holsins reminded the City Council of the
senior population. Please vote your consciences tonight.
Rob Lindquist, Hemet, reminded the City Council that people have appreciated the beauty
of this valley for 1,000's of years. Mr. Lindquist looks for balance, equity and fairness and
expressed concern that three people won't listen to the community. As a former council
member I've never seen this kind of behavior.
Ernestine Kulylç Hemet, currently I am a resident of Four Seasons, but have lived in Hemet
for 27 years. I agree with the other speakers that the Fire Department should remain in
Hemet.
Dave Harvey, Hemet, retired Hemet Fire Fighter. Today is a sad day for the City of Hemet.
This is the day that the Council majority has been waiting for, the day they vote to contract
with County Fire, an organization that is in worst financial condition than the City. You will
either pay the price or reduce services. We knew you would sign this contract and now we
will no longer have a chance to negotiate. You have concentrated your effofts of outsourcing
Hemet Fire Department. You don't care about the voters. You care about the people that
bank roll your campaigns. Great job Fire Fighter's for dealing with this.
John Graham, Hemet, a retired teacher after 34 years of seruice. I have three homes in the
County and one in the CiÇ. I don't worry about my Hemet home, but I do worry about my
homes in the County burning.
E.A. Stocþ Hemet, Police and Fire are the heart and soul of a community and you are about
to gut the heaft and soul of Hemet.
Ramon Fonseca, Hemet, great job Fire Fighter's you are the hero's. You have a chance to
keep a tradition instead you are killing the soul of the City that was built by people líke the
Lindquist's, the Vega's, the Searl's, and the Rheingan's. It only takes three people to destroy
the soul of these people and this rich City.
Helen Hanson, Hemet, lived in the valley for over 30 years, raised my kids here and retired
here. I am a part of this community and try to be a good citizen. I implore you to make the
right decision. There is no good reason to outsource the Fire Depaftment. Let this decision
go to the ballot box.
Terry Hill, Hemet, came here in 1991. I vote every year. In 1991, we had a City Fire

Department, paramedics, water planes, volunteers and the prisoners. Why do three people

have this much authority over Hemet? Ms. Hill spoke in suppoft of Hemet Fire Department
and expressed concern that Hemet Police will be next.
Ann Smith, I want to tell you how much I respect you. I know you have heaft. I want you

to think about your families and your soon to be families, They will be in the same peril that
we are. I appeal to your heart to do the right thing.
Chuck Steadman, this is an emotional event for many people. You have heard every
argument and have been told that this is the stupidest decision to be made in the century.
We have vacant buildings and businesses closing. As a former Police Officer I worked closely
with the Fire Fighters. What are you thinking? You need to seriously listen to what has been

said here this evening and at prior meetings. I implore you to make the right vote. Don't
contract out the seruices to an agency that cannot provide the seruice that our own guys can.
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Council Member Youssef, the process has been an extension of the debate over the last
two years. The question is not what is the best interest of tradition or history or the Hemet
Fire Depaftment. It is what is in the best interest of the taxpayers and the people that live
here. Who is able to provide the most seruice at the best value. I heard from a couple of past
council members that should answer why the City of Hemet, with a large senior population
and B7o/o of the calls for medical aid, is the only city in the Inland Empire and quite possibly
Southern California that does not have paramedics as first responders. For 100 years Council
Members have not provided paramedics. After hearing the positions, Emergency Medical
Dispatch will free up the current dispatchers to take police calls and the Emergency Medical
Dispatchers will triage the medical calls. The timeframe needs to be considered. Emergency
Medical Dispatch has a value. During the tÍme between the call and the time the truck arrives
Riverside County Fire has Emergency Medical dispatchers that is not even quantified in the
price. We have heard a lot about San Jacinto and their tax measure and the possibility of a

station closure. We've been there and we did have to close a station because of budget
issues. At the end of the day Riverside County can produce better and more efficient seruice.
Concern was expressed with backfilling, Hemet Fire Depa¡tment sends its trucks out also.
We've been going through this process and hearing arguments for two years. There are also
unanticipated benefits such as Emergency Medical Dispatch. Council Member Youssef
explained that Riverside County's bill is for top step, it is that or lower. There will be cost
increases regardless of the agency. I still feel that Riverside County will provide a better
seruice.
Council Member Krupa, those on the dais have the right to be heard without boo's and
inteference from the public. We are sitting here giving consideration to in my opinion
something that will decimate our City from being a city. We are looking at a difficult process
that we have been going through for several years. We are facing financial problems in
Hernet. But through this process we are not looking at information from the public as to what
you want and what you are willing to pay for Íf it comes to that for fire and emergency medical
services. We haven't had paramedic seruices, but it doesn't'seem to have been a problem. A
couple Council Members attended the League of Cities conference. One of the sessions we
attended was "How to engage our community in making decision that are best for your
community". One thing that was said is that when we get elected, we do not get elected as
emperor we get as a public seruant. We are obligated to listen, to pay attention and give
options to the people. We are not elected to decide in our own best judgment what type of
services you will get as taxpayers. Council Member Krupa expressed concern with the
following language included in the contract "the city would be obligated to expend and
appropriate any sum in excess of Exhibit A increased by action of the state legislature". That
is a concern. Another paragraph reads "increase or decrease in seruices if the city cannot pay
the bill" followed by a sentence that says "the county is under no obligation to approve any
requested increase or reduction". So that means that if we can't pay the bill and we want a
decrease in seruices they don't have to agree to those decreases. Canyon Lake is dealing with
that right now. There are things in here that do not reflect the options for local control. Fire
Department's across California are figuring out that they need to change the way they deliver
seruice to the people they serue. Fire Departments are now considering cross staffing options
and running squads because they are responding to more medical calls than fire calls, I hate
unions. They have too much power, but by losing local control we gíve up control of our
future and that is why I am totally against this.

t6



Council Member Wright, asked that her written statement be included in the record
verbatim:

*At what point do we quit letting outside influences dismantle OUR CITY? This has
been a flawed process from the beginning and may even border on a corupt process as many
believe.

The council members pushing this process state "they are only looking for the best level
of seruice at the best cost." If that were truq we would not be voting on this issue today.
Additionally, there are reports by our hired consultants indicating that Hemet Fire Department
truly does provide the best seruice at the best price on a number of levels and recommend
that we do not outsource seruices. Thereforq the real motives of the council majority and
management need to be questioned.

Best business management practices involve the consideration of multiple options.
However, other alternatives were never considered. At the very least we should have
explored:

. IPA possibilities within the Valley or;

. Taking an issue of this magnitude to a vote of the people
Outsourcing Public Safety Seruices should have been the last resort. I believe it has been
irresponsible not to consider other alternatives in solving the CtU's structural defrcit.

If it goes through, and we continue down a path of outsourcing Public Safety, the city
will lose all control of over 75o/o of its budget Personally I don't want the County of Riverside
or the State of California deciding our destiny. The condition of the City of San lacinto should
be a lesson for us.

Just as other cities have experienceQ increases imposed by Cal Fire cannot be
negotiated. Cutting seruices is the only option. The County claims to have a superior record
of controlling costs, however they are curently experiencing a defrcit of over $40 million. The

defÌcit will be balanced on the backs of the contracted cities.
Outsourcing will not solve Hemet's deficit. It is my belief that if this should go through,

outsourcing our Fire Department to Cal Fire will eventually cause an increase in our deficit to
unmanageable margins. Lessons need to be learned from contract cities like Moreno Valley,

Canyon Lake and San Jacinto.
Since initiating the RFP two years agq the process has been highly questionable.

CalFire has continued to change their bids, manipulating the numbers to a point that I would
ask if we truly know what their costs actually are. 'I would ask if they should have been
allowed to constantly change these numbers without going out for another bid?

Concerned citizens and bustness leaders not wanting to outsource have had to endure
bullying and threatening tactics that should not be tolerated. It is perceived by these victims,
that it comes from the top levels of leadership of this city and if true, that is unbelieuably
deplorable.

There are a myriad of consequences stated time and time again that have not been
thoroughly considered. They include but are not limited tq compliance of Measure C and EE

voted by the people to ensure their safety, future grovvth and its cost, and what happens if the
utility measure in San Jacinto does not pass. Which of two fÌre stations in San lacinto will
close and how will that affect Hemet?

This vote come conspicuously close to an election that very well may change the make-
up of this council. Ultimately this decision should be voted on by the people."
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Eric Vail, City Attorney, requested that the City Council first act on ltem No. 14 the
Cooperative Agreement with Riverside County Fire. There are 4 sub-parts to the Item. You
can make a motion to act on them as a package or take the sub-parts individually. Depending
on your vote on that Item we will move to Item No. 13.

Item No. 14
Council Member Youssef moved and Mayor Pro Tem Milne seconded a motion to
take ltems L4.A through L4.D in one motion.

Council Member Krupa made a substitute motion that we refer the contracting out
of the Fire DepaÉment and Emergency Medical Services to a vote of the people of
Hemet seconded by Council Member Wright. Motion failed 2-3. Council Member
Youssef, Mayor Pro Tem Milne and Mayor Smith voted No.

The City Council voted on the motion made by Council Member Youssef and
seconded by Mayor Pro Tem Milne to take ltems L4.A through 14.D in one motion.
Motion carried 3-2. Council Members Krupa and Wright voted No.

Council Member Youssef moved and Mayor Pro Tem Milne seconded a motion to
approve ltem t4.A through 14.D as presented. Motion carried 3-2. Council
Members Krupa and Wright voted No.

Mr. Vail, Item No. 13 will be conducted in the same manor. You can act on all sub-pafts as
one or individually.

Item No. 13
Council Member Youssef moved and Mayor Smith seconded a motion to take ltems
13.4 through 13.C in one motion. Motion carried 3-2. Council Members Krupa and
Wright voted No.

Mayor Smith moved Mayor Pro Tem Milne seconded a motion to approve ltems
13.4 through 13.C as presented. Motion carried 3-2. Council Members Krupa and
Wright voted,No.

The City Council recessed briefly at 10:26 p.m.
Council Members Krupa and Wright left at this time.
Reconvened at 10:29 pm.

C¡ty Council Repofts

15.
Council Member Krupa
1. Traffic and Parking Commission
2. Riverside Conseruation Authority (RCA)
3. Ramona Bowl Association
4. Indian Gaming Distribution Fund
5. Riverside Transit Agenry (RTA)
6. Watermaster Board
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Council Member Wright
1. Park Commission
2. Planning Commission
3. Indian Gaming Distribution Fund
4. Riverside County Habitat Conseruation Agency (RCHCA)

5. Ramona Bowl Association

Council Member Youssef
1. Western Riverside County of Governments (WRCOG)
2. Riverside County Transpoftation Commission (RCTC)

Mayor Pro Tem Milne
1. Library Board
2. League of California Cities
3. Riverside County Habitat Conseruation Agency (RCHCA)

4. Riverside Transit Agenry (RTA)
5. Riverside Conseruation Authority (RCA)
6. Disaster Planning Commission

E. Mayor Smith
League of California Cities
Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC)

Western Riverside County of Governments (WRCOG)

Public Safety Update
Hemet Community Activities

Ad-Hoc Committee Reports
1. Crime Stoppers Plus Ad-Hoc Committee
2. West Hemet MSHCP Ad-Hoc Committee
3. Regent Development Agreement Ad-Hoc Committee

G. City Manager Hill
1, Manager's Repofts

Future Agenda ltems
Mayor Pro Tem Milne, asked that a facts regarding the decision to outsource FÍre Seruices

be placed on the C¡W's website to hopefully díspel some misinformation.

Adjournment
Adjourned at 10:30 p.m. to Tuesday, September 23,20L4 at 7:00 p.m.

B

c

D

1.

2.
3.
4.
5.

F
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AGENDA # I

Successorflgenry

TO

FROM

DATE

SUBJECT:

Successor Agency Board: the Honorable Mayor and City Council

Wally Hill, Executive Director and City d/t(
John Jansons, Community lnvestment

September 23,2014

Resolution Bill No. 14-063 Approving a Settlement Agreement with the Hemet
Unified School District relating to Historical Misallocated Pass Through Payments

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Successor Agency consider the proposed Resolution No.14-063 approving a
Settlement Agreement with the Hemet Unified School District relating to historical misallocated
pass through payments.

BACKGROUND:
On July 13, 1982, the Hemet City Council adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the Hemet
Redevelopment Project in accordance with the California Redevelopment Law, Health and
Safety Code ("HSC') S 30000 et seq. ('CRL"). Between Fiscal Years 1991-92 and 2005-06, the
Riverside County Auditor-Controller ("Auditor-Controller") apportioned certain property tax
revenues, in the amount of $530,681, to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet
("RDA") that should have been allocated to Hemet Unified School District pursuant to HSC $
33676(a) ("2 Percent Revenues").

HUSD raised the issue of the misallocated 2 Percent Revenues to the RDA and the County-
Auditor in or about June 2006 ("2006 Claim"). The Auditor-Controller thereafter remedied the
allocation of 2 Percent Revenues apportioned after the 2006 Claim, and HUSD and the RDA
had been attempting to resolve the 2006 Claim relative to previously misallocated 2 Percent
Revenues.

DISCUSSION / ANALYSIS:
HUSD and the Successor Agency have agreed to settle the 2006 Claim such that the HUSD
would be paid Íor 2 Percent Revenues owed for Fiscal Years 2003-04, 2004-05,2005-06, the
three years preceding HUSD's 2006 Claim. The 2 Percent Revenues for the three years is
equal to $177,475 and will be repaid over 3 years at $59,158.34 per fiscal year

The terms of the Agreement state that the Successor Agency shall allocate the Payment to
HUSD over time pursuant to the agreed upon payment schedule ("Schedule"), attached as
Exhibit A. The amount of each payment will be placed on the Successor Agency's Recognized
Obligation Payment Schedule ("ROPS') as set forth in Exhibit A. The Agreement provides that
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the Successor Agency will also take all reasonable administrative actions available to it under
ABxl 26 (2011) and AB 1484 (2012) to support the inclusion of the payment obligations created
by this Agreement on the ROPS, including but not limited to requesting a meet and confer to
resolve any disputes regarding any denial of such payments by the Department of Finance,
and/or (2) take such other action as may be subsequently agreed upon to challenge any denial
by the Department of Finance.

The attached Resolution 14-063 also authorizes the Executive Director and City Manager to
execute all documents pertaining to Settlement Agreement, including the submittal of the
Settlement Agreement to the Oversight Board. The Oversight Board is schedule to consider
approval of the Settlement Agreement at its September 24,2014 meeting.

This Agreement was approved by the HUSD Board on September 16, 2014, and is subject to
review and approval by the Agency's Oversight Board and the California Department of
Finance.

COORDINATION AND REVIEW:
This recommendation was prepared and coordinated with the City Attorney's Office, the
Administrative Services Department, the Office of the Executive Director / City Manager and the
Department of Community I nvestment.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The repayment to HUSD pursuant to the agreement will result in an estimated reduction in City
residual revenues from redevelopment dissolution of approximately $9,875 per fiscal year for
three (3) years, or a total reduction of residual redevelopment revenues of approximately
$29,620.

ALTERNATIVE(S):
The Successor Agency may choose not to approve the Settlement Agreement with HUSD. This
alternative would result in a risk of potential litigation by HUSD against the Successor Agency to
recoup the historical misallocated pass through payments.

CONCLUSION:
That the Successor Agency consider the proposed Resolution Bill No.14-063 approving a
Settlement Agreement with the Hemet Unified School District relating to historical misallocated
pass through payments.

ATTACH ENTISì:
1. Draft Resolution Bill No. 14-063
2. HUSD Settlement Agreement

Recommended by: Approved By:

t//
Wally HilJo

munity lnvestment Director

-2-

Executive Director and City Manager



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

I
10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California

RESOLUTION BILL NO. I4.063

A RESOLUTION OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE DISSOLVED FORMER

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA APPROVING A

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT WITH THE HEMET UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT RELATING

TO HISTORICAL MISALLOCATED PASS THROUGH PAYMENTS

WHEREAS, on July 13, 1982, the City Council adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the

Hemet Redevelopment Project in accordance with the California Redevelopment Law, Health

and Safety Code ('HSC') S 30000 et seq. ("CRL').

WHEREAS, between Fiscal Years 1991-92 and 2005-06, the Riverside County Auditor-

Controller ("Auditor-Controller") apportioned certain property tax revenues, in the amount of

$530,681, to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet ('RDA') that should have been

allocated to the Hemet Unified School District ("HUSD") pursuant to HSC $ 33676(a) ("2

Percent Revenues").

WHEREAS, HUSD raised the issue of the misallocated 2 Percent Revenues to the

RDA and the County-Auditor in or about June 2006 ("2006 Claim"). The Auditor-Controller

thereafter remedied the allocation of 2 Percent Revenues apportioned after the 2006 Claim,

and HUSD and the RDA had been attempting to resolve the 2006 Claim relative to previously

misallocated 2 Percent Revenues.

WHEREAS, HUSD and the Successor Agency of the Dissolved Former Redevelopment

Agency of the City of Hemet ("Agency") have agreed to settle the 2006 Claim such that the
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HUSD would be paid for 2 Percent Revenues owed for Fiscal Years 2003-04,2004-05, 2005-

06, the three years preceding HUSD's 2006 Claim. The 2 Percent Revenues for the three

years is equal to $177 ,475 and will be repaid over 3 years at $59,158.34 per fiscal year.

WHEREAS, the repayment will be placed on the Recognized Obligation Repayment

Schedule and the source of funds for the repayment will be Redevelopment Property Tax Trust

Fund Revenues (i.e., former tax increment) obtained from the Riverside County Auditor-

Controller.

WHEREAS, the HUSD Board approved this Agreement at their meeting on September

16,2014. A copy of the Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein

by this reference.

WHEREAS, this Agreement is subject to review and approval by the Agency's

Oversight Board and the California Department of Finance.

NOW THEREFORE, BE lT RESOLVED, DETERMINED AND ORDERED by the

Successor Agency of the Dissolved Former Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet, in

regular session assembled September 23,2014 as follows:

1. That the Successor Agency hereby finds and declares that the above recitals are true

and correct.

2. That the Successor Agency hereby approves the settlement of HUSD's claim by way of

the Agreement with HUSD, attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by

this reference

3. The Executive Director is authorized and directed to execute and administer the

Agreement and to immediately take it to the Oversight Board for its approval at the

September 24, 201 4 meeting.
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PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Successor Agency this September 23,
2014

Larry Smith, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Sarah McGomas, City Glerk Eric S. Vail, Gity Attorney

State of California
County of Riverside
City of Hemet

l, Sarah McComas, City Clerk of the City of Hemet, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Resolution is the actual Resolution adopted by the City Council of the City of
Hemet and was passed at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 23th day of
September,2014 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

)
)

)

J

Sarah McComas, City Clerk



SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

The Ciry of Hemet, tlre Successor Agency lo the Redevelopnrent Agency of the Cíty of Henrct

aud the Henrcl UnìJied School Dístrict

The SUCCESSOR ACENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT ACENCY OF THE CITY OF

HEMET ("Agency"), and the HEMET UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTzuCT ("HUSD") (collectively,

"Parties") hereby enter into this Settlement Agreement ("Agreement') to resolve a dispute

related to the calculation and payment of pass-through obligations by the Successor Agency and

its predecessor to HUSD.

RECITALS

A. On July 13, 1982, the City Council adopted the "Redevelopment Plan for the

Hemet Redevelopment Project" in accordance with the Califqornia Redevelopment Law, Health

and Safety Code ("HSC') {i 30000 et seq. (*CRL").

B. Berween Fiscal Years l99l-92 and 2005-06, the Riverside County Auditor-

Controller ("Auditor-Controllei') apportioned certain property tax revenues, in the amount of

$530,681, to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet ("RDA') that should have been

allocated to HUSD pursuant to HSC $ 33676(a) (hereinafter, "2 Percent Revenues"),

C. HUSD raised the issue of the misallocated 2 Percent Funds to the RDA and the

County-Auditor in or about June 2006 ("2006 Claim"). The Auditor-Controller thereafter

remedied the allocation of 2 Percent Revenues apportioned after the 2006 Claim, and HUSD and

the RDA had been attempting to resolve the 2006 Claim relative to previously misallocated 2

Percent Revenues.

D. HUSD and the Agency, as the ,u...rro, to the RDA, have agreed to settle the

2006 Claim such that the HUSD would be paid for 2 Percent Revenues owed for Fiscal Years



2003-04, 2004-05, 2005-06, the three years preceding HUSD's 2006 Claim. The 2 Percent

Revenues for the three years is equal to 5177,475.

E. This Agreement is subject to review and approval by the Agency's Oversight

Board and the Califomia Depafment of Finance. The Oversight Board approved this Agreement

by Resolution No. _, adopted 2014, and the Califomia Department of

Finance has not challenged the adoption of Resolution No. _, or in the alternative has agreed

that this Agreement may be entered into by the Successor Agency,

F. In order to avoid the time and expense of litigation between the Parties, the

Parties have agreed to enter into this Agreement.

AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREFORE, for full and valuable consideration and based upon the foregoing recitals,

terms, conditions, covenants, and agreements contained herein, the Parties agree as follows:

l. Recitals. The above recitals are true and correct.

2. Back Pavment. ln consideration, and in the interest of resolving HUSD's claims

against the Agency, the Agency agrees to reimburse HUSD a total amount of Sú7,475. in owed

back payments plus interest ("Payment"),

3. Pavment Schedule. The Agency shall allocate the Payment to HUSD over time

pursuant to the agreed upon payment schedule ("Schedule"), attached as Exhibit A.

4. ROPS. The Agency agrees to place the payment obligations created by this

Agreement on the Agency's Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule ("ROPS") as set forth in

Exhibit A. Additionally, the Agency agrees to (l) take all reasonable administrative actions

available to it under ABxl 26 (2011) and AB 1484 (2012) ("Dissolution Acts") ro supporr the

inclusion of the payment obligations created by this Agreement on the ROPS, including but not



limited to requesting a meet and confer to resolve any disputes regarding any denial of such

payments by the Departrnent of Finance, and/or (2) take such other action as may be

subsequently agreed upon by the Parties to challenge any denial by the Department of Finance.

5. Covenant Not To Sue. So long as the terms of this Agreement are performed,

eaclr of the Parties agrees that it will not at any time assert any claim or commence any lawsuit

against tlre other Party relative to this Agreement or the allocation of 2 Percent Funds prior to

Fiscal Year 2005-06, and each Party agrees to indemniff and hold harmless the other Party

against any claim, demand, debt, obligation, liability, cost, expense, right of action or cause of

action based on, arising out of, or resulting from any such action.

6. Joint Drafting and Mutual Interpretation. This Agreement shall be construed and

interpreted in a neutral manner. This Agreement is a negotiated document and shall be deemed

to have been drafted jointly by the Paflies, and no rule of construction or interpretation shall

apply against a particular party based on the assumption or contention that the Agreement was

drafted by one of the Parties. In this regard, the provisions of Califomia Civil Code Section

1654 are waived and deemed inapplicable to the interpretation of this Agreement. This

Agreenrent was negotiated between the Parties at arm's length with each Party receiving advice

from independent legal counsel of its own choosing.

7. Entire Aqreement. This Agreement contains the entire understanding of the

Parties. There are no representations, covenants, or undertakings other than those expressly set

forth herein. The Parties acknowledge that no Party, or any agent or attorney of any Party has

made any promise, representation, or warranty whatsoever, express or implied, not contained

herein to induce any other Party to execute this Agreement. The Parties acknowledge that they

have not executed this Agreement in reliance on any promise, representation, or wananty not
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specifìcally contained herein, The Parties, and each of them, fully represent and declare that they

have carefully read this Agreement and that they have voluntarìly signed this Agreement.

This Agreement supersedes any and all oral agreements between or among the Parties

which are hereby merged into this flrnal Agreement. Should any provision of this Agreement be

declared or determined by a court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal, invalid, or

unenforceable, the invalidity, illegality, or unenfo¡ceability shall not affect any other provision of

the Agreement and the remainder of the Agreement shall be construed as il the invalid, illegal, or

unenforceable provision had never been included.

8. Apnlicable Law. The validity of this Agreement and the interpretation of any of

its terms or provisions shall be governed by the laws of the State of califomia.

9. Amendments or Modifications. This Agreement may only be amended or

modified by the mutual agreement of the Parties and only when the Parties memorialize the

agreement to amend or modiff in writing.

10. Counterpafts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, all of which,

taken together, shall be deemed an original.

I l. No Admission of Liability. It is understood and agreed by the Parties that this

Agreement is not to be construed as an admission of liability on the part of any person, party or

entity released by it.

l?, Attornevs' Fees Provision.

If any of the Parties breach any of the provisions of this Agreement, necessitating the

fìling of a civil action to enforce any or all of the terms of this Agreement, the prevailing party

may recover reasonable atlorneys' fees incured in enforcing the terms and provisions of this

Agreement,
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The Parties agree to bea¡ their own costs and attomeys' fees incuned to date in

connection with the Claims, íncluding the attorneys' fees incurred to prepare, review, revise and

execute this Agreement.

13. Severabílity. [f any provision of this Agreement is held by a Court of competent

jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable for whatever reason, the remaining provisions

not so declared shall, nevertheless, continue in full force and effect, without being impaired in

any manner whatsoever.

14. Copv Admissible. In any action or proceeding relating to this Agreement, the

Parties stipulate that a copy of the Agreement may be admissible to the same extent as the

original Agreement, unless the exceptions set forth in Section l52l of the Califomia Evidence

Code are found to be applicable-

15. Captions and lnterpreqations. Paragraph titles or captions contained in this

Agreement are inserted as a matter of convenience and for reference, and in no way define, limit,

extend, or describe the scope of this Agreement.

16. Richt to Independent Coun,sel. The Pa¡ties acknowledge and represent that they

have had the right to and benefit of consultation with independent legal counsel and expert

consultants. The Parties have read and understand the entirety of this Agreement, and have been

advised as to the legal effects of this Agreement, as to, forexample, theirrights and obligations,

and hereby willingly and voluntarily agree to every term of this Agreement.

17. Effeetive Date. This Agreement shall be effective immediately upon execution by

the Parties.
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18. Execution bv Facsimile or in Counterp+4E. This Agreement may be executed in

counterparts such that the signatures may appear on separate signature pages. A copy or an

original, with all signatures appended together, shall be deemed a fully executed Agreement. A

lacsimile version of any pafty's signature shall be deemed an original signature

Agrced:

HEMET UNTFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

ñq. r?. lll
Dr. Bany Superintendent Date

SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF
HEMET

Wally Hill, ve Director Date

Attest:

Sarah McComas, Secretary

Approved as to Form:

BOWIE, ARNESON, WILES & GIANNONE

JEFFREY A. HOSKINSON
Attomeys for Hemet Unified School District

CITY ATTORNEY

ERIC S.VAIL
Ceneral Counsel for the
Successor Agency to the Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Hemet

Date

Date
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18. Execution by Facsimile or in Conntemarts. This Agleement may be executed in

cormterparts such that the signatures may appear on separate signature pages. A copy or an

original, with all signatures appended together, shall be deemed a fully executed Agreement. A

facsimile version of any party's signature shall be deemed an original signature

Agreed:

HEMET UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Dr, Barry L. Kayrell, Superintendent Date

SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT ÄGENCY OF THE CITY OF
HEMET

rr)Vally Hill, Executive Director

Attest:

Sarah McComas, Secretary

Approved as to Form:

BO\ilI8, & GIA¡INONE

for Unified School District

CITY ATTOR¡IEY

ERIC S.VAIL
General Counsel for the
Successor Agency to the Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Hemet

Date

Date
b

Date
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Exhibit A

AGENCY PAYMENT SCHEDULE

r)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

ROPS Schcdulc

r4-158

l5-l6A

l5-t68

t6-17A

t6-t7B

l7-t8A

Paymcnt Amount

29,579.17

29,579.17

29,579.17

29,579"17

29,579.t7

29,579.17
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AGENDA # I7

SuccessorflgenE

TO: Successor Agency Board: the Honorable Mayor and City Council

laFROM Wally Hill, Executive Director and City Manager
John Jansons, Community lnvestment Director

DATE September 23,2014

SUBJECT: Resolution Bill No. 14-064 Approving a Settlement Agreement with the Riverside
County Office of Education to Resolve a Dispute Related to the Calculation and
Payment of Pass-Through Obligations

RECOMMENDATION:
That the Successor Agency consider the proposed Resolution No.14-064 approving a
settlement agreement with the Riverside County Office of Education to resolve a dispute related
to the calculation and payment of pass-through obligations.

BACKGROUND:
On July 13, 1982, the Hemet City Council adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the Hemet
Redevelopment Project in accordance with the California Redevelopment Law, Health and
Safety Code ('HSC") S 30000 et seq. ('CRL'). On November 25, 2003, the former Hemet
Redevelopment Agency ("RDA") adopted Ordinance No. 1705 ("Ordinance") to eliminate the
time limit to establish loans, advances, and indebtedness for the Hemet Redevelopment Project
Area.

Pursuant to HSC Section 33607 .7 , if a redevelopment agency "eliminates... the time limit on the
establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness" the agency is required to make payments in
accordance with HSC Section 33607.7 to all affected taxing entities, which do not have an
executed pass-through agreement, commencing from the date of the original time limit on the
establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness. HSC Section 33607.7 also requires the
RDA to calculate payments using an adjusted base year, which is the year in which the original
time limit would have taken effect. The RDA did not have an existing pass-through agreement
between with Riverside County Office of Education ("RCOE") so the Ordinance effectively
triggered HSC Section 33607.7 payments to RCOE from fiscal year 200312004 onward.

However, the County Auditor-Controller did not withhold HSC Section 33607.7 payments after
the RDA's adoption of the Ordinance and the RDA did not separately make the payments to
RCOE. Because the original deadline on the time limit to establish loans, advances, and
indebtedness was July 13, 2002, the correct base year to use in calculating HSC Section
33607.7 payments is fiscal year 200212003.
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On June 17, 2013, RCOE prepared and delivered a demand letter notifying the Successor
Agency of an underpayment of $171,592 during the fiscal years between 200712008 and
201012011, according to RCOE's calculations and interpretation of the Successor Agency's
payment obligations under Section 33607.7.

On or about July 25, 2013, the Successor Agency responded, agreeing with RCOE's position in
general but acknowledged that any settlement of past-due amounts would be subject to
approval by a number of entities before the Successor Agency would have any ability to actually
make payments.

DISCUSSION / ANALYSIS:
RCOE and the Successor Agency have agreed to settle the claim such that the RCOE would be
paid for historical pass through amounts owed prior to redevelopment dissolution in 2012. The
pass throughs owed for this time period total 5171,592 and will be repaid over 3 years at
$57,197.34 per fiscal year. The repayment will begin in fiscal year 2015116.

The terms of the Agreement state that the Successor Agency shall allocate the Payment to
RCOE over time pursuant to the agreed upon payment schedule ("Schedule"), attached as
Exhibit A. The amount of each payment will be placed on the Successor Agency's Recognized
Obligation Payment Schedule ('ROPS') beginning in fiscal year 2015/16 as setforth in Exhibit
A. The Agreement provides that the Successor Agency will also take all reasonable
administrative actions available to it under ABxl 26 (2011) and AB 1484 (2012) to support the
inclusion of the payment obligations created by this Agreement on the ROPS, including but not
limited to requesting a meet and confer to resolve any disputes regarding any denial of such
payments by the Department of Finance, and/or (2) take such other action as may be
subsequently agreed upon to challenge any denial by the Department of Finance.

The attached Resolution 14-064 also authorizes the Executive Director and City Manager to
execute all documents pertaining to Settlement Agreement, including the submittal of the
Settlement Agreement to the Oversight Board. The Oversight Board is schedule to consider
approval of the Settlement Agreement at its September 24,2014 meeting.

This Agreement was approved by RCOE on September 1 1 , 2014, and is subject to review and
approval by the Agency's Oversight Board and the California Department of Finance.

COORDINATION AND REVIEW:
This recommendation was prepared and coordinated with the City Attorney's Office, the
Administrative Services Department, the Office of the Executive Director / City Manager and the
Department of Community Investment.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The repayment to RCOE pursuant to the agreement will result in an estimated reduction in City
residual revenues from redevelopment dissolution of approximately $9,547 per fiscal year for
three (3) years, or a total reduction of residual redevelopment revenues of approximately
$28,640.

ALTERNATIVE(S):
rnilccessorngencymaychoosenottoapproVetheSettlementAgreementwithRCoE.This
alternative would result in a risk of potential litigation by RCOE against the Successor Agency to
recoup the disputed amount related to the calculation and payment of pass-through obligations.
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GONGLUSION:
That the Successor Agency consider the proposed Resolution Bill No.14 - 08 approving a
Settlement Agreement with the RCOE to resolve a dispute related to the calculation and
payment of passthrough obligations.

ATTACHMENT(SI:
1. Draft Resolution Bill No. 14-064
2. RCOE Settlement Agreement

Recommended Approved By:

Wally Hill
unity lnvestment Director Executive Director and City Manager

ú/
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CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, California

RESOLUTION BILL NO. 14.064

A RESOLUTION OF THE SUCCESSOR AGENCY OF THE DISSOLVED FORMER

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF HEMET, CALIFORNIA APPROVING A

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT WITH THE RIVERSIDE COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION TO

RESOLVE A DISPUTE RELATED TO THE CALCULATION AND PAYMENT OF PASS.

THROUGH OBLIGATIONS

WHEREAS, on July 13, 1982, the City Council adopted the Redevelopment Plan for the

Hemet Redevelopment Project in accordance with the California Redevelopment Law, Health

and Safety Code (.HSC") S 30000 et seq. ('CRL').

WHEREAS, pursuant to HSC Section 33607.7, if a redevelopment agency

"eliminates...the time limit on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness" the

agency is required to make payments in accordance with HSC Section 33607.7 to all affected

taxing entities, which do not have an executed pass-through agreement, commencing from the

date of the original time limit on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness.

WHEREAS, HSC Section 33607.7 also requires the redevelopment agency to calculate

payments using an adjusted base year, which is the year in which the original time limit would

have taken effect.

WHEREAS, on November 25,2003, the former Hemet Redevelopment Agency ("RDA")

adopted Ordinance No. 1705 ("Ordinance") to eliminate the time limit to establish loans,

advances, and indebtedness for the Hemet Redevelopment Project Area. Due to the lack of a
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pass-through agreement between the RDA and RCOE, the Ordinance effectively triggered

HSC Section 33607.7 payments to RCOE from fiscal year 200312004 onward.

WHEREAS, since the original deadline on the time limit to establish loans, advances,

and indebtedness was July 13,2002, the correct base year to use in calculating HSC Section

33607.7 payments is fiscal year 200212003.

WHEREAS, subsequent to the RDA's adoption of Ordinance No. 1705, the County

Auditor-Controller did not withhold HSC Section 33607.7 payments and the RDA did not

separately make the payments to RCOE.

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2013, RCOE prepared and delivered a demand letter notifying

the Successor Agency of an underpayment of $171,592 during the fiscal years between

2OO7|2OO8 and 201012011, according to RCOE's calculations and interpretation of the

Successor Agency of the Dissolved Former Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet

("Agency") payment obligations under Section 33607.7.

WHEREAS, on or about July 25, 2013, the Agency responded, agreeing with RCOE's

position in general but acknowledged that any settlement of past-due amounts would be

subject to approval by a number of entities before the Agency would have any ability to actually

make payments.

WHEREAS, the Agency has agreed to repay the $171,592.00 over a three year term at

$57,197.34 per fiscal year.

WHEREAS, the repayment will be placed on the Recognized Obligation Repayment

Schedule and the source of funds for the repayment will be Redevelopment Property Tax Trust

Fund Revenues (i.e., former tax increment) obtained from the Riverside County Auditor-

Controller.
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WHEREAS, the RCOE Board approved this Agreement on September 11, 2014. A

copy of the Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit "4" and incorporated herein by this

reference.

WHEREAS, this Agreement is subject to review and approval by the Agency's

Oversight Board and the California Department of Finance.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, DETERM¡NED AND ORDERED bY thE

Successor Agency of the Dissolved Former Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet, in

regular session assembled September 23,2014 as follows:

1. That the Successor Agency hereby finds and declares that the above recitals are true

and correct.

2. That the Successor Agency hereby approves the settlement of RCOE's claim by way of

the Agreement with RCOE, attached hereto as Exhibit "4" and incorporated herein by

this reference

3. The Executive Director is authorized and directed to execute and administer the

Agreement and to immediately take it to the Oversight Board for its approval at the

September 24, 2014 meeting.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Successor Agency this September 23,
2014

Larry Smith, Mayor

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Eric S. Vail, Gity AttorneySarah McGomas, Gity Clerk
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State of California
County of Riverside
City of Hemet

l, Sarah McComas, City Clerk of the City of Hemet, do hereby certify that the
foregoing Resolution is the actual Resolution adopted by the City Council of the City of
Hemet and *"r passed at a regular meeting of the City Council on the 23th day of
September,2Ol4 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

Sarah McComas, City Clerk

)

)
)
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SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

The Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Hemet and the

Riverside County OfJice of Educaîion

ThC SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF

HEMET ("Agency") and the RIVERSIDE, COUNTY OFFTCE OF EDUCATION ("RCOE")

(collectively, "Parties") hereby enter into this Settlement Agreement ("Agreement") to resolve a

dispute related to the calculation and payment of pass-through obligations by the Successor

Agency to RCOE.

RECITALS

A. On July 13, 1982, the City Council adopted the "Redcvelopment Plan for the

Hemet Redevelopment Project" in accordance with the Califomia Redevelopment Law, Health

and Safety Code ("HSC") $ 30000 et seq. ("CRL")'

B. Pursuant to HSC Section 33607.7, if a redevelopment agency "eliminates...the

time limit on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness" the agency is required to

make payments in accordance with HSC Section 33607.7 to all affected taxing entities, which do

not have an executed pass-through agreement, commencing from the date of the original time

limit on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness.

C. FISC Section 33607.7 also requires the redevelopment agency to calculate

payments using an adjusted base year, which is the year in which the original time limit would

have taken effect.

D. On November 25, 2003, the former Hemet Redevelopment Agency ("RDA")

adopted Ordinance No. 1705 ("Ordinance") to eliminate the time limit to establish loans,

advances, and indebtedness for the Hemet Redevelopment Project Area. Due to the lack of a



pass-through agreement between the RDA and RCOE, the Ordinance effectivety triggered HSC

section 33607.7 payments to RCOE from fiscal yeat 200312004 onward.

E. Since the original deadline on the time limit to establish loans, advances, and

indebtedness was July 13,2002,the correct base year to use in calculating HSC Section 33607.7

payments is fiscal yeat 200212003.

F. Subsequent to the RDA's adoption of Ordinance No. 1705, the County Auditor-

Controller did not withhold HSC Section 33607.7 payments and the RDA did not separately

make the payments to RCOE.

G. On June 17,2013, RCOE prepared and delivered a demand letter notifying the

Successor Agency of an underpayment of $171,592 during the hscal years between200712008

and201,012011, according to RCOE's calculations and interpretation of the Successor Agency's

payment obligations under Section 33607.7 -

H. On or about July 25,2073, the Successor Agency responded, agreeing with

RCOE's position in general but acknowledged thal any settlement of past-due amounts would be

subject to approval by a number of entities before the Successor Agency would have any ability

to actually make payments.

I. This Agreement is subject to review and approval by the Agency's Oversight

Board and the California Department of Finance. The Oversight Board approved this Agreement

by Resolution No. 
-, 

adoPted 2014, and the California Department of

Finance has not challenged the adoption of Resolution No. 

-, 
or in the alternative has agreed

that this Agreement may be entered into by the Succcssor Agency.

J. In order to avoid the time and expense of litigatìon between the Parties, the

Parties have agreed to enter into this Agreement

-2-



AGREEMENT

NOW, THEREI.'ORE, for full and valuable consideration and based upon the foregoing recitals'

terms, conditions, covenants, and agreements contained herein, the Parties agree as follows:

1.' Recitals. The above recitals are hue and correct'

2, Back Payment. In consideration, and in the interest of resolving RCOE's claims

against the Agency, the Agency agrees to reimburse RCOE a total amount of $171,592.00 in

agreed-upon back payments plus interest ("Payment").

3. Payment Schedule . The Agency shall allocate the Payment to RCOE over time

pursuant to the agreed upon payment schedule ("Schedule"), attached as Exhibit A'

4. ROPS. The Agency agrees to place the payment obligations created by this

Agreement on the Agency's Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule ("ROPS") as set forth in

Exhibit A. Additionally, the Agency agrees to (1) take all reasonable administrative actions

available to it under ABxl 26 (2011) and AB 1484 (2012) ("Dissolution Acts") to support the

inclusion of the payment obligations created by this Agreement on the ROPS, including but not

limited to requesting a meet and confer to resolve any disputes regarding any denial of such

payments by the Department of Finance, and/or (2) take such other action as may be

subsequently agreed upon by the Parties to challenge any denial by the Department of Finance.

5. Future Payments. The Agency further agrees to work with the County Auditor-

Controller's office to correct the calculation methodology for all future pass-through payments to

reflect the Agency's obligations under Section 33607.7. This obligation includes, but is not

limited to: 1) supporting RCOFì's notification to the Riverside County Auditor-Controller

(',Auditor-Controller") of the discrepancy in prior payment calculations; and 2) providing

documentation or other information requested by RCOE, Auditor-Controller, or California
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Department of Finance to ensure that any allocations of future payments from the Auditor-

Controller reflect the proper calculation methodology pursuant to Section 33607.7. (See

Calculation Methodology for Pass-Through Payments, attached hereto as Exhibit B; see also

Backup Documentation for Methodology from RCOE Consultant, attached hereto as Exhibit C.)

6. Covenant Not To Sue. So long as the terms of this Agreement are performed,

each of the Parties agrees that it will not at any time assert any claim or commence any lawsuit

against the othm Party, and each Party agree.s to indemnify and hold harmless the other Party

against any claim, demand, debt, obligation, liability, cost, expense, right of action or cause of

action based on, arising out of, or resulting from any such action.

7. Joint Drafting and Mutual Inteïpretation. This Agreement shall be construed and

interpreted in a neutral manner. This Agreement is a negotiated document and shall be deemed

to have been drafted jointly by the Parties, and no rule of construction or interpretation shall

apply against a particular party based on the assumption o¡ contention that the Agreement was

drafted by one of the Parties. In this regard, the provisions of California Civil Code section 1654

are waived and deemed inapplicable to the interpretation of this Agreement. This Agreement

was negotiated between the Parties at arm's length with each Party receiving advice from

independent legal counsel of its own choosing.

8. Entire Agreement.

This Agreement contains the entire understanding of the Parties. There are no

representations, covenants, or undertakings other than those expressly set forth herein. The

Parties acknowledge that no Party, or any agent or attorney of any Party has made any promise,

representation, or warranty whatsoever, express or implied, not contained herein to induce any

other Party to execute this Agreement. The Parties acknowledge that they have not executed this
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Agreement in reliance on any promise, representation, or warranty not specifically contained

herein. The Parties, and each of them, fully represent and declare that they have carefully read

this Agreement and that they have voluntarily signed this Agreement.

This Agreement supersedes any and all oral agreements between or among the Parties

which are hereby merged into this final Agreement. Shoutd any provision of this Agreement be

declared or determined by a court of competent jurisdiction to be illegal, invalid, or

unenforceable, the invalidity, illegality, or unenforceability shall not affect any other provision of

the Agreement and the remainder of the Agreement shall be construed as if the invalid, illegal, or

unenforceable provision had never been included'

g. Applicable Law. The validity of this Agreement and the interpretation of any of

its terms or provisions shall be govemed by the laws of the State of California'

10. Amendments or Modifications. This Agreement may only be amended or

modifiecl by the mutual agreement of the Parties and only when the Parties memorialize the

agreement to amend or modifu in writing'

11. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, all of which,

taken together, shall be deemed an original'

12. No Admission of Liability. It is understood and agreed by the Parties that this

Agreement is not to be construed as an admission of liability on the part of any person, party or

entity released by it.

13. AttorneYs' Fees Provision,

If any of the Parties breach any of the provisions of this Agteement, necessitating the

filing of a civil action to enforce any or all of the terms of this Agreement, the prevailing party
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may recover reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in enforcing the terms and provisions of this

Agreement,

The Parties agfee to bear their own costs and attorneys' fees incurred to date in

connection with the Claims, including the attorneys' fees incurred to prepare, teview, revise and

execute this Agreement.

14. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is held by a Court of competent

jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable for whatever reason, the remaining provisions

not so declared shall, nevertheless, continue in full force and effect, without being impaired in

any manner whatsoever.

15. Copy Admissible. In any action or proceeding relating to this Agreement, the

Parties stipulate that a copy of the Agreement may be admissible to the same extent as the

original Agreement, unless the exceptions set forth in Section 1521 of the California Evidence

Code are found to be applicable.

16. Captions and Interpretations. Parugraph titles or captions contained in this

Agreement are inserted as a matter of convenience and for reference, and in no way define, limit,

extend, or describe the scope of this Agreement.

17. Riqht to Independent Counsel. The Parties acknowledge and represent tbat they

have had the right to and benefit of consultation with independent legal counsel and expert

consultants. The Parties have read and understand the entirety of this Agreement, and have been

advised as 1o the legal effects of this Agreement, as to, for example, their rights and obligations,

and hereby willingly and voluntarily agree to every term of this Agreement'

18. Effective Date. This Agreement shall be effective immediately upon execution by

the Parties.
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lg. Execution by Facsimile or in Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in

cognterparts such that the signatures may appear on separate signature pages' A copy or an

original, with all signatures appended together, shall be deemed a fully executed Agreement' A

facsimile version of any party's signature shall be deemed an original signature.

ISIGNATURES TO FOLLOW ON SEPARATE PAGEI
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Agreed

COUNTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION

TERESA HYDEN
Chief Business Official
County Superintendent of Schools Designee

SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE
CITY OF'HEMET

WALLY HILL
Executive Director

Date

Attest

Date

SARAH MCCOMAS
Secretary to the Successor AgencY

Approved as to Form:

& FULFROST LLP

PETER AG

Date

I (û I
Date

Attorneys for Riverside
of Education

Offrce

CITY ATTORNEY

ERIC S. VAIL
General Counsel for the Successor
Agency to the Redevelopment Agency
of the City of Hemet

-8-
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Exhibit A

AGENCY PAYMENT SCHEDULE

1)

ROPS Schedule

1s-l6 A
15-16 B
t6-17 A
16-17 B
17-18 A
17-18 B

Pavment Amount

$28,598.67
928,598.67
$28,598.67
928,598.67
$28,598.66
$28,598.66

2)
3)
4)
s)
6)

ExhibitA
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Exhibit C

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION FROM REDEVELOPMENT CONSULTANT TO
SUPPORT CALCULATION METIIODOLOGIES

[EXHIBTT C DOCUMENTATION FOLLOWS ON NEXT PAGE]
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D DOLINKA
GROUP

to:

From:

RE:

Date:

MEMORANDUM

Peter Fagen & Kelley Owens (Fagen, Friedman, and Fulfrost, LLP)

Darrin Watters & Jeffrey Mizokawa (Dolinka Group, LLC)

Former Hemet Redevelopment Agency

1011512012

Dolinka Group, LLC was retained by the Riverside County Otfice of Education ("RCOE") to audit
pass-through payments from the former Hemet Redevelopment Agency ("Successor Agency'').
The following memorandum outlines the specific causes of the payment discrepancy being
addressed with the Successor Agency and includes back-up information to justify RCOE's
claim.

General lnformatlon
r)
[)
ilr)
tv)
v)
vt)

Client:
Former RDA:
Project Area:
Payment Type:
FiscalYears:
Dlscrepancy:

Riverside County Office of Education
Hemet Redevelopment Agency
Hemet Redevelopment Agency projec't area
S8211
200712008 - 2010/2011
$171,592

Reason for Discrepancv
D HSC Section 33333.6 & 33607.7

Under HSC Section 33607.7, if the agency "eliminates pursuant to paragraph (1)
of subdivision (e) of Section 33333.6, the time limit on the establishing of loans,
advances, and indebtedness" the agency is required to make payments in
accordance with HSC Section 33607,7. Furthermore, the agency must make
HSC 33607.7 payments to all affected taxing enlities, which do not have an
executed pass-through agreement, commencing from the date of the original
time limit on the establishing of loans, advances, and indebtedness.

Ordinance 1705 (Attachment 1)
On November 25, 2003 the Successor Agency adopted Ordinance No. 1705
("Ordinance") to eliminate the time limit to establish loans, advances, and
indebtedness for Hemet Redevelopment Agency project area. Due to the lack of
a pass-through agreement between the Successor Agency and RCOE, the
Ordinance effectively triggered HSC Section 33607.7 payments to RCOE. Since
the original deadline on the time limit to establish loans, advances, and
indebtedness was July 13, 2002 which falls into fiscalyear 200212003, the level 1

base year for the HSC Section 33602.7 payments is fiscal year 2N2|2OO3.
Pursuant to HSC Section 33607.7, and Section 2 of the Ordinance which reads
'the agency shall make the required payment to the atfected taxing agencies
required by Health and Safety Code 33607.7', payments were owed to BCOE
from fiscal year 20O312004 onward.

[]
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D
Addltional lnformation:

l) Dolinka Group Analysis (Attachment 2)
See Attachment 2 for Dolinka Group's analysis of the amount of HSG Section
33607.7 payments owed to RCOE for the Hemet Redevelopment Agency project
area for f iscal years 2OO7 l2OOg - 201 01201 1 .

Payment Receipts (Attachment 3)
The Successor Agency has regularly and routinely made pass-through payments
to RCOE for other project areas, however none of the checks included amounts
for Hemet Redevelopment Agency project area. The backup information
includes all payments received by RCOE for fiscal years 200712008 - 201 Ol2O11.

lf you have any questions regarding the attachments or above intormation please feel free to
contact Darrin Watters or Jeffrey Mizokawa at 949.250.8300.

Attachments
Attachment 1: Ordinance 1705
Attachment 2: Dolinka Group Analysis
Attachment 3: Payment Receipts

[)
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Attachment 1
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ORDINANCE NO.I7O5

AN ORDINANCE OF THE GITY COUNCIL OF THE GITY OF

HEMET, CALI FORNTA AII/I ENDING THE REDEVELOPMENT

PLAN FOR TIIE HEMET REDEVELOPMENT PROJECTAREA
PURSUANTTO SENATEBILL2'II AS CODIFIED IN HEALTI-I

AND SAFETY coDE sEcTloN 33333.6(eX2)

THE CITY COUNGIL OF THE CITY OF HEMET DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION L The Redevelopment Plan forthe Hemet Redevelopment ProjectArea
(hereinafter, the'Plano) is hereby amended to delete imlts

àtate¿ iri the plan that purport to place on the Hem time

ààadlineontheestablisnmehtotloans, âdvances, and Plan

or PrttjectArea,

SECTION 2, The foregoing amendment to the Plan is efbcted pursuant to the
ive January 1,2002, whlch is codlfied in

ion 33333.6(eX2), whlott states ln pertinent
pment plan may be amended by a legislatlve
the time limit on the eetabllshment of loans;

eection prior to January 1,2002. ' ln adopting

Safety eodel Sectlon 33607.7.'

SECTON 3. Except as amended hereby, the Plan shall remain ln full force and effect

according to ib terms.

SECTION 4. All required proce'edings and considerations precedentto the adoptlon

of this Ordinance have been regularly taken in accordance wlth applicable law'

SEC1ON 5. The City Manager shall notiff the appropriate public entities of the

adoption of this Ordinance,

CITY OF HEMET
Hemet, Gallfornia

Clty CouncilOrdnance No. 1705

Redevelooment Plan Amendment - S8211' Page 1
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SECTION 6. The City Clerk ie authorlzed and directed to cause this Ordinance to be

pubtished withln fifreen (15) iJays afrer is passage in a newspaper of general-cìlq1latlon and

circulated within tn. C'tvón á'ccoroancé with êovernment Code Section 36933(a) or, to

cause this Ordinan."lo Ut published in the manner required by law using. the-alternative

türraw and pasttng prceäur" authortzed ¡nder Govemment Code Section 39633(c)'

TNTRODUCED by.Clty councll on the l0rñ day of Novembet 2003

AppROVED AND ADOPTED by Glty Councll thls 28h day ol November, 2003'

ATTEST:

Arsdale, Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Erlc Vall,

Clty Counril Ordlnance No'

f ,t' ß'U'o{
Steplrbn B. Clayton, Gl{/Gleft Clty AttorneY

Redevelopment sJÊn/*no*nt 
- SB2'l I
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State of Gallfornla )
Gounty of Rlverclde )
Glty of Hemet )

erk sf the Gi$ of Hemet, do hereby cslify that the
endment - Stizl l Ordinance was introduced at the

Gity Council on the 10h day of November,20O3' and was

of tire Hemet Clty Courcilon the 25h day of November, 20O3

tel

AyES: cOUncll Members LowE, Meadows and Tandy, vice MayorAlbeq and

MaYorVan Arcdale
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
AB.SENT:

Sarah McComas,

Clty Counoll Ordlnance No. 1705

Redorelopment 
|Jãnf 

t-otent' SB2f 1
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D
Statutory Payment Analysis
Riverside County Office of Education
CRL Section 33607-7 Payments

Hemet Redevelopment Agency
He¡net Redevelopmenf Agency

$71,59:¡
4.1844/o
125,470

$436,263,282
$7¿1O.605.619

$304,342,337
1o/o

$3,043ì,423
2O7"

$2,434,739
25V"

$608.685

$436,263,282
$805.395.633
$369,132,351

1%

$3,691,324
2O"/o

$2,953,059
25"/o

s738_265
4.1æ1"/o
030,9f g

$436,268,282
$1_086_226-478

$649,963,196
''"/"

$6,499,632
200/,

$5,199,706
25o/"

$1-299.926
4.1964%

761
s723,7ß,479

1V"

$7,237,485
2O/"

$5,789,988
25/"

s1-447-497
4.1W

Year Aesessed Valuaüon (zOV¿lzOO3l
Year Assessed Valuaùon

lncpmental AV
Præ'13 Tar Rate
fax lncrernent
Deduct Housinq Set-Aside
fa¡< lncrement Net of Housing Set-Aside
Statutorv % Shared with Affected Tax¡nq Entities
Iotal Tax lncrement Distributed to Afiected Entties
RCOE%Sñårts
tmournOutifþBOOE

2007/2008
Actr ve

2008i 2009
Act¡ve

20ît9t2010
Actrve

2010/2011
Act r ve

Tier 1

Tota IDescn ptro n
Ticr l

S:\Clíents\Fliversid€ Co Office of Edu\Fin\Redevelop\Phase lll\RDAs\Hemet\Deliverables\HemetRedevelopmentAgency_0708_l0i 1¡rhase3 Page'l of 1
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l vM[.IHloUGH
Cil¡bank cHEcKNo. 1130.17

CITY OF HEMET
445 East Florida Avenuê
Hemet, CA 92543-4209

951 -7 65-2342 I 951 -7 65-2343

pAY EXACTLY Seventeen Thousand'[hree Hundred Nine$ Seven Dollars and Fifty Five Cents

"*****1 7,397.55

VOID AFTER 6 MONTHS

CHECKNO, I13017

ccount Ällt(lj¡lf
493-2036
495-2036

2,632.05
7,283.56

PAY

TO TIIE

OROÉR

oF'

RIVERSIPE, COUNTY OF (OE)
OFFI

rPO
RIVE

lr0L¡lol?lr ¡:1¡¿ ¿'¡¡??qr: ?:l5t I585\Éil.

CITY OF HEMEÍ - 445 E¡st Florkla Avenuo, Hernet, GÀ Ð2543-4205

¡firíOtt{f

492-2036
494,2036

1,703.43
5,778.51

VENDOR I .P¿IF
'. r óRÊDr(

l{uMoEt¡ CllF:CKAMOUNT

69275 2129t2008 113017

rwotcEMruEËn O¡\'¡É : DÊSCfiIPTþN P.O, Nl,ll,t¡¡gR orgcorrNf AMOUilI

REQ 0225 0212512008 6l12tj7 TOAzsnB PASS Tt-tRU

(Ju'.e.- cf,ikl rt

0.00

3l3tf

17,397.55

17,397.55



P YûE rrlf,Oretì
. 'Citibàrik No. 115257 gt .? 171

xn?

**'*"*18,023.99

VOID AFTER 6 MONTI-IS

CITY OF HEMET
445 East Florida Avenúé '

Hemet,'CA 92543-4209
s 51 -7 6i 5 -23 42 r 95 1 -7 6 5-23 43

. jr.

'-l

ÞAy EXACTLY . Eighleen
:. . .'j:,i .:

PAY

fo Íf E,

ôRoEh' :l'

oÈ

. -ì' ,: :

rnousanrj t¡ivênty Tiìiee [qllars and elghry Ñine Oensi
a, , , ., ., l'. 1'r-' 

.,.., 
t:...-

RTVERS (OE)
OFFICE
t oi-E0
RIVERS

ttr0 ¡ I 5 2 5 ?rr' r: l ¿ ¿ ¿ ? I ? ? qr: ? 1 51. 1 58 5 1Ëtt'

clTY OF HEMET - 445 Eôst Florfda Avelruor Hcmet, cA 925/13"4209

;Alll(ru;ì ACêOUNI

1,812.07
5,887.04

492-2036
494-2036

cHÊcKNo. 115257

ct'Eo(
}iJIüER

" 
VENDORI .'

..,,i9 T8

6.12012008 11525769275

:: P,O: NI,MßEN, ,I ' rìldrrul.¡T ,tjì.r',:(aÃMoUXf 1 : ;:, r' ¡ lDGdiéùDiäN . :. lilvcicE'r¡ulJtlER.,t'.,,r i r'. d^lÊ : \',

0.00 18,023.890611212008 02126108 T0 06/12108 PASS THRUREQ 0612

18,023.89

493-2036
495-2036

2,747.16
7,577 .82



PAYAIIÉ'I{ìOUBN
Cilibànk cHEcKNO.120817

CITY OF HEMET
445 East Florida Avenue
Hemet¡ CA 925$42A9

ssl -7 65 -2342 / 951 -765-2343

******19,354.33

VOID AFTÊß O MONTIJS

PAY EXACT-IY EighLéen ThoLlsand Thrge l-itrndred'l-ifty Foru Dollars ànd'l'hirry l'lrroe cenls

i?4'"(ß4*túPAY

TO IHE.

OF

il¡o llo8 l?il. r:l ¿¿¿?!??qr: ?l5tl585lÊtt'

CITY OF HEMET - 446 East Flotlda Avsn(s' Hsrnst, cA 925'tll-4209 cHEcKNo.120817

. a,4lE
cltGI{

flT}M¡¡Éß
CHECK AMOUNT':'ÚENDotì#

'3t2712009
12081769275

'¡: INVoIöE NUMÞER ì;:I. o.àIE

0.00

g¿?Za

1û,354,3306/13/OB TO O?I23IO9 PASS THRU

A"-sott- QQ&U -rt-

031231200sREQ 0323

18,354.33

1;873,43
5,586,84ffi 

T?r',1,

¡{[ôuM., ,¡. , :

4S3-2038
495-2036

2.tÀ)3
z-4tde

2,8',18.49
8,075.57



CITY OF HEMET
445 East Florida Avenue
Hemet, -GA 92543-4209

951 :7 65-2342 I 951 4 65-2343

pAy Ex,qcTLy Eighteen Thousand Thirly Ohe Dollars and Twerrty Nlne Cenls
4..... 

J

P¡Y¡¡¡¡E TI NOüOII'
Clllbðnk cHEcKNo.123047

12s047 ****"*18,031 .29

VOID AFTER O MONTIlS

-72"#&ø-(/
PAY

ro r¡rê

OßDER

OF

R foE)
o
P
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502'

ilrol¿lol.?ll. r:l ¿ ¿¿?¡??qr: ?15|.I545 IËrr"

clTY oF ¡IEMET .,145 East Florlda Avenue, HeÙtet, cA 02543-4200

AÌ,rouNt-
^6,COt 

rlT

1,776,89
5,411.29

492-2036
494-2036

:-,:._ ..- .t:,i.-.-{.-i;_ - . -. . i . , ::.r. ".1 1.,.: '...., -_l

cHEcKNo, 123047

VENOOR 
"

oA.I.E cHEck
NUH6€N

CHECK AMOUNT

69275 711612009

,.,. n.o,,NuMaeri l 'r^ .AMoUNl' ; 'i, i rNvolcÉN|,{4BER OAlE

) -oooÒ

,lo?

0.00

.g(

18,031,2S

-, €-¡(-J

0711312009 2l24lÙ9 TO ô/30/09 PASS THRU

0b- flDÒ-?qfb-

PK" 1r

REA 0713

18,031.29

493-2036
495-2036

2,732.55
8,110,16



1'2t410It0

il¡o[¿?Ll0il' ¡i]tz¿?¡??qr; ?15lrI5B5LËil¡

*"24,497,97

. . VOIO AFTERC MOI{ÍHs

- cHEcKHo. 127410

'445 East

Four

CA

ctTY OF lË[¡Ef . il46 Eæt tlodór Avenuq cA 92543-120s

24,457.870.00
or3o/oe To t2t17 l1o PASE THRU02Í2412010REQ 0224

24,497.87

15,664,79495-2036
1,808,48
4,510,98

4-sm¡Ir
494-203ô



Fund 495

RlvâttldE CountY Schoolt

09"10 SeauradÍSBE Tucs 2030 3 ¡ 1,60S.1S S 2,640,27 ¡ ¡1,510.98 $ 10,3ö0.00 $ 1s,115.82

672038

l:\.¡ssrs\LRooha\JOrummel\MHolmes\FrequenMDA\PASSTHRUFUNDS-ALL02'17'10
02,22,10



RCOE

Superinbndent,s

iltAR 2I ¿0[

OflÍoe

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

March24,2011

Riverside County Office of Çducatoq .

Frttn:€førurrïuPham r*/iAcaæQ
PO Box 868
Riverside, CA 92502-0868

Dear Ms. ToPham :

446 EAST FLORIDA AVENUE. HEMET, CALIFORNIA 92543 951-76õ-2330

0J-29_ll
P02t04 tN

Enclosed is the Hemet Redevelopment Agency.Pass-Through payment for the suppþmental and

Secuæd property r.*"tiãð"iuåJ ito.iuly'1,äbf o t¡rÑsh Éebruary 17'2011' A detailed

r"tttt.n* aàv¡cá ts also enclosed with this letter'

ss lncrementfrom lhe rea' Pass-

e,onform to irrá requt Rlverslde

rrt* ," ,'il irflli.îJtlT;."r(s) bv the crtl, or HemJled 
bv the

lf there ars any questions regarding this payment, please contact me directly at 951-7ô5'2355'

SlncerelY,

ûftdnra'W//*/f
ley
SuPervlsor



,.19¡".5t4t2Þ1',1

rãi

4

I':;{:

ilro¡lt,8E5n. t:l ¿¿¿?L??ql: ?r5qI585 lÈflr

CffY oF HEMET - ¡¡46 E¡sl Floñda Aviluo, cA 92643.1209 cHEcK lro. 134805

0.00

-gb

26,945.8103t22t2011 07n1ß1TO 02117111 PASS THRU

06-gæ-qg

REO 03/22

26,945.01

3,079,93
6,291.53

492-2030
494.20ß

49$2030
4SF2036

4,144,62
12,829.73



Ag6ncy
Fund 491 Fund 492

Dos/ntown

Fund 493
ll/eeton

P¡¡J<

Fund,f04
Fstfî€f8

Felr

Fund 495
Combined

CommercialAcrôunt H€tllêtRDA TOTAL
Rlvoruldo County Schodg
10-11 Securcd/SBETaxss
Supplemenlal Taxe¡/Penaltles
Total

2036
2036

3.1¿10.97 4,732.79 7,986,55 '10,580.32 26,47.ø3
l8



CHECK

i4:iÊì

4l

.:'

(oE)

'BOX 868

ll'o ¡lËË0qr. r:3 ¿ ¿¿?¡??q¡: ?l5lrl5g5 ¡B[.

CITY 0F HEMET .,1¡lB Ea¡t Flotlû Avenu., H.met, CA 9264t',1209 oHECKNo. 136609

.6/30ta0r 1 t
i

06/30/201 1

tr)
då
5r;'
e;t

æ
I

*t5)
5

)m-coù96

0,00REQ 0630

:r

¡¿t
,..t
r-.)

l,_

o2l1&tl1TO 8/30/11 PASS THRU

AccrL,¿

FY 2olo-'1

ao-goo'QQg6-o-t

7,951.79

3

7.9s1,79

I,259.62
3,188.29

492-2036
494-2036

493-2036
495.2036

2,321,33
1 ,182.65



Fund49'l Fund492 Fund493 Fund494 Fund 49õ

Agency Wæton Farmårs Combhêd

1,499.91 2.?/-',1.29 3,31.l.E1 1,156.85 8,309.80
Rlversldê County Sdrcds
1(Þ1l Secursd/SBË Texst
Supplanrentai Taxes/P€naltlss'
Tolal

203ø
2036



AA /{enø

¿t46 EAST FLORIDA AVENUE, HE!ÚIET, CALIFORNIA 92543 951-7ôs'2330

1,

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

July 5, 2011

Riverside County Office of Educatlon
Attn: Acc{s Recelvabþ
PO Box 868
Riverslde, CA 92502-0868

Donna RorleY
Accounting SuPervisor

Attention Flneræe:

Enclosed is the He ency Pass-Throuqh payment forthe Supplemenlal and

Sãcure¿ Properly ebruary 1E, 2011-through June 30, 2011' A detailed

remlttance advice d wlth thls letter'

Pleage note lhet you have received gross incre¡nent from üìç Cg.¡bined Cotlìmerclal area' Pass-

t¡iiéA*l.rionr õn thls'project áràà ænform to the requlrÉmeñts set by 4B1290'

tf ther€ afe any quastlons regardlng this payment, please contaol me directly at 951-7ô5'2355.

Sincetely,

/1.îtr4%¡*+'



445 EAST FLORIDA AVENUE. HEMET, CALIFORNIA 92543 951-765-2330

FINANCE DEPARTMENT

October 24,2011

Riverside County Office of Education
Attn: Accts Receivable
PO Box 8ô8
Riverside, CA 92502-0868

Attention Finance:

Du¡ngyearendreconciliationforHemetRedevelopmentAgency passthrough20l0-ll payments

for prðjäct fund 02-2415, an error in the Tier ll computation of Secured Settlement 1 and Secured

Setilerient 2 was found. Additionalsecured settlement pass through funds are due yout'agency.

Enclosed is the Hemet Redevelopment Agency Pass-Through correcting payment for the 2010-1 1

FiscalYearforSecured Property Taxes received from July 1, 2010 through June 30,2011. A
detailed remittance advice is also enclosed with this letter.

lf there are any questions regarding thls payment, pleese contact me directly at 951-765-2355.

Sincerely,

ttø+r¿Çf*o%'
Donna Rowley
Principal Accountant



FAYÆ¡ffiffi
cltbânk cHEcKNo.138688

CITY OF HEMET

PAY

AvenueFlorldaEastM5 .r.rir1
6.22,817

'-l'

Dollars

D AFTER

ànd.Twenty T,wo

FAY

fO THE

OROER

R
OFFICE OF EDUCATION
ATTN: ACCTS REC, P O BOX 868
RIVERSIDE, CA 92502

il'O ¡ 18Ê881":1¿ ¿ ¿? L??qr: ? l5l.l5B 5 ¡Ëil'

ClfY OF HEMET - ¡145 E¡åt Florlda Avonuo, Hsmet, CA 92543-4209 cHEcKNo. 138688

. 1 3868810t2012011

sbze

0.00REQ 10/17 '10t1712011

1lo-qWqq8b-0-

qd

FY2O1O.11 PASS THRU

0æ

17,816.22

17,816.22

17,816224S5-2036
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' :-'"ii

17,810.22

.nùt¡rlF.Éfrfi?Fi

. -. , Ì'

Fund 492 Fund 493
W€ston

Park

Fund 494
Famer8

Felr

Fund 495
Combined

Commemial

, ,i.:¡.,1
FY

Rlv€rs¡da Counly Schools
10.1 1 Sec|Jr€d/SBE Ta¡as
Supplemental Taxee/Penaltles
Total

Account Dountoryn

1.

Agenc!,
TOTAL

2036
æ36
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AGENDA #

Staff Report

FROM

DATE:

TO:

RE:

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council

Jessica A. Hurst, Deputy dministrative Services Director
Wally Hill, City Manager

September 23,2014

Comprehensive Fee Schedule

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recommended that the City Council

1.) Conduct a public hearing to elicit public comment regarding new and changed City fees
for service per the Comprehensive Fee Schedule, and

2.) Continue the public hearing to October 14,2014 to consider the proposed ordinance and
resolution to adopt new and changed City fees for service per the Comprehensive Fee
Schedule, and

3.) Direct staff to amend the proposed ordinance and resolution, as needed

BACKGROUND:

ln 2012, the City contracted with Willdan Financial Services (Willdan) to prepare a
Comprehensive Fee Schedule (CFS) to determine the true costs of City provided services, and
recommendations for changes in the fees charged for those services. The CFS required input
from virtually every City department to determine the direct, indirect and overhead costs of each
service. As a part of the process to determine the actual costs of providing services, the City
contracted with Willdan to prepare a Cost Allocation Plan (CAP) to determine the costs of indirect
and overhead to be included in staff's fully-burdened hourly rate; the CAP was presented to the
City Council at its July 22,2014 meeting.

ANALYSIS:

The City charges user fees for various services provided by the departments. The majority of the
fees, both in number and in dollar impact, are in the Planning, Building, Code Enforcement
divisions, and the Engineering department. The CFS prepared by Willdan analyzed the cost of
providing those services. By State law, the City cannot charge more than the cost of the service.

A majority of the fees currently in place have not been updated since 2005; many have been in
place longer. Allfees within the CFS were reviewed to identify existing and potential new fees,
resulting in the elimination of some and adjustment of others. Based on the actual costs to

1



provide services, the CFS was updated to capture 1o0o/o of the cost for most services. For those
fees being recommended at less than 100o/o cost recovery, a brief explanation is provided,
including a superseding statute or the desire to make the service more accessible to the
community.

The process for adopting the Comprehensive Fee Schedule is threefold: the public hearing
process, adoption of the proposed ordinance to enact the new fees, and adoption of the proposed
resolution to enact the changed fees. As the new fees require a 60 day period before they can
become effective, staff is recommending that all fee changes become effective January 1,2015.

The proposed fees are based on the estimated costs of each department or division performing
the service as presented in the City's Fiscal Year 2014-15 Budget. The resolution would authorize
an annual adjustment to the fees based on each succeeding year's adopted annual budget for
the departments or divisions providing the respective services, with a July 1't effective date. This
annual adjustment will ensure fees cover the established level of cost recovery set forth at this
time. Any new fees, or increase to the cost recovery level or elimination of existing fees would be
brought before the City Council.

The proposed changes in fees have been discussed with the various stakeholders, such as the
Building lndustry Association and the Chamber of Commerce. Their comments, if any, will be
transmitted to the City Council in a separate report.

ln addition to the Comprehensive Fee Schedule are comparisons of the proposed fees with the
fees charged in neighboring jurisdictions.

FISCAL IMPAGT:

The Fiscal Year 2014-15 Budget assumes an additional $510,000 in revenue due to new and
changed fees for service; however, the true effects of these changes are unknown at this time.
The actual effect will depend on the level of building activity that the City experiences.

Respectfully sub

A. Hurst
Deputy City Manageri
Administrative Services Director

ATTACHMENTS:

1) Comprehensive Fee Schedule
2) Fee comparisons

City Manager
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The City of Hemet engaged Willdan Financial Services (Willdan) to determine the full costs incurred by the City to

support the various activities for which the City charges user fees. Due to the complexity and the breadth of

performing a comprehensive review of fees, Willdan employed a variety of fee methodologies to identify the full

costs of individual fee and program activities. This report and the appendices herein identifies 100% full cost

recovery for City services and the recommended level of recovery as determined through discussion with

departmental staff.

The reality of the local government fee environment is that significant increases to achieve 100% cost recovery can

often not be feasible, desirable, or appropriate depending on policy direction -particularly in a single year. The

recommended fees identified herein are either at or less than full cost recovery.

7City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study
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USER FEE BACKGROUND

BACKGROU N D

As part of a general cost recovery strategy, local governments have adopted user fees to fund programs and

services that provide limited or no direct benefit to the community as a whole. As citíes struggle to maintain levels

of service and variability of demand, they have become increasingly aware of subsidies provided by the General

Fund and have implemented cost-recovery targets. To the extent that governments use general tax monies to

provide individuals with private benefits, and not require them to pay the full cost of the service (and, therefore,

receive a subsidy), the government is limiting funds that may be available to provide other community-wide

benefits. ln effect, the government is using community funds to pay for private benefit. Unlike most revenue

sources, cities have more control over the level of user fees they charge to recover costs, or the subsidies they can

institute.

Fees in California are required to conform to the statutory requirements of the California Constitution, Proposition

2I8, and the California Code of Regulations. The Code also requires that the City Council adopt fees by either

ordinance or resolution, and that any fees in excess of the estimated total cost of rendering the related services

must be approved by a popular vote of two-thirds of those electors voting because the charge would be

considered a tax and not a fee.

CALIFORNIA USER FEE HISTORY

Before Proposition 13, California cities were less concerned with potential subsidies and recovering the cost of

their services from individual fee payers. ln times of fiscal shortages, cities simply raised property taxes, which

funded everything from police and recreation to development-related services. However, this situation changed

with the passage of Proposition 13 in 1978.

proposition 13 established the era of revenue limitation in California local government. ln subsequent years, the

state saw a series of additional limitations to local government revenues. Proposition 4 (7979') defined the

difference between a tax and a fee: a fee can be no greater than the cost of providing the service; and Proposition

218 (i.996) further limited the imposition of taxes for certain classes of fees. As a result, cities were required to

secure a supermajority vote in order to enact or increase taxes. Since the public continues to resist efforts to raise

local government taxes, cities have little control and very few successful options for new revenues. Compounding

this limitation, the State of California took a series of actions in the 1990's and 2000's to improve the State's fiscal

situation-at the expense of local governments, Most recently, the Educational Revenue Augmentation Funds

("ERAF") take-away of property taxes and the reduction of Vehicle License Fees have severely reduced local tax

revenues.

ln addition, on November 2,2O!0, California voters approved Proposition 26, the "stop Hidden Taxes lnitiative",

which is aimed at defining "regulatory fees" as a special tax rather than a fee, thus requiring approval by two-thirds

vote of local voters. These regulatory fees are typically intended to mitigate the societal and environmental

impacts of a business or person's activities. Proposition 26 contains seven categories of exceptions, The vast

majority of fees that cities would seek to adopt will most likely fall into one or more of these exemptions.

2City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study
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ADDITIONAL POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

ln recent years, there has been a growing trend for municipalities to update their fee schedules to reflect the

actual costs of certain public services primarily benefitting users. User Fees recover costs associated w¡th the

provision of specific services benefiting the user, thereby reducing the use of General Fund monies for such

purposes.

ln addition to collecting the direct cost of labor and materials associated with processing and administering user

services, it is common for local governments to recover support costs. Support costs are those costs relating to a

local government's central service departments that are properly allocable to the local Sovernment's operating

departments. Central services support cost allocations were derived from the City's Cost Allocation Plan.

As labor effort and costs associated with the provision of services fluctuate over t¡me, a significant element in the

development of any fee schedule is that it has the flexibility to remain current. Therefore, it is recommended that

the City include an inflationary factor in the resolution adopting the fee schedule to allow the City Council, by

resolution, to annually increase or decrease the fees. lt is also recommended that the City perform this internal

review annually with a comprehensive review of services and fees performed every three to five years, which

would include adding or removing fees for any new or eliminated programs/services.

3City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study
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STUDY OBJECTIVE

As the City of Hemet seeks to efficiently manage limited resources and adequately respond to increased service

demands, it needs a varieÇ of tools. These tools provide assurance that the City has the best information and the

best resources available to make sound decisions, fairly and legitimately set fees, maintain compliance with state

law and local policies, and meetthe needs of the City administration and its constituency. Given the limitations on

raising revenue in local government, the City recognizes that a User Fee Study is the most cost-effective way to

understand the total cost of services and identify potential fee deficiencies. Essentially, a User Fee is a payment for

a requested service provided by a local government that primarily benefits an individual or group.

The total cost of each service included in this analysis is based on the full cost of providing City services, including

direct salaries and benefits of City staff, direct departmental costs, and indirect costs from central service support.

This study determines the full cost recovery fee for the City to provide each service; however, each fee is set at the

City's discretion, up to 100% of the total cost, as specified in this report.

The principle goal of the study was to help the City determine the full cost of the services that the City provides. ln

addition, Willdan established a series of additional objectives including;

¡ Developing a rational basis for setting fees

¡ ldentifying subsidy amount, if applicable, of each fee in the model

¡ Enhancing fairness and equity

¡ Ensurin8 compliance with State law

o Developing an updatable and comprehensive list of fees

The study results will help the City better understand its true costs of providing services and may serve as a basis

for making informed policy decisions regarding the most appropriate fees, if any, to collect from individuals and

organizations that require individualized services from the City.

4City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study
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SCOPE OF THE STUDY

The scope of this study encompasses a review and calculation of the user fees charged by the following Hemet

departments and divisions:

City Clerk

Finance

Police

Fire

Library

Planning & Code Enforcement

Building

Engineering

The study involved the identification of existing and potential new fees, fee schedule restructuring (particularly for

the Building Division), data collection and analysis, orientation and consultation, quality control, communication

and presentations, and calculation ofindividual service costs (fees) or program cost recovery levels.

AIM OF THE REPORT

The User Fee Study focused on the cost of City services, as City staff currently provides them at existinS, known, or

reasonably anticipated service and staff levels. This report provides a summary of the study results, and a general

description of the approach and methods Willdan and City staff used to determine the recommended fee

schedule. The report is not intended to document all of the numerous discussions throughoutthe process, nor is it

intended to provide influential dissertation on the qualities of the utilized tools, techniques, or other approaches,

a

a

a

a

a
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PROJECT APPROACH AND METHODOLOGY

CONCEPTUAL APPROACH

The basic concept of a User Fee Study is to determine the "reasonable cosf'of each service provided by the City

for which it charges a user fee. The full cost of providing a service may not necessarily become the City's fee, but it

serves as the objective basis as to the maximum amount that may be collected, One of the critical methods used

to ensure full cost recovery rates was to establish annual productive (or "billable") hours for staff. This study

reduced the full-time annual hours (2,080) by the non-billable hours, such as holiday, vacation, and sick leave. By

using the number of productive hours per employee, the study ensures that allowable costs are recovered during

the actual hours of operation of the City.

The standard fee limitation established in California law for property-related (non-discretionary) fees is the

"estimated, reasonable cost" principle. ln order to maintain compliance with the letter and spirit of this standard,

every component of the fee study process included a related review. The use of budget figures, time estimates,

and improvement valuation clearly indicates reliance upon estimates for some data. The cost figures used as the

basis for the study were from the City of Hemet's tY 20t4/75 Adopted Budget'

FULLY BURDENED HOURLY RATES

The total cost of each service included in this analysis is primarily based on the Fully Burdened Hourly Rates

(FBHRs) that were determined for City personnel directly involved in providing services. The FBHRs include not only

personnel salary and benefits, but also departmental overhead costs (operation costs and administration

personnel costs) and central services overhead costs, The FBHRs are then multiplied by the average estimated

number of hours, or portion thereof, by position, typically needed to complete each service,

6City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study
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SUMMARY STEPS OF THE STUDY

The methodology to evaluate most User Fee levels is straightforward and simple in concept. The following list

provides a summary of the study process steps:

Department lnterviews Direct Services

a:

Define the Full Cost of
Services

,:

Time Estimates lndirect Services Set Cost Recovery Policy

Labor Costs Department Overhead

Cost Allocation Plan City-Wide Overhead

ALLOWABLE COSTS

This report identifies three types of costs that, when combined, constitute the fully burdened cost of a service

(Appendix A). Costs are defined as direct labor, including salary and benefits, departmental overhead costs, and

the City's central services overhead, where departmental and central service overhead costs constitute support

costs. These cost types are defined as follows:

Direct Labor: The costs related to staff salaries for time spent directly on fee-related services

Departmental Overhead: A proportional
allocation of departmental overhead costs,

including operation costs such as supplies

and materials that are necessary for the
department to fu nction.

Central Services Overhead: These costs,

detailed in the City's Cost Allocation Plan,

represent services provided by those
Central Services Departments whose
primary function is to support other City

departments.

7

Data Analysis Building Cost Layers Set Fees
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METHODOLOGY

The two methods of analysis for calculating fees used in this report are the:

Case Study Method: This approach estimates the actual labor and material costs associated w¡th

providing a unit of service to a single user. This analysis is suitable when City staff time requirements do

not vary dramatically for a service, or for special projects where the time and cost requirements are easy

to identify at the project's outset. Further, the method is effective in instances when a staff member from

one department assists on an application, service or permit for another department on an as-needed

basis. Costs are estimated based upon interviews with City staff regarding the time typically spent on

tasks, a review of available records, and a time and materials analysis'

Programmatic Approach: The standard Case Study approach relies upon the detailed analysis of specific

time estimates, salaries and benefits, expenditures, and overhead costs. ln many instances, the

underlying data are not available or vary widely, leaving a standard unit cost build-up approach

impractical. ln addition, market factors and policy concerns (as opposed to actual costs) tend to influence

fee levels more than other types of services. With these general constraints, and in order to maximize the

utility of this analysis, Willdan employed a different methodology where appropriate.

Valuation Based Fees: This manner of collection is used when the valuation of the improvement can be

used as a proxy for the amount of effort it would take for City staff to complete the service provided.

More specifically, this approach is commonly used for certain User Fees in the Building Division.

QUALITY CONTROL / qUNIITY ASSURANCE

All study components are interrelated, thus flawed data at any step in the process will cause the ultimate results to

be inconsistent and unsound, The elements of our Quality Control process for User Fee calculations include:

o lnvolvement of knowledgeable C¡ty staff

o Clear instructions and guidance to City staff

o Reasonableness tests and validation

. Normalcy/expectationranges

o Confirmation of staff hours

o FTE balancing

¡ lnternal and external reviews

o Cross-checking

8City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study
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CITY STAFF CONTRIBUTIONS

As part of the study process, Willdan received tremendous support and cooperation from City staff, who

contributed and reviewed a variety of components to the study, including:

Budget and other cost data

Staffing structures

Fee and service structures, organization, and descriptions

Direct and indirect work hours (billable/non-billable)

Time estimates to complete work tasks

Frequency and currentfee levels

Review of draft results and other documentation

A User Fee Study requires significant involvement of the managers and line staff from the departments-on top of

their existing workloads and competing priorities. The contributions from City staff were critical to this study. We

would like to express our appreciation to the individuals involved for their assistance, professionalism, positive

attitudes, helpful suggestions, responsiveness, and overall cooperation.

a

a

a

a
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HEMET USER FEES

COST RECOVERY

The cost recovery models, by department/division fee type, are presented in detail in Appendix B. Full cost

recovery is determined by summing the estimated amount of time each position (in increments of minutes or

hours) spends to render a service, Time estimates for each service rendered were majorily determined by Willdan

and City Staff through a time and materials survey conducted for each department/division fee included in the

study. The resulting cost recovery amount represents the total cost of providing each service. The City's current fee

being charged for each service, if applicable, is provided in this section, as well, for reference.

It is important to note that the time and materials survey used to determine the amount of time each employee

spends assisting in the provision of the services listçd on the fee schedule is essential in indentifying the total cost

of providing each service. Specifically, in providing services, a number of employees are often involved ìn various

aspects of the process, spending anywhere from a few minutes to several hours on the service.

The principle goal of this study was to identify the cost of City seruices, in order to provide information to help the

City make informed decisions regarding the actual fee levels and charges. The responsibility to determine the final

fee levels is a complicated task. City staff must consider many issues in formulating recommendations, and the City

Council must consider those same issues and more in making the final decisions.

City staff assumes the responsibility to develop specific fee level recommendations to present to the C¡ty Council.

Unfortunately, there are no hard and fast rules to guide the City, since many of the considerations are based on

the unique characteristics of the City of Hemet, and administrative and political discretion, However, in settingthe

level of full cost recovery for each fee, one should consider whether the service solely benefits one end user or the

general community.

SU BSIDIZATION

Recalling the definition of a user fee helps guide decisions regarding subsidization. The general standard is that

individuals (or groups) whom receive a wholly private benefit should pay tOO% of the full cost of the services. ln

contrast, services that are simply public benefit should be funded entirely by the general fund's tax dollars.

Unfortunately, for the decision makers, a large number of services fall into the range between these two extremes

(i.e., some planning and recreation services). The graphic on the following page illustrates the potential decision

basis.

Further complicating the decision, opponents of fees often assert that the activities subject to the fees provide

economic, cultural, "quality of life," or other community benefits that exceed the costs to the City. lt is

recommended the City consider such factors during its deliberations regarding appropriate fee levels.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 10
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Of course, subsidization can be an

effective public policy tool, since it can

be used to reduce fees to encourage

certain activities (such as sports

programs and educational classes) or

allow some people to be able to afford

to receive services they otherwise could

not at the full cost. ln addition,

subsidies can be an appropriate and

justifiable action, such as to allow

citizens to rightfully access services,

(such as appeals of discretionary

actions) without burdensome costs.

IOOo/o General

Fund

(Subsidy)
General

Fund

(Subsidy) General

Fund

(Subsidy)

o%

LWo Some Some lÛÚ/o

Private Public Private Public

Despite the intent, it is important for Benefit Benefit Benefit Benefit

the City and public to understand that

subsidies must be covered by another

revenue source, such as the General Fund. Therefore, the general taxpayer will potentially help to fund private

benefits, and/or other City services will not receive funds that are otherwise directed to cover subsidies.

TMPACT ON DEMAND (ELASTICITY)

Economic principles of elasticity suggest that increased costs for services (higher fees) will eventually curtail the

demand for the services; whereas lower fees may spark an incentive to utilize the services and encourage certain

actions. Either of these conditions may be a desirable effect to the City. However, the level of the fees that would

cause demand changes is largely unknown. The Cost of Service Study did not attempt to evaluate the economic or

behavioral impacts of higher fees; nevertheless, the City should consider the potential impacts of these issues

when deciding on fee levels.

SUMMARY

lf the City's overriding goal of this study were to maximize revenues from user fees, Willdan would recommend

setting user fees al IOO% of the full cost identified in this study. However, we understand that revenue

enhancement is not the only goal of a cost of service study, and sometimes full-cost recovery is not needed,

desired, or appropriate. Other City and departmental goals, City Council priorities, policy initiatives, past

experience, implementation issues, and other internal and external factors may influence staff recommendations

and City Council decisions. ln this case, the proper identification of additional services (new or existing services)

and creation of a consistent and comprehensive fee schedule was the primary objective of this study. City staff has

reviewed the full costs and identified the "recommended fee levels" for consideration by City Council' The

attached appendices exhibit these unit fees individually.

Use r

Fees

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 1.L
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The City Clerk provides comprehensive records management and document retrieval in order to satisfy both City

staff's and the public's need for complete and timely information on the City's business' This includes preparing

City Council meeting agendas, compiling minutes of Council meetings, maintaining the City's historical records,

providing copies of city documents for a fee, and conducting municipal elections

:ANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services provided by the City Clerk. The review also consisted of an evaluation of

existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

The analysis of City Clerk activities relied on a standard unit cost build-up approach, whereby we determined the

reasonable cost of each fee occurance using staff time to recover the direct cost of staff and pro-rata share of

departmental costs. Willdan then compared the calculated full cost against the current fee amount to determine,

if charged, whether the current fee would recover the costs associated with the requested service. This analysis

has led to the recommendation that the City Clerk increase their fees for research, minute and agenda services to

ensure that the user requesting services bear the associated costs. The fees within the City Clerk are not seeing a

change in structure or implementation, only in the fee amounts charged.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee StudY 12
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F I NANCE

The Finance Department maintains the financial health, stability, and well-being for the City by managing the City's

fiscal and financial affairs in conformitywith generally accepted accounting principles and in compliance with state

and federal laws. This department also provides accurate, timely, and comprehensive financial information to the

City Council, the City Manager, other City departments, the media, and the general public.

iANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services provided by Finance. The review also consisted of an evaluation of

existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

The services in Finance are governed by California Civil Code L7L9 and the California Public RecordsAct. Based on

the Civil Code it is recommended that the City increase the processing fee for first and subsequent returned

checks. The duplication fee for the first page of copying and printing is recommended to increase, while additional

pages would stay the same.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 13
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POLICE

Public Safety is responsible forthe overall coordination and direction of programs and services designed to protect

life and property while preserving the health, safety, and quality of life of the community' This function

encompasses Police Protection, Public Safety Administration, and operation of the Hemet Community Sheriff's

Station.

:ANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services and programs associated with Police. The review also consisted of an

evaluation of existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule'

The services within Police consist of fees set by government code, third parties contracted by the City, as well as

other services, For fees set by government code or contracted through a third party, the fees have been set

according to code, and at the contract rate respectively. The analysis for all other Police services relied upon a

standard unit cost build-up approach, whereby we determined the reasonable cost of each fee occurance using

staff time to recover the direct cost of staff and pro-rata share of departmental costs, including indirect costs for

City Central Services. Willdan then compared the calculated cost against the current fee amount to determine, if

charged, whether the fee would recover the costs associated with the requested service. lt is recommended that

the fees be set at full cost recovery for most of these fees.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study t4
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FI RE

The Hemet Fire Department (HFD) is responsible for our City's emergency preparedness, response, mitigation and

recovery efforts and activities. HFD is an extremely efficient, yet effective, service-driven fire department. The

Hemet Fire Department remains "committed to the preservation of life, property and the environment," HFD

personnel are highly skilled in fire suppression activities, emergency medical care and hazard mitigation.

The Fire Prevention Division of the Hemet Fire Department (HFD) receives authority from the provisions of the

California Health and Safety Code, Hemet Municipal Code, California Code of Regulations; Title 19 (Public Safety)

and Title 24 (the latest adoption of Building Codes and Fire Codes).

This Division provides services such as development planning and review, plans examination and consultation,

inspection services for new construction, business inspections, fire investigations and weed abatement.

ANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services and programs associated with the Fire department. The review also

consisted of an evaluation of existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

The services provided by Fire predominantly surround prevention and emergency response. Due to the variable

nature of incident response activities it is recommended that the department assess each situation according to

the actual costs incurred on a case-by-case basis usingfully burdened rates ofthe personnel and the actual costs of

the equipment involved. For the majority of prevention activities the cost analysis relied upon a standard unit cost

build-up approach, whereby we determined the reasonable cost of each fee occurance using staff time to recover

the direct cost of staff and pro-rata share of departmental costs, including indirect costs for City Central Services.

Willdan then compared the calculated cost against the current fee amount to determine, if charged, whether the

fee would recover the costs associated with the requested service. lt is recommended that the fees be set at full

cost recovery for most of these fees. While there are both increases and decreases within Fire's fee schedule, the

changes are estimated to result in an overall increase in revenue from fee activity.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 15
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LI BRARY

The Hemet Public Library strives to be the community's premiere life-long learning center for people of all ages,

backgrounds and physical abilities. For over 100 years, our library has provided the community with the materials

and services necessary for self-education, informed decision-making, and recreation. Our institution focuses on

providing current technology by offering free public lnternet and wireless access. Utilizing unique partnerships

with other libraries and entities -most specifically through the lnland Library System-the library ensures maximum

sharing of available materials for the benefit of the community,

ANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services and programs associated with the Library department. The review also

consisted of an evaluation of existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

The analysis of Library activities relied primarily upon a standard unit cost build-up approach, whereby we

determined the reasonable cost of each fee occurance using staff time to recover the direct cost of staff and pro-

rata share of departmental costs, including indirect costs for City Central Services. Willdan then compared the

calculated full cost against the current fee amount to determine, if charged, whether the current fee would

recover the costs associated with the requested service. This analysis has shown that the costs associated with

Library services are greater than the amounts charged for each fee. lt is the recommendation of the department

that the majority of fees stay below the cost of providing services to encourage participation.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 16
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING

The Planning Division's objective is to protect and enhance the natural and built environment of the City through

the application of orderly and responsible growth. The Planning Division provides two primary functions: Current

Planning and Advance Planning. Current Planning is responsible for the review and processing of proposed

development projects to ensure conformity with the City's codes and policies; conducting environmental

assessments, performing plan checks, assisting the general public with zoning and demographic information, and

issuing m¡nor permits. Advance Planning is responsible for maintaining and updating the General Plan and zoning

ordinances, processing annexations and special projects, and participating in regional planning activities. Planning

staff also provides professional planning support to the City Council and Planning Commission.

CODE ENFORCEMENT

The Code Enforcement Division of the Community Development Department is responsible for the inspection and

enforcement of the City's adopted codes primarily related to zoning, property maintenance, nuisance abatement,

Uniform Building Codes, and Health and Safety codes related to housing conditions, in order to enhance the

livability of Hemet's neighborhoods and business districts'

:ANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services and programs associated with the Planning and Code Enforcement. The

review also consisted of an evaluation of existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

There are many new fees being introduced that will enable the City to more effectively provide service to the

community by both enabling the department to apply more defined fees to specific projects, and by providing

more transparency to the public by providing a more detailed fee schedule. Because there are substantial

structural changes being made to the fee schedule it is difficult to predict what the revenue impacts will be as a

result of the changes. For fees that are not new, or have not received such structural changes, the costs involved

with the services are typically greater than the fee currently being charged. lt is recommended that the City

charge full cost for all Planning and Code Enforcement fees except for non-profit temporary use permits, garage

sale permits, and fees associated with the rental registration program as established in resolution number4554.

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee StudY 17
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BUILDING

The Building Division of the Community Development Department issues building permits for all types of

construction taking place within the city limits. This would include plan check services, inspection services,

administration of Certificates of Occupancy, etc. We are here to serve the Public and deliver the utmost in

customer seruice to the citizens, contractors, developers, and other agencies that interact with the City of Hemet.

ANALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services and programs associated with the Building Division. The review also

consisted of an evaluation of existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

A majority of fees in the Building fee schedule were currently determined by estimates of the cost associated with

providing services. Through extensive efforts made by department staff the costs associated with each seru¡ce was

determined using staff time to recover the direct cost of staff and pro-rata share of departmental costs, including

indirect costs for City Central Services. The new fee schedule should provide service requestors with a transparent

experience and clear distinctions for project types and scales, along with a better estimate of the fee costs. lt is

recommended that the City charge full cost for Building seruice fees with the exception of water heater

replacement permits. It is recommended that the City charge less than full cost for the water heater replacement

permits in order to promote participation in the program.
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WILLDAN
Financial Services

ENGINEERING

The Development Engineering Division provides coord¡nation, plan checking, inspection services, and permits

issuance for private development projects. The Division interacts with developers, consultants, and the public, for

the successful completion of every project.

ln-house personnel review a variety of improvement plans, subdivision maps, and studies such as: hydrology /
hydraulics, traffic impact, water quality management, and manage all agreements and bonding requirements for

residential and commercial projects.

Development Engineering also provides support to the Planning Department during project review and

conditioning, and to the Building Department during construction.

NALYSIS

Willdan individually reviewed the services and programs associated with the Engineering Division. The review also

consisted of an evaluation of existing services in an effort to update the fee schedule.

The engineering fee schedule is being expanded to provide greater specialization for each fee, which in turn allows

the analysis and cost determination to be more specific in regards to types and scopes of projects covered by each

fee. This ensures that the fees associated with services received by a requestor will match the costs associated

with providing services. Some fees are changing from a flat amount to a deposit based structure where the the full

cost can be accurately determined on a project-by-project basis based on the time spent on a project. For most

other fees the costs associated with each service was calculated using staff time to recover the direct cost of staff

and pro-rata share of departmental costs, including indirect costs for City Central Services. The increased

specialization within the updated fee schedule will provide clearer distinctions for the costs associated with

different types of service requests and allow those costs to be more accurately assessed to users requesting

service. lt is recommended that the City charge full cost for Engineering services.
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APPENDIX A - TOTAL ATLOWABLE COST TO BE RECOVERED

Below is the total allowable costs that may be recovered through User Fees; however, only a percentage of the

total allowable cost is realized as staff not only works on services related to User Fees, but also works on an array

of other City functions during the operational hours of the City. ln addition, the frequency of each service activity

plays a role in the amount of revenue recovered. As the activity level of certain services fluctuates from year to

year, so will the amount of revenue generated by the City's User Fees. Only departments applicable to this study

are listed.

The total cost of each service included in this analysis are primarily based on the Fully Burdened Hourly Rates

(FBHRs) that were determined for City personnel directly involved in providing services. The FBHRs include not only

personnel salary and benefits, but also departmental overhead costs (operation costs and administration

personnel costs) and central service overhead costs. The FBHRs are then multiplied by the average estimated

number of hours, or portion thereof, by position, needed to complete each service. The result is the total cost to

the C¡ty for rendering a service. The total cost is also referred to as the full cost recovery fee.

City of Hemet - User Fee
Department Overhead Calculations

Police Department

Fire Department

Parks

Library Services

Planning Divis¡on

Building Division

Code Enforcement Division

Engineering D¡v¡sion

3100

32æ
4250

6100

1700

3300

3350

41m

2ú/. 9ß.97L 6%16.804,825 14,058,025 2,746,8æ

8.945.000 1.:182.rmo L5% 578,318 5%10,328,400

62.4t4 Ao/.455,800 2æ,900 sæÁ

698.8m LOL% 94,7æ 7%1,390,060 69L,2ffi
g/"1.073.050 742,tOO 330,9s0 45% Ltz,29a

2¡PÁ 99.120 æ/o1.064.8(x) 829,000 æ5,8m
s69.sm 225.tú AryÁ 95,379 LÊÁ794,6W

155.05() 39P/o 81,822 Lt%556,750 40L,7OO

Department

Salaries &

Be nefits

Ope rat¡ng

Budget (related Direct Overhead

to fees) %

CAP

Al I ocati on

lndì rect

Overhead %TotalDept # Department
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APPENDIX B - COST RECOVERY ANALYSIS

The following tables provide the results of the case study methodology (time surveys), resulting full cost recovery

amount, and recommended fees. For fees in which the full cost or percent targeted cost recovery level is listed as

"N4", the amount or percentage was not calculatable based on cost data. This is most common when either the

current or the suggested fee includes a variable component that is not comparable on a one to one basis, a full

cost was not calculated (for penalties and fines), or when there is not a current fee amount to compare against.
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City of Hemet
City Clerk Fees

10s.00s

87.00s

0.10s

4.00s

7.00s

s

43.00s

14.00s

0.25s

0.10s

s

29.00s

87.00s

LOO%

LOO%

too%

LOO%

100%

3%

85%

LOO%

LOO%

100%

9%

7%

0%

S ro.oo

S zo.oo

S gs.oo

S ro.oo

S o.ro

S ¿.oo

s 40.00

S so.oo

S so.oo

S s.oo

S o.zs

$ o.ro

s

s 7.31

s

S ¿e.ss

5 u.az

S z.sz

S r.+e

5 z.gz

S zg.z+

5 st.tt

S ros.zs

S st.tt

S z.gz

$ s.es

City Clerk Documents Covered Under Fair Political Practices
Commi ss i on Resul ations {Resea rch fee)

13

4 Research Service

5 Minute/Agenda MailingService-With Stamped EnvolpeProvided

Minute/Agenda Mailing Service - Without Stamped Envelope

Provi ded
6

City Clerk Document Research Feefor Documents Requested Over
per hour

5 Years Old
7

City Clerk Documents Covered Under Fair Political Practices
Commission Reeulations lelectronic or hard coov)

per Statute8

9 Faxing of City Documents per Statute

10 Municipal Code Üpdate Service

LL Ttle 17 PacketService

L2 Electronic document request (Technology)

1 Copying and Printing Service - First Page per Statute

2 Copying and Printing Service - Additional Pages after First per Statute

3 Clerk Certification

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

(%l

Recommended

FeeUnit FullCost Current FeeFee # Fee
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City of Hemet
Finance Department Fees

2s.00s

35.00s

0.2ss

0.10s

28%

40%

t3%

5%

S zz.oo

s 22.00

S o.ro

s o.1o

1.88s

1.88s

87.86s

87.86s

1 Returned Check Process¡ng
Cal Civil Code L719. Statute l¡mits to a service
cha rse of S25 for fi rst. S35 for 2+

1st returned check

2 Returned Check Processing
Cal Civil Code 1719. Statute limits to a service
charse of S25 for first. S35 for 2+

2nd and subsequent
returned checks

3 Copying & Printing 1 sheet

4 Copying & Printing Each sheet over 1

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

FullCost Current Fee (%\

Recommended

FeeUnitNoteFee # Fee
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City of Hemet
Police Department Fees

payment may be demanded
before deliveru
pavment may be demanded
before deliverv

157.00s

23.00s

32.OOs

26.00s

6.00s

Pa$throußh Fe€

138.00s

32.00s

10.00s

5.00s

31.00s

15.00s

11.00s

24.005

0.10)

7.00s

15.OOs

35.00s

198.00s

Cont.act Rate

Contract Ílate

Contrad Rate

Contract Rate

376.00s

58.00s

42.O0s

113.00$

68¡0s

2 h¡ minlmum -
Hourly Cost ofStafl

700%

40%

4s%

4A%

76%

too%

20%

t3%

r00%

700.À

700%

looy"

100%

too%

700%

700%

L00%

too%

700%

too%

t00%

NA

t00%

100y"

700%

too%

100%

100õ/6

too%

FBHR

s 3000

S soo

s

Nêw

New

s 10.0c

s soo

S 3ooc

S looc

S looc

S 1s.oc

s 01c

5 3oc

s 15-0t

5 120(

S lao.oc

s 800

S 16oc

S 3soc

S 3so(

No ChârE(

S 3ooo

ç

138.78s

32.33s

27.42s

11.89s

64.83s

54.83s

11.89s

119.94s

0.79s

7.93s

15.85s

35.02s

198.95s

Vendor

vendor

Vendor

Vendor

376.695

58.16s

42.22s

a13.92s

68.11s

Var¡able

157.84s

23-73s

32.09s

26.845

6.34s

Passth¡ough

5.00

New FeeN4assaee Establ ¡shment lnspection11

New FeeF¡rêarms Dealers12

Reso 3891PhotoEraDhs (cDlDVD)13 Photoerãphs

Other Æency C¡tet¡on: Non-Res¡dent/Resident HPD
New Fee

C¡tetion Non-Resident
L4 Citation Sign off

Dupl¡cate Citat¡ons15

Towine Fee (pass through)16

New FeeMassageTechn¡c¡an/Establishment Hear¡ng77

New FeeGun StoraceAdm¡n Fee18

G.C 62s3(B)Pol ice Report (Non-Col l¡sion Report)r.9

Reso 3891call for service20

Reso 3891Traff¡c Collis¡on w/ iniurv2!
Reso 3891Traff¡c Co¡lis¡on without ¡njury22

Reso 3891Agency Live-scan fee23

per EC Section 1563Subpoena Fee: Cl ericel Retr¡evâ I24

Subpoena Fee: Cop¡es up to 8 5 x 1425 per pe3e per EC Section 1563

gicycle License26 for 3 years Reso 3891

Reso 3891Repossession Fæ27

VIN Verificet¡on Reso 389128

22850 5 CVCVehicle lmpound Fee29

An¡mal Contro¡ Services - Dog License, Neutered Serv¡ces ContràctedL

An¡mal Control Serv¡ces - Dog L¡cense, Non
Services Contracted2

Services Contracted
Animal Control Serv¡ces - Disposal (Contract ø
RivÁre¡dÁ aâ¡¡ñh,l

3

Ah¡mål Control Serv¡ces - Shelter Del¡very
lCôntrâct w/ Rivêrs¡.iÞ Countul

Serv¡ces Contracted4

FBHR +Test¡nc CosßDUI fu cident lnvest¡sation5

Reso 3891Abandoned Veh¡cle Removal6

CrimeScenePhoto Rep.oduction {diB¡tal only, no

oaDer reDroductionì
Reso 38917

Reso 3891Concealed Weã oons I nvest¡eation

New FeeFalse911 câlls9

2 hrs min¡mumC¡vil subpoenas10

'Ihird Party /
Direct Costs

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

Current Fee (%lFull CostFee Description NotesUnit Recommended Fee Additional NotesFee Ë Group
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City of Hemet
Pol¡ce Department Fees

7.00s

7.00s

27SrOs

69.00$

69¡0$

46¡0s

100%

too%

NA

roo%

100%Nes

New

S s.oc

S s.oc

S 27s.oc

Nes

7.93s

7,93s

Sêt bv Govt Code

69,39s

69.39s

45.91s

Reso 3891stat¡stical Report {per location)30

Reso 3891Cl ea ra nce Letter31

W¡tness Fee (C¡v¡lì32 oer dav Der GC 68097.2

HPD lnspect¡on/admin processing
Âils¡nF.q I i.ÞnqÞ Fæç

per vehicle33 Tax¡ Vendors

pe¡ cartHPD lnspection/admin procssing34 lcecfeamVendors New Fee does not include
A"(iñê(( I ¡.èñ<ô Fôô.

HPD Clericâl/Admin DOI L¡cense Processing

Recovery

NewFædoes notinclude
gusiness ücense Fee

per [icense35 2nd Hand Dealer/Pewn Broker

Th¡rd Partv /
D¡rect Costs

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

(eá )Current FeeFull CostNotesUn rtFee Descrptron Recommended Fee Addìtronèl NotesFee # Group
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City of Hemet

F¡re Department Fees

¿74rOs

372.00s

438.00s

292þAs

324.00s

357.00Þ

303.00s

374.00g

445.00s

571,00s

242.O4s

307.0!s

372.00s

7.00s

292.OOs

330.00s

368.00s

445.00

242.OOs

52.00 per plan sheet

51.00 per 8 %" X 11" sheet

1 % of Permlt Fee

50 %of Perm¡t Fee

100%

IOO%

too%

700%

1000/.

too%

700%

700%

L00%

IOO%

100%

ro00Á

'too%

roo%

700%

IOO%

I00%

t00%

100y"

700%

700%

700%

742 37s

227 9es

273.5Í5

364.14)

742375

227 965

364745

455.93s

742 375

1 % of Permit F4

50 % of Permit Fee

273.565

273_565

227 96s

273 56s

364.7 45

455 93

273.56s

364.7 4s

455 93s

additional devic€

5455.93 +51 oo per

S2 00 per plan shæ1

51.00 per 8 j/¡" X 11" shee1

s 292jr

S 374.62

s 445.69

s 571.21

s 242.18

S 307-53

5 372A7

7.46s

5 292.1t

S 330.s1

s 368.90

5 44s.69

s 242.18

s 274.85

S 372.87

S 438.22

Var¡able

Variable

variable

5 324.79

S 357.46

s 303.s6

1 to 10 DevicesI nspect¡on New F¡re Alarm SystemL0 Commercia¡ Systems

¡fsystem is ins¡de
dwel l¡ng space, then

S136

11 to 50 DevicesI nspect¡on New F¡re Alarm System11 Commerciãl Systems

ifsystem is ¡nside
dwel I ing space, then

SlBo
51 to 100 Deviceslnspection New Fire Alãrm Systeñ12 Commerc¡al Systems

per add¡tional
dev¡ce, plus S372

Greaterthan 100 Dryices¡ nspect¡on New F¡re Alarm System1,3 Commerci¿l Systems

PlanCheckTenantlmprovementF¡reAlarm 1to10Dev¡ces14 Commerciãl Systems

PlanCheckTen¿nt¡mprovementFireAlarm 1Lto50Devic$L5 Commerc¡al Systems

PlanCheckTenantlmprovementFireAlãrm 51to100Devices16 Commercial Systems

PlanCheckTenântlmprovementF¡reAlarm Greaterthân100Devices17 commerciel svstems

I ns pæt¡ on Tena nt I mprovement Fi re Ala rm 1 to 10 Dev¡ces18 commercial systems

lnsp€tionTenantlmprovementF¡reAlarm 11to50Devices

lnspectionTenantlmprovementF¡reAlarm 51to100Devices

19 Commerciêl systems

20 Commercial Systems

lnspectionlenantlmprovementFireAlãrm Greaterthanl00Dwìces2L Commercial Systems

OneandTwo Fâmily DwellingsPlan Check Fire Spr¡ nkler System22 Residential svstems

Recover the costs of scå nn¡ng all submitted
documentation and organizeand rdain all
records for publ¡c rev¡ew

1
Scanning of 5ubmitted Documentation and F¡le

Retention
Sce nn i ng of 5ubmitted
Documentation and File Retention

Recover the costs assoc¡ated with cont¡nuing
support of electron¡c infrastructure to support
ãll Fire Prevention seruices

Tæhnology Support Fund2 -fechnology Support Fund

Pla n Check Resident¡a I Fire Ala rm & Life Safety

Systems
one a nd Two Fa milv Dwel I ins3 Residentiãl Systems

Permivl ns p. Resident¡â | F¡re Ala rm & L¡fe Safetv
One a nd Two FamilV Dwell¡ngs <2000

Svstems
4 Resident¡al Systems

Perm¡Vlnsp Res¡dentia I Fì re Ala rm & Life Safety
One ând Two Fâm¡¡y Dwel I ings >2000

Svstems
5 Residential systems

1 to L0 DevicesPla n Check New Fire Alã h Svstem6 Commerci¿l Svstems

11 to 50 DevicesPla n Check New F¡re Ala rm System7 Commercial Systems

51 to 100 DaìcesPlen Check New F¡ re Ale rm Svstem8 Commerc¡el Svstems

Greater than 100 Dev¡cesPlan Check New Fire Ala rm SvstemI Commercial Svstems

Fee

s

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

l%l Recommended FeeCurrent FêeFull CostUnitSub Code NoteDescri ptionFee

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 26



City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

307.00s

438¡0$

764.00$

242,00s

292.40s

368.00s

407Ã0s

445.00s

242.Oûs

307.00s

372.00s

503.0cs

292,0Cs

368.00s

307.00s

76,00s

368¡0s

368.00s

330.00s

445.00s

522.00s

849.00I
292.40s

100%

700%

100%

700%

700%

too%

700%

700%

L00õÁ

700%

too%

700%

700%

too%

r00%

!o0%

L00%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

700%

273.565

591.19 per addit¡onal
stândpipe outlel

273.5Ê)

273.56Þ

182 375

364.74s

455-93s

547.11

5

364.7 As

s47.77s

729.4As

911.E5s

227.96s

273.56s

319.15s

364.14s

t82.37s

273.565

364.74s

s47.r15

273.s65

273.56s

s 292.7t

S 368.90

S 407.30

s 44s.59

5 242.18

S 30753

S 372a7

$ so3.sz

s 292.11

s 368.90

S 307.s3

s 76A8

S 368.90

s 358.90

S 330J1

s 445.59

S szz.48

S 849.21

s 292.tL

S 30753

s 438.22

s 764.95

s 242.18

lnspection Tenant I mprovement Fire Sprinkler 1 to 10 Spr¡nkler Heads36 commercial systeß

lnspect¡on Tena nt I mprovement Fire Sprinkler 11 to 50 Sprinkler Heads37 Commercial Systems

I nspæt¡on Tenant lmprovement Fire Sprinkler 51 to 100 Sprinkler Heâds38 commercial systems

39 commerc¡âl systems I nspstion Tenant lmprovement F¡re Spr¡nkler Greater than 100 Sp.inkler HÉds

40 Commerc¡al systems Addit¡onâl Ds¡gn Rev¡ryPlên Check ESFR Syslem

Plan Check Standp¡pe P¡ping Standp¡pe System41 commercial systems

Standp¡pe Systemslnspection Stê ndp¡pe Pip¡ ng42 Commercial Systems

peradd¡tionãl pe¡add¡t¡onal
stândp¡pe, plus 5307 standp¡pe

Greater than 4 Standp¡pe Outl*Add¡t¡ona I Standpipe Outlets43 commercia¡ Systems

¿14 UnderBround F¡re Sprinkler P¡ping Plan Check Underground P¡ping Automt¡c Fire Sprinkler Supply

45 Underground FireSprinkler Pip¡ng Plãn Check Underground P¡p¡ng On-S¡te Fire Hydrants

I nspect¡on Resident¡a I F¡ re Spr¡ nkl er System One a nd Two Fã mi ly Drel I i ngs23 Res¡dentiâl Systems

1 to 100 Spr¡nkler HeadsPlan Check New F¡re 5pr¡nkler System24 Commercial systems

101 to 300 Sprinkler H€dsPla n Check New F¡re Sprinkler System25 commerciål Systems

301 to 700 Sprinkler HqdsPlan Check New Fi¡e Sprinkler System26 Commerciâl Systems

per hourGreaterThan 700 Sprinkler HeadsPlan Check New F¡re 5pr¡nkler system27 Commercial Svstems

28 Commercial Systems 1 to 100 Sprinkler HeadsSpr¡nkler lnspection New 1-100

5prinkler lnspection New 100-300 101 to 300 Sprinkler Heads29 commerc¡al systems

301 to 700 Spr¡nkler HeâdsSprinkler lnspection New 300-70030 Comñerc¡al Systems

per hourGreaterThan 700 Sprinkler HeadsSpr¡nkler lnspection >7003L Commercial systetu

Pla n Check Tenãnt lmprovement F¡re Spr¡nkler 1 to 10 Spr¡nkler Heads32 Commerc¡ãl Systems

33 Commerciâl Systems Plê n Check Tenânt lmp.ovement Fire Spr¡ nkler 11 to 50 Sprinkler Heads

Plên CheckTenênt lmprovementF¡rêSprinkler 51to 100 Sprinkler Heads34 Commerc¡al Systems

Plan CheckTenant lmprovement FireSprinkler Greaterthan 100 Sprinkler Hæds35 Commerc¡al Systems

Fee

#

Têrgeted Cost

Recovery Level

t%) Recommended FeeCurrent FeeFull costUnrtDescrl ptionSub Code NoteFee

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 27



City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

292ßOs

274.4Os

445.00s

503.00s

¡145.00s

307.00s

29Z.OOs

274I0s

368¡0s

307¡0Þ

475.00s

402.00s

321.00s

140.00s

402.00s

402.00s

402.00s

402.OOs

398.00s

277.þOs

503¡0s

503.00s

125.00s

700%

700%

100%

700%

100%

L00%

700%

700%

ro0%

tol%

100%

r00%

700%

I00%

t00%

100%

1000/"

100%

700%

t00%

700%

700%

100%

Double Permit F*

364.74s

364 74s

364.74s

364.7 As

L82.315

L4231s

364.74s

273.5Ê5

591.L9 per add¡t¡ona
hydranl

I4231s

227.96s

364.745

455.93s

273.56Þ

273 56s

74237s

273.56s

273.565

273.56s

364.74s

364.74s

364.14s

s 44s.69

S 307s3

I zgz.tt

s 2t4.85

S 368.90

s 30753

S 47s.13

s 402.31

s 321.ss

s 140.92

S 402.31

S 40231

S 402.31

s 402.31

s 398.34

S 27r.61

S so3.s7

S so3.s7

S 12s.89

s 292.!t

S z74as

s 44s.69

s s03.s7

56 Special Fire Protect¡on Systerc lnspect¡on Medical Gas Systems
Th¡rd Party Rev¡ew

Coord¡nâtion

58 Special F¡re Protection Systems lnduslr¡al Gases Insp. Third Party Review

for 2 hour min, 5238
hourlv thereafter

Plân Check Exped¡te Request59 5p€ial services

TOr 2 nOUr mtn, )zur
I nspect¡on Exped¡te Request

hourlv thêrêafter
60 Special serv¡ces

fo.2 hou. m¡n, 5161Plan Rev¡d Special Event
horrrlvthêrêáffÞr

61 Speciâl services

EventW¡th¡n tess Than 10 Working DaysSpeciê I Event Expedite Request62 Special Services

Off-Hours lnspect¡on Request
for 2 hour min, 5201
hâr rrlv ìhÞrÐ+Þr63 Spec¡âl Services

for 2 hour min, S201
hourlv therefter

Weekend Or Hol¡day lnspection Request64 Spec¡ãl Serv¡ces

for 2 hour m¡n, S201
hottrlv thereafter

Special Event, Pr+Event lnspect¡on Serv¡cês65 Spec¡al Serv¡ces

Occupant Loêd Evêluât¡on65 Spæ¡al Serv¡ces

fo¡ t hour min, 5199
hourlv thereafter

NewOccupãncy67 Speciãl Plãn ReviewServices

for t hour min, 5136
hourlv thereafter

68 Spec¡al Plan Rev¡ewServ¡ces

45 Underground F¡re Sprinkler P¡ping lnspection tjnder8round Pip¡nB Automatic F¡re Spr¡nkler Supply

47 UnderBround Firesprinkler Piping lnspect¡on Underground Pip¡ng On-S¡te Fire Hydrants

48 Underground FireSpr¡nkler Pip¡ng Add¡t¡onêl Private Hydrants
per add¡tionål
hydrênt, plus 5503

per add¡tional
hydra nt

Greaterthðn 4 Hydrants

49 Spæ¡alFireProtectionsystems PlanCheckHood&DuctSystêm Comrerc¡al Cooking
EauiÞment

50 Special Fire Protect¡on Systerc lnsp4t¡on Hood & Duct Systems
commerc¡al Cook¡ng
Eouioment

51 Special Fire Protect¡on Systems Plan Check Fire Pump
Fire Pump and
ContrôllÊr

52 Special Fire Protectlon systems lnspect¡on Fire Pump
F¡re Pump and

53 SpeciâlF¡reProtectionSystems PlânCheckSpecial Suppress¡onSystem
Foam, Gãs or Liquid

Suoression Svstem

54 Spæ¡al Fire Protect¡on Systems lnspst¡on Special Suppression System
Foam,Ges or Liquid
Suoress¡on Svstêm

55 Special Fire Protect¡on Systems Plan Check Med¡cãl Gases
Th¡rd Party Review

57 Special Fire Protect¡on Systems Plan Check lndustrial Gases
Third Party Review

Coordinåtion

Fee

#

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

l'^) Recommended FeeCurrent FeeFull CostUn itDescrÌ ption5ub code NoteFee
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City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

503.00s

368J0$

372ßOs

434,00s

372Ã0s

372.00s

242.O4s

307.00s

242.0Os

274tOs

307.00s

242,00s

242.oOs

307.00s

372l'0s

340.00s

438.00s

27LÐOs

336,00s

271,00s

402.0!$

402.O($

402.00s

402.00s

100%

too%

7006Á

too%

700%

700%

too%

toÙ%

too%

700%

100%

100%

100%

ro0%

100%

LOO%

ro0%

100%

L00%

7OOP,6

100%

\o0%

100%

100%

aa2 31s

273.s65

L4231)
74231

273 5ês

364.7 As

273.5Ê5

364.74s

455.93s

364.7 4s

364.74s

364.7 4s

364.74s

364.74s

364.7 4s

r82.37s

136.78s

273.56s

136.78s

742375

273.565

Cost of Seruice Plus 259{

364.74s

364.745

S 372ß7

5 372.aj

s 242.7a

s 307.s3

s 242.18

s 274.A5

S 30753

S 242.18

S 242,fa

S 307.s3

s 372.87

S 340.20

S 43822

s s03.s7

S 271.5r

s 336.96

s 271.61

S 4ozi1

s 402.31

S 402.31

s 402.31

s 368.90

s 372ß7

S 434.25

Hazardous Processes Or

Occupãncies

ln¡tiêl Plan Review Haza¡dous P¡ocesses Or

occupanc¡s

ln¡t¡al Review of Use or Occupancy for Regulated . - ,

Activit¡es under the uniform Fire code seãlon lor 2 hour mln' Þ1ðb

105 hourlv thereêfter
80

Hazârdous Processes Or Annua I Permit Hazardous Processes Or
Annuãl Perm¡t,Un¡forhF¡reCodeSKt¡on 10581

Hezerdous Procsses Or
Occupanc¡es

Single Event Pe.mit, Uniform F¡ re Code Sæt¡on
105

Hazardous Proc6ses Or Occupã nciêsa2

Annual Permit Fee 50-299 Occupã nbPl¿ces ofAssemblv83 State Mandâted lnsDect¡ons

Annual Perm¡t Fee 300-999 OccuoanùPleces OfAssemblV84 State 1t4ândated lnsoect¡ons

Annua I Pe¡mit Fæ 1000 Or More Occupã nßPlaces ofAssembly85 St¿te Mandated lnspect¡ons

86 State Mandaled lnspections Clinics, Offìces, and Treatment Fac¡l¡ties lnitiãl sbteCleãrance

Annual Permit Fæ 7-99 Occuoãnbcare Facil¡ties87 state Mandated lnsoections

Annual Permit Fæ 100-199 OccupantsCare Fac¡l¡ti688 Stête Mandated lnspections

Annual Permit Fee 200 Or More OccugôntsCere Feciiit¡689 State Mandãted lnsDect¡ons

Hosp¡t¿ ls And conv¿ lescent Fac¡l¡ti690 State Mandãted lnspect¡ons

Annual Perm¡t Fæ 100-199 BedsHosp¡tâls And Convalescent Fac¡l¡ti691, 5tâte Mðndated lnspections

92 State Mandated lnspect¡ons Annual Permit Fee 200 Or lvlore BedsHospitals And Conva lescent Fac¡ I it¡es

70 SpecialPlanReviewsedices closureReportReview

per hour
oepos¡t Min¡mum
(i ôôô

ln¡tial EscrowAccountRMPP Consultãt¡on Revis71. special Plan ReviewServ¡ces

72 sp€ialPlanReviewservices F¡retanePlanReview(F¡reMâste¡Plãn)
for 2 hour m¡n, S20L
hourlv thêrpâfter

Fuel Mod¡fication Plan Revision Rev¡ew (Châ nge for 2 hour min, 5201
hô'¡rlv thêrêâftêr73 special PIån Reviewserv¡ces

"Revíw and dderm¡nãt¡on of a witten âppeãl to
provlde an a lternate method for construction or for 2 hour min, 5201
operations that does notcomply with the str¡ct hourlythereafter
code ræuiremenb

74 SpæialPlanReviewservices AppealforAlternateMethodsêndMaterials

Appeal of Alternate Methods and lvlaterla ls to
the Board ofAppeals

Appeal ofa rulingbytheFireand/orBuildinB for2hourm¡n,5201
Codeoff¡c¡el hourlyther€fter75 Speciâl Plân ReviewServ¡ces

Soec¡ãl Hãzârd seNices -: . . . Plan CheckTank lnstallat¡on Or Removal
underground or aÞove 6round lenkS

per tankAbove Or Below Ground76

Soeciel Hezârd Serv¡ces -
.,' ; :,underEround or Aþove Ground lanß

per tâ nkAbove Or gelow Ground77

Soeciâl Hezârd Services -
, I Plen Check H¿zardous Mater¡als P¡ping
underground or aÞove Ground Ianß lncludes Underground Flemmable L¡quids P¡ping78

Soec¡âl Hezârd Services -

un¿"r",ornJ o.n¡ou" Ground ranks 
lnspect¡on Hazardous Matel¡als Pip¡ng lncludes Under8round Flammable Uquids Piping79

69 Sp€¡alPlanReviewSeNices F¡re,LifeSafetyOrSpæialHazardConsultat¡on per hour

Fee

#

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

t%) Recommended FeeCurrent FeeFull CostDescrj ptronsub code Un itNoleFee
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City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

438.00s

438.00s

242.00s

242.00s

307.00s

340,00s

209.00s

1.157.00s

534.00s

307.00I

307.00s

307.00s

307,00s

372.OO$

372.ßOs

372,0Os

438.00s

307l)0s

372.00s

r00%

too%

700%

IO0%

100%

100%

IOO%

|OOPÀ

100%

100%

100%

t00%

ro0%

100%

100%

100%

700%

!o0%

100%

319.15s

364.74Þ

364.7 4s

364.745

364.74s

364.74s

74231s

273 5Ê5

135.7¡5

136.785

14237s

273.56s

91.195

1 4Sa.95s

729 48s

142375

227.96s

273.56)

319.15s

s 1.157¡3

S 634.25

$ 307.s3

S 307.53

s 307.s3

S 307.s3

S 372ß7

s 372ß7

5 372.a7

5 43822

S 418.22

S 438.22

5 307.s3

s 372.A7

S 242.7a

s 242.7a

S 307.s3

S 340.20

S 209.s1

Hazardous Mater¡âls Bus¡ness Plan,

103 lnventory D¡sclosureAnd Applicable 1-2Chemicals
Perm¡ t

GrÉtest S¡ngle Chem¡ca I Amu nt 55-11000 Ga ls.
Uquid,200-1,000 Cu. Ft Gas, Or 500-1,000 Lbs.

Solid. quantity Ranges Forp€uþly Hazardous

Hazardous Mater¡als Bus¡ness Plan,

104 ¡nventory Disclosu¡eAnd Applicable 1-2 Chem¡cals
Permit

Greatest S¡ ngl e Chemica I Amount 1,00l.-10,000
Gãls. L¡qu¡d, 1,001-5,000 Cu, Ft, cês, Or 1,001-
5 OOO I bç Sôlid

Hezardous N4aterials Business Plân,

105 lnventory D¡sclosureAnd Appl¡cable 1-2 Chemicals
Perñ¡t

GreaterThan 10,001 Gals. tiqu¡d,5,001 Cu. Ft,

Gas, Or5,001 tbs. Sol¡d

Hazãrdous Meter¡âls Bus¡ness PIan,

106 lnventory DisclosureAnd Appl¡cable 3-4Chem¡cals
Perm¡t

Greatest S¡ ng¡ e Cheh¡ca I Amou nt 55.1,000 Gð Is.
Uqu¡d,200-1,000 Cu. Ft. Gas, Or 500-1,000 tbs.
5ol¡d. Quant¡ty RanSes ForAcutely Hazãrdous
lvlaterials Becin With Zero

Haza rdous lvlater¡â ls Business Plan,

107 lnventory DisclosureAnd Applicable 3-4 Chem¡cêls
Perm¡t

Great6t S¡ ngle Chemica I Amount 1,001-10,000
Gêls. üquid, 1,001-5,000 Cu, Ft. Ges, Or 1,001-
5,000 Lbs Sol¡d

Hazardous lvlater¡als Business Plan,
108 lnventory D¡sclosureAnd Appl¡ceble 3-4 Chemicals

Greater Thãn 10,001 Gals. Liquid, 5,001 Cu. Ft.

Gas, Or 5,001 Lbs, Solid

Hazardous IVaterials Business Plan,
109 ¡nventory D¡sclosureAnd Appl¡câble 5-6chemicals

Permit

Gr€test S¡ ngle Chem¡ca I Amou nt 55-1,000 Ga I s.

t¡qu¡d,200-1,000 Cu. Ft Gas, Or 500-1,000 Lbs.

Solid. Quantity Rangs For Acutely Hazêrdous
Matêriâls Bêoin With 7êrô

Hazârdous lvlater¡als Bus¡ness Plan,

110 lnventory DisclosureAndApplicable 5-6Chem¡câls
Permit

Greatest S¡ ngl e Chem¡ca I Amount 1,001-10,000
Gals. L¡quid, 1,001-5,000 Cu. Ft. Gãs, Or 1,001-
5 0o0 Lbs sol¡d

Håzardous Materials Bus¡ness Plan,

111 lnventory D¡sclosureAndApplicãble 5-6 chemicels
GrÈter Than 10,001 Gals. Uqu¡d,5,001 Cu. Ft.

Gas, Or 5,001 Lbs. Sol¡d

Annual Pe¡m¡t Fee 50 - 299 RoomsHotel s/ lvtotel s93 State Mandãted lnspections

Annual Pe.m¡t Fæ 300 Or More RoomsHotels/Motels94
Annuel Perm¡tFæDay care Facilities95 Stãte Mendâted lnspect¡ons

Annual Permit Fæ 20 Units or LessMulti Femilv Residential Buildincs96 ståte Mândated lnspections

Annual Permit Fee Mo¡eTha n 20 un¡ts less lhanMult¡ Family Res¡dential Buildin8s97 State Mandated lnspections

Ahnual Permit Fee MoreThan 50 Units Less Thê n

100 Unib
Mult¡ Fam¡ly Residential Build¡n8s98 State Mendeted lnspect¡ons

99 State lvlandãted lnspect¡ons Multi Fam¡ly Resident¡al Bu¡ldings
Annual Perm¡t Fee Each Additionâl 50 tJnits or
Port¡on TheræfOver 100 Units (ln Addit¡on to
the BãseAnnuel Fæ)

Annuel Perm¡t FæHiqh R¡se Bu¡ld¡hÊs100

Annual Permit FæRes¡dential High Rise BuildingsloL State N4andated lnspections

Hazerdous Mêterials Business Plan,

102 lnventory Disc¡osure And App¡ ¡ca ble Gasol ¡ne/Service Stat¡ons, Per Site
Permit

Reta¡l Dispens¡ng of Fuels

Fe

s

largeted Cost

Recovery Level

l%l Recommended FeeCurrent FeeFu i CostFeeSub Code Un ltNoteDescri ptron
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City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

1,549.00s

1,549.00

1,614,00s

176.00s

176.0ús

503.00s

503.00s

s03.00s

634.00s

634.00s

634.00$

89s.00

89s.00Þ

895.00s

r00./,

þo%

1000Á

1-OO%

700%

IOO%

700%

loo%

700õ/"

700%

100%

700%

100%

t00%

364745

364.7 4s

36474s

2,006 07s

2,006.O7s

2,097 265

45 59s

45 59s

364.7 4s

364 74s

36474s

364 74s

364 74s

364.7 45

S 1,s49.11

S 1,614.46

s 176.83

s 176¡3

S 503.s7

S 634.26

s 634.26

S 634.26

S 89s.6s

s 89s.6s

S 89s.6s

s 1,s49.11

s s03.s7

5 503.57

Hazardous Màterials Bus¡ness Plan,

124 lnventory DisclosureAnd Applicable MoreThðn 40 Chemicals Each Additìonal Chem¡cel Over 40th Chemical

Hâzardous N4aterials Business Plân,

125 lnventory DisclosureAndApplicable MoreThan40chem¡cals Each Add¡tiona I Chemica I Over 40th Chemicâ¡

H¿zardous Materials Business Plan,

116 lnventory DisclosureAnd Applicable 11-14 Chemicals

Greatest Single Chemical Amount 1,001-10,000

Gals Liqu¡d, 1,001-5,000 Cu. Ft Gas, Or 1,001-
5 O00 tbç Solid

Hazardous Mãterials Bus¡ness PIan,

!-L7 lnventory DisclosoreAnd Applicable 11-14 Chemicals
Perm¡t

Greaterlhãn 10,001 Gals Liqu¡d,5,001 Cu Ft

Gas, Or 5,001 t¡s Sol¡d

Hazerdous Materials Business Plan,

1,18 lnventoryDisclosureAnd Applicable 15-20 Chemìcals

Permit

Greatest Si ngl e Chem¡ca I Amount 55-1,000 Ga I s

Liquid,200-1,000 Cu. Ft Gas, Or 500-1.000 Lbs

Solid quantity Ranges For Acutely Hazardous
Mâtariâ1. Aad¡n W¡th 7a.^

Hãzârdous Mâterials gusiness P¡ân,

119 lnventory DisclosureAnd Applicable 15-20 Chemicâls
Greatest Sinele Chemica¡ Amount 1,001-10,000
Gâls Liqu¡d, 1,001-5,000 Cu Ft Gas, Or 1,001-

Hãzârdous Mâter¡als Business Plan,

120 lnventory DisclosureAnd Applicable 15-20Chem¡cals
Permit

GreaterThan 10,001Gals Liquid,5,001 Cu. Ft,

Gas, Or 5,001 Lbs Solid

Hazardous Materials Business Plân,

l,2L lnventory D¡sclosureAnd Appl¡câb¡e 21-40 Chemicals
Permit

Greatest Single Chemicå¡ Amount 55-1,000 Gals.

t¡quid,200-1,000 Cu Ft Gas, Or 500-1,000 Lbs

Sol¡d. Quantity Ranges ForAcutely Hazardous
MrrÁr¡âl< AÁdin \^/iìh 7ãrâ

Hazãrdous Mater¡als Bus¡ness Plan,

122 lnvenlory Disc¡osureAnd Applicable 21-40 Chem¡cals
Greatest S¡ngle Chem¡ca I Amount 1,001-10,000
Gals Lìquid, 1,001-5,000 Cu Ft. Gãs, Or 1,001-

Hâzardous Materials Business Pl¿n,

123 lnventoryD¡sclosureAnd Applicable 21-40 Chemicals
Greêter Than 10,001 Gals t¡quid, 5,001 Cu Fl
Gas, Or 5,001 Lbs Solid

Hazardous lvlaterials Business Plan,

112 lnvenlory oisclosure And Applicable 7-10 Chemicals
Permit

Greatest S¡ngle Chemica I Amount 55-1,000 Ga ls,

Liqu¡d,200-1,000 Cu Ft Gas, Or 500-1,000 Lbs.

50¡id quðntity Ranges For fuutely Hazardous
Mâtariâl( Êadiñ W¡ìh 7a.^

Hâzardous Materiels Business Plân,

LL3 lnventory D¡sclosureAnd Appl¡câble 7-10Chem¡câls

Greatest Single Chemicã¡ Amount 1,001-10,000
Gels Liquid, 1,001-5,000 Cu Ft.Gas,Or 1,001-
5OOOlh< Sôlid

Hazardous lvìater¡als Busìness Plan,

114 lnventory DisclosureAnd Applicable 7-10 chemicals
Greater Thâ n 10,001 Ga ls, L¡quid, 5,001 Cu. FL

Gas, Or 5,001 Lbs. Solid

Hazerdous Meteriels Bus¡ness Plên,

115 lnventory DìsclosureAnd Applicable 11.-14chemicals

Perm¡t

Grea test 5i ngle Chemica I Amou nt 55-1,000 Ga ls.

Liqu¡d,200-1,000 Cu. Ft. Gâs, Or 500-1,000 Lbs.

50¡¡d Quant¡ty Rân8es For Acutely Hazardous
MatÞr¡âls BÊsin With 7Êrô

Fee

#

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

l%l Recommended FeeCurrent FeeFull costsuh code un itNoteDescriptionFee
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City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

FBHR+ Costs for mater¡als/

appùatus, and equipment
ut¡l¡æd

FBHR + Costs for mater¡alq

appüatus, and equ¡pment

util¡æd

FBHR+ Costs for matef¡a9
apparatut and equ¡pmenl

utill4d

FBHR+ Costs for materlalS

apparatus, and equipmenl
ulll¡æ.

FBHR + Costs Íor materlals,
apparatus, and equ¡pment

ut¡liæd

FBHR+ Costs lor materlals,

appüatus, and equlpment
utiliæd

FBHR + Costs for materlals,

apparatus, and equipment
ut¡l¡æd

1¡¡4¡0s

FBHR+Costsfor materi¡lt
appratus, and €quipment

utll¡æd

FBHR+Costs fof mãterlah,
apparatus, and equlpment

uliliæd

100%

t00%

100%

I00%

t00%

100%

L00%

700%

100%

roo%

2.500.0c5

5,900.005

435 0Cs

495.0C5

605.00s

1,800.00s

2,2OO OOs

FBHR + Costs for products,

equipment util¡zed

700.00s

45.59s

Variable

var¡able

variable

vilieble

Var¡able

s 144.16

ver¡eble

Varlable

Var¡able

Var¡able

Level 6 Response- itemized b¡llingfor each

inc¡dent as a n independent event with custom
mit¡Eation rates, ¡temized per ãppa ratus, per
personnel deployed, plus products ãnd
equ¡pment used

Reso 4381lvlotor Vehicle Accidents132 lncident Response Recovery

level 1 Response - eng¡ne response, peri meter
establ¡shment evacuat¡ons, set-up, command,
and first responder ass¡gnment.

Hâærdous Materiels133 lnc¡dent Response Recovery Reso 4381

Level 2 Response - ¡nclud6 Level 1 response +

hazmât certif¡ed team, Lwel A or B su¡t donni na,

breeth¡ng a¡r and deÈection equipment 5d up 
- Reso 4381

ãnd removal of deconteminat¡on center

Haærdous lvlaterials134 lncident Response Recovery

tevel 3 Response- includes Lryel 1 & 2 response
+ recovery & ¡dent¡fìcat¡on of material. Disposâl
and environrentãl cleanup + contaminated
equipment disposal rates and re¡mbursement Reso 4381
for hater¡a ls used at the scene, lncludes 3 hours
of on scenet¡re -eech add'l houratS30o per

HAZMAT tea m

Haærdous Mater¡als135 lncident Response Recovery

Hazardous Materials Bus¡ness Plân,

126 lnventory D¡sclosureAnd Appl¡cable MoreThan40Chemicals
Permit

Grealer Than 10,001 Gals. Liqu¡d,5,001 Cu. Ft.

Gas,

Or 5 001 Lbs. Sol¡d

Reso 4381Motor Veh¡cle Acc¡dents127 lncident Response Recovery
Level 1 Response- hazardous materiãls
assessment, scene stabil ¡zat¡on

level 2 Response- lncludes Ldel 1 response+
hazardous fluid clean up and disposâ I

Reso 4381L28 lncident Response Recovery

Level 3 Response- Car Fire- ¡nclud6 Lwel 1 & 2

response + scene sãfety, flre suppression,
breathing e¡r, rescue tools, hand tools, hose, tip
usq foam, structure protst¡on

Motor Veh¡cle Acc¡dents Reso 4381129 lncident Response Recovery

Level 4 Response- ¡ncludes Level 1 & 2 rsponse
+ extr¡cation to free/remove anyone from the
vehicle with heêvy rescue too¡s, ropes, ê irbags,
cribbing a nd other equipment rescues

Reso 4381lvlotor Vehicle Accidents130 lncident Response Recovery

Level 5 Response - includes Level 1, 2 & 4 + multi-
en8¡necompênyresponse,mutualaid,and Reso4381

hel icopter patienttransport
131 ¡nc¡dent Response Recovery

Fee

#

Têrgeted Cost

RecoverV Leve

(%) Recommended FeeCurrent FeeFull CostUn itNoteDescri ptl onsub code Fee
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City of Hemet

F¡re Department Fees

FEHR+ Costs for apparatus

and equ¡pment ut¡llæd

FBHR + Costs for apparatus

and equ¡pmerit utilized

FBHR+ Cons for apparatus
and equipment ut¡liæd

FBHR + Costs for appaf atur
and equ¡pment ut¡l¡æd

FBHR+ Costs for mater¡al9
appùatu$ and equ¡pment

utiliæd

FBHR+ Costs lor mater¡alt
appüaìus, and equipment

ut¡llæd

FBHR + Costs for matef lals,

apparatus, and equ¡pmeil
ut¡l¡4d

r00%

r00%

700%

100%

700%

700%

700%

s4oc

5s0c

5400 +Sso/h. per racue
person

1,000.0cs

FBHR + Costs for p¡oducts,

equipment ut¡l¡zed, 3 hrs

HAZMATTEAM +add'l

S3oo/hr >3 hours

S27s

400.005

var¡ablè

Variable

Vil¡eble

Var¡able

vr¡able

Var¡able

Variable

Fire lnvBtigatíon Team min 5275.00 per hr .
lncludes Scenesôfety. investigat¡on,source per Reso 4381

identif¡cat¡on, K-g/Arson Dog unit, ident¡f¡cetion D4ember 2010
equipment mb¡le detection unit, Fire repo¡t

per hourF¡ re/Fire I nvestigat¡on139 lncident Response Recovery

Fire response - Eng¡ne Company - t¡re scene
safety, fìre/hêzard control. S400/hr pe. eng¡ ne Reso 4381

compãny

per hourF¡re/Fire lnvestigat¡on140 lnc¡dent Response Recovery

F¡re 16ponse - T¡uck Company - Fire scene

sêfety, fire/haza rd control. 5500/hr truck
compãny

per hou¡Reso 4381Fi re/Fi re I nvestigat¡onl4L lncident Response Recovery

Level 1 Response - ên8ine 16ponse, fìrst
responder essignment, perimeter esta bl¡shmenq
evacuat¡ons,fìrst16pondersetupãnd Reso4381
comrund, scene safety, investigation. lnclud¡ng
possible pêt¡ent contêct hêzard control

per hourWâter lnc¡dents142 lncidenl Response Recovery

Level 1 Response - eng¡ne 16ponse a nd first
responder assignment per¡meter esta blishment,

evacuãt¡ons, first ¡esponder set up and Reso 4381

comma nd. I ncl udes i ns pection without da mage

or breakage

P¡peline and Power Line lnc¡denls136 lncident Response Recovery

Level 2 Response- Lryel 1 response + HAZIVIAT

team, Levã I A or B suit donninE b¡eathing a¡r & per Reso 4381

detect¡on equ ¡ pmenÈ Supervise ê nd/or asslst Dæember 2010
p¡peline repã¡r

Pipeline and Power Line ¡ncidentsL37 lncident Response Recovery

Level 3 Response - itemized b¡ I I ing claim for
entine rsponse, f¡fst responder ess¡gnment set

up a nd command, appropr¡ate equ¡pment,
per¡reter establ¡shment, evacuat¡ons. May
¡nclude HAZMATte¿ rL Level A or B su¡t donning,
breath¡nB a¡r & detect¡on equ¡pmenl Superv¡se
and/or ass¡st p¡pe¡¡ne repãir of ¡ntermediate to
major p¡peline damge. May include set up and
remval of decontam¡nation center, detect¡on,

recovery and ident¡ficat¡on of mater¡als.
Disposal and ehv¡ronmental clean up

Pipel¡ne end Power L¡ne lnc¡dents138 lnc¡dent Response Recovery
per Reso 4381

Dsember 2010

Fee

#

Tèrgeted Cost

Recovery Level

(%) Recommended F,.eCurrent FeeF!ll CoslDescript onSub Code Un ltNoteFee
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City of Hemet

Fire Department Fees

278.00s

266.00s

249.00s

a47.nos

147.00s

FBHR+ Costsfor apparatus

and equ¡pment util¡æd

FBHR + Cosls for apparatu:

and equipment utilirec

FBHR+ Coss for appa¡atus

and equipment ut¡liæd

FBHR+Costs for apparatus

and equipment utiliæd

r40.00s

FBHR+Costsfor apparatus
and equ¡pment ut¡liæd

FBHR+ Costs for appafatus

and equipment util¡æd

700%

100%

LOO%

too%

700%

700%

700%

t00%

700%

700%

ro0%

700%

250.0c$

t82 375

Fully Burdened Hourly Rate

98.515

87 15s

72 275

63 11s

71 005

58oo + 55o/hr per rescu€

persor

S2000 + S50/hr per rescue

person + S100/hr per

HAZMATteem member

Vâr¡s

Minimum 5400 hr/each

response vehicle + S50 hr

/rescue person Add'l

5400/hr each respons€
vehicle + 550 hr /rscuÉ

s 74754

S 147.s4

var¡able

variable

Variable

S 140.92

Var¡able

S 278-24

S 266.83

S 249.29

Variable

variable

Level 4 Response - ¡temized b¡lling option for
each inc¡dentas an independenteventw¡th
custom mitigation rates, us¡ng itemized rates
.lÊêmè.1 úçuâl .uçtômârv & reâ(ôhâhlF

W¿ter lnc¡dents145 lncident Response Recovery
per Reso 4381

December 2010

"Back country" and specia¡ rescue fees ¡tem¡zed
per apparatus/hr, pertra¡ned rescue person/hr
+ rescue pfoducb used

Spec¡al RescueL46 lncident Response Recovery
per Reso 4381
December 2010

Command set up, responder direction,
operations, safety a nd âdmihistrat¡on ofthe
¡ncident

per hourCh¡efOff¡cer Response147 lncident Response Recovery
per Reso 4381

December 2010

per Reso 4189, 1/2
hôrrr MlNlMltM

Add¡tion¿l Hourly Plan Rev¡ewCaused byL48 New Construction

per Reso 4266, per 15
Skilled Nursing Facilities Non-Emer Sìtuåtions149 lncident Response Recovery

Batal¡on Chief150 lncident Response Recovery

Eng¡ne Ca pta¡n151 lnc¡dent Response Recovery

Eng¡neer152 lncident Response Recovery

FirefiEhter153

per Reso 4266Apparatus154 lncident Response Recovery

Level 2 Response- Level 1 response+clean up,

mãteria I re¡ mbursement (sorbents) minor
hazardous clean up and disposêl ofspilled
l¡quids

per hourWater lncidenls143 lncident Response Recovery
per Reso 4381

Level 3 Response- Level 1 & 2 response+ D.ÀRT
âctivation, donning breâth¡ ng apparãtus â nd

detection equ¡pment set up ðnd removal of
decon center, detection equipment, ræovery
¡dentilcation of mater¡al Environmenbl clean

up and spilled liquid disposal lncludes
d¡sposal rates ofmateria¡ ðnd conbminated
equipment and re¡ mbursement of mêter¡a I used

at scene

per hourWater lncidents144 lncident Response Recovery
per Reso 4381
Dsember 2010

s

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

(%J Recommended FeeCurrênt FeeFul I costun ltDescriptionSub Code NoteFee
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City of Hemet

F¡re Department Fees

111.00s

Fully Burdened Hourly Rat€

Fully Bufdened Hourly Rat€

111.00s

Fully Burdened Hourly Rat€

Fully Burdened Hourly Rat€

Fully Burdenêd Hourly Rate

Fee st by Hous¡ng cod€

lnitlal Comparry lnspêctlo¡
pfov¡ded at no @sl

332.0Cs

332.00s

25.00s

Fully Bu¡dened Hourly Ratê

FBHR + Costs for apparatus

and equipment ul¡lized

Cost of@ntractor; plus

adm¡n¡stfative @st cqual to
cost of @mraclor, mlnlmum

s2s0

700%

700%

700%

Flât Rate Fæ

700%

!o0%

100%

100%

700%

100%

too%

100%

700%

700%

100%

o%

46.005

S8.50 elus S0.10/oaq(

Fully Burdened Hourly Rat€

186.0C5

Cost of Contractor plus

s2s0

95.00s

Fully Burdened Hourly Rate

Fully Burdened Hourly Rate

70.005

Fully Burdened

Fully Burdened

Fully Burdened

Fully Burdened

Fee set by Housing Cod€

No Charg€

23.00s

S 111.49

Var¡able

Variable

s u1.49

variable

variablê

Var¡able

variable

S 111.49

s 111¡9

s 332.s2

S 332s2

S 243.68

Varlable

variable

Vr¡able

Occupancy Requ¡red Perm¡t
I nspection

per Reso 3891State Mãndated lnspect¡on155

per Reso 3891Cohmunity Gre Facility PrÈlnsp
Occupãncy Required Permit

166

Occupãncy Required Permit
I nspect¡on

CA F¡re Code/lnternationa I F¡re code Requ¡red

Perm¡ts

other Africle 4

Required Permit
Sect¡on 105 PermitPlân Rev¡ewL67

Occupancy Required Perm¡t
lnspection

Other Artlcle 4

Required Perm¡t
Sætion 105 Required Perm¡ts lnspect¡on

CA Fire Code/lnternât¡ona I Firê Code Requ¡red

Perm¡E
168

Not otherw¡se l¡stedSpec¡al Plan ReviewSp4ial Plan ReviewServ¡ces169 New Construction

Not olherwise listedSpeciâl lnspect¡onSpecial Plan Rev¡ew Services170 New Construction

Occupãncy Requ¡red Permit
lnspect¡on

Mob¡le Home Park lnsp155

per Reso 3891lnitial Company lnspect¡on156
Occupancy Requ¡red Permit
lnspection

Occupancy Required Perm¡t

I nspect¡on
Eng¡ne Compeny 1st Relnspect¡onL57 per Reso 3891 per ¡nspect¡on

15g Occupa_ncy Required Permit
lnspe(ron Eng¡ ne Company 2nd Rel nspæt¡on per Reso 3891 per ¡nspection

Fire Report159 Miscellâneous

160 Occupå.ncy Requ¡red Permit

lnspectron
per Reso 3891Hazardous Materials Review and lnsped¡on

lst, and græter rsponse to the same address,
annually

per Reso 3891F¡re FelseAlarm Response161 lncident Response Recovery

per Reso 3891Wæd I nsp/Abãtement162 WeedAb¿tement

per Reso 3891Private Fire System FlowTest163 New construct¡on

per Reso 3891F¡reSupprss¡on Stand-By164 lncident Response Recovery

Fee

#

Târgeted Cosl

Recovery Level

(%) Recommended FeeCu rre nt FeeFu I CostDescri plionSub Code Un ltNoteFee
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City of Hemet
Library Fees

76.00s

Alc+57

0.15s

L,75s

3.9ss

11.00s

3.00s

5.00s

7.00s

25.00s

44.00s

391.00s

391,00s

76.00s

0.s0s

10.00s

9s%

32%

roo%

100%

700%

700%

roo%

24%

ß0%

NA

NA

93%

66%

83%

S s.oo

s 2s.00

5 so.oo

5 400.00

s 3s0.00

s 20.00

s 2o.oo

5 o.so

s 1o.oo

Nc+57

5 o.1s

s 1.7s

s 3.es

s 10.00

s 4.s0

S s.oo

s 78.18

5 44.93

S egr.zr

s 391.21

5 76.t4

s 76.L4

S 4.34

s 43.44

Verieble

2.90s

vendor

Vendor

5 11.8s

4.54s

s.99s

7.75s

5 Public fax - Nat¡onal F¡ rst page, 51.00 ea addnl Per page, Pass-through

6 Public fax - I nternat¡onal First page, S3.45 ea addnl Per page, Pass-through

7 collection agency fees Per Account

8 Repìacement Card

9 Visitors Card

10 Buvingcomputer time Per 60 mi nutes

LL Passport processing Set by Dept of State

LZ Conference Room Rental F¡rst3 hrs, S25.00 ea add'l hr

1.3 Main Hall/ K¡tchen (75 -400 People) First3 hrs, S125.00 ea add'l hr

L4 Half Haìì/ No Kitchen (75 - 100 People) F¡rst 3 hrs, 5100 for ea add'l hr

15 Preparation Per hour

Per hourL6 Cleanup

1 Latefees for all materials Per day

2 Maximum latefees for all material Per item

3 Replacementfees

4 Copies and printing Per page black & white

Targeted Cost

Recovery Level

Full Cost Current Fee (%l

Recommended

FeeUnitNoteFee # Fee
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City of Hemet

Commu nity Development Fees

Minimum Depos¡t-see fee
formula

Min¡mum Depos¡t-se fee
formula

Deposit

Min¡mum deposit- see fee
formula

Minimum Deposit-see fee
formula

s,000.005

2,000.005

210.00s

556.00s

FBHR

s40.00s

650.00s

390.00s

2,872.OOs

5,923.00s

210.00s

850.00s

10,000.00I

547.00s

951.00s

2,970.00s

20,000.00s

too%

700%

700%

too%

too%

too%

7000/"

too%

100%

!oo%

700%

IOO%

LOO%

too%

700%

too%

too%

s 2,100.00

S 18o.oo

s 28s.0c

NEW

S 4,s7s.oo

s 220.0c

S 22o.oc

s 2,010.00

s 8,000.00

s 2,100.00

NEW

NEW

NEW

s 2,s00.00

NEW

S lss.oo

NEW

var¡able

Variable

2LO.92s

555.96s

Variable

541.13$

650.98s

t89.22s

2,472.4Ls

s s,923.84

2LO.92s

850.43s

Variable

547.65s

951.955

5 2,97L.67

VariableL2 Planning and Code Enf. Technical study CEQA: Env¡ronmental lmpact Report

Full Cost Deposit+
staff T] me Depos¡t @

20% of Contract
a mount + Depos¡t for
Citu AËôrnÊv ].Ímê

Full Cost Deposit+
Staff lj me Depos¡t @

L3 Planning and Code Enf. Techn¡cal study CEQA:ln¡tial studyVM¡tìgated NegativeDeclaratìon 20%ofContract
a mount + Depos¡t for
Citu Afrornev f me

L4 Planningand Code Enf. Techn¡calstudy cEqA:lnitial studyVNegat¡veDeclaration

Ful I Cost Depos¡t +

Staff ]i me Deposit @
20% of Contract
a mount + Deposit for
Citu Afrornêv .lj mê

15 Planning and Code Enf. Technical study cEQA:categor¡cal *emption

16 Planning and Code Enf. Application
certifi cate of compl ia nce (Not I ncl udi ng Lot Li ne

L7 Planning and Code Enf. City Attorney RwieøMeetingTi me
Profssi onal

servic6
Deposit, per hour @
FBHR

1 Planning and Code Enf. Application
Alcohol i c Beverage Control Review - F¡ ndi ng of Publ ic
Convenience or Necessitv ICDDR)

Adm¡ nì strat¡ve Use Permit Mod¡ficat¡on2 Planning and Code Enf. Application

Adm¡ ni strati ve Adiustment lzoni ns sta nda rds )3 Plannine and Code Enf. Aoolication

Adm¡ nistrative Use Permit (cDDR)4 Plannine and Code Enf. Applicat¡on

Adult Bus¡ness Permit5 Planning and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on

Airport lnfl uence Aræ Rwiil6 Plannins and Code Enf. Rwiew

Ai rport Compati bi I ¡ty Study RevÌ ew7 Plann¡ns and Code Enf. Rw¡ew

Full Cost Depositfor
Staff 

.l'i 
me + Deposit for

C¡ty Attorney T me
(M¡nimum SLo,ooo.oo
+GlS Mapping Fee)

Annexat¡on8 Planning and Code Enf. Applìcatìon

9 Planning and Code Enf. Application Appeal of commun¡ty Development Director Decision

Appeal of Plann¡nc commission Dæ¡sion10 Plannins and Code Enf. Application

Auto Center Plê n Rw¡ew - site Development Rev¡ewLl Plannins and Code Enf. Application

Targeted

Cost

Re cove ry

Level (%) Recommended Fee Addìtional NotesFull CostRef # Departnrent NoteMajor Group Fee

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

M¡n¡mum deposit

M¡nimum depos¡t

M¡n¡mum deposil

Min¡mum deposit

Minlmum Depos¡t

Base Fee + Slo/ase

Minimum deposlt

Plus C¡ty Attorneyt¡me @
FRHN

40.00s

95.00s

40.00$

858.00s

2,000.00s

7,373.00s

1,655.00s

2,zAL.OOs

15,000.00s

20,000.00s

10,000.00s

2,672.00I
684.00s

725.00s

1,700.00s

8,000.005

86.00s

10,000.00s

3,s49.00s

1,617.00$

951.00s

5.820.00s

5,340.00s

5,469.00s

2,036.00s

1,640.00s

2;767.OOs

360.00s

700%

700%

roo%

700%

700%

roo%

700%

too%

too%

100%

700%

LOO%

too%

700%

LOO%

too%

100%

700%

too%

100%

700%

LOO%

too%

too%

1,OO%

too%

too%

roo%

S 2,o1o.oo

S 3,1oo.oo

S33,8oo.oo

s 92s.00

s 1,s10.00

s 4,480.00

NE!!

s 4,480.0C

NEW

s 1,s00.00

S z2.oo

S 75.00

s 3s.oo

s 610.00

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

s 4,100.0c

s 1,630.0C

NEW

NEW

s 9o.oo

s 4,22O.O0

NEW

NEW

NEW

40.73s

95.04s

40.73s

8s8.82s

Variable

$ 7,t7t.22

1,655.04s

228L.24s

Var¡able

359.32s

varlable

Var¡able

5 2,672.7s

684.305

725.56s

S 1,700.12

Variable

86.58s

Var¡abl€

3.549.46s

s t,6L726

951.58s

5,819.495

s s,340.s3

5¡69.48s

2,016.28s

1,640.16s

5 2;167.32

Home Occupat¡on Permit37 Plannine and Code Enf. Permit

Homemade Food Operator Perm¡t38 Plannins and Code Enf. Perm¡t

39 Planning and Code Enf. Permit Homemade Food Operator PermitAnnual Renewal

tot Une Adjustment40 Planning and Code Enf. Application

Actual Cost@ FBHR4L Plannins and Code Enf. Technical Review Miticat¡on MonitorinÂ

Mobile Home Park Conversion42 Plannins and Code Enf, Application

43 Planning and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on
Model Home complex/sales office: Model Home Plan

comDlex

Parcel Map Wa¡ver44 Plannine and Code Enf. Application

45 Planning and Code Enf. Applicat¡on Pla nned commun¡ty Development (PCD) Depositfor actual cost

Determi nation of Use (CDDR)25 Plannins and Code Enf. Applicatlon

26 Planning and Code Enf. Æreement
Depos¡t for ful I cost,
Dl us C¡tv Attornev fees

Dwelopment Agreement

27 Planning and Code Enf. Asreement Devel opment Æreement Amendment
Depos¡tfor full cost,
olus Citv Attôrnev fæs

Downtown Project Rry¡ew (major -PC)28 Plannine and Code Enf. applìcatìon

Downtown Project Rwi ew (mi nor-CDDR)29 Plannins and Code Enf, Appl¡cation

30 Planning and Code Enf. Application
Extension ofJ'jme - Communitv Development Director

Extension of].]me- Planning Commissìon Review31 Plannine and Code Enf. Application

32 Planning and Code Enf. Application
General Plan Amendment- Land Useor c¡rculat¡on
MaÞ chanee

Deposit for ful I cost +

GIS MaDo¡ne fee

Base Fee + $10/acre33 Planning and Code Enf. Technical Rev¡ew Gls - lvlêpp¡ng Fee

34 Planning and Code Enf. Applicêtion
Genera I Pl a n Amendment (cPA) - Tqt/Pol i cy Cha nge -

Actual Cost @ FBHR
Ma ior

GPA - Text/Pol icy cha nge - M¡ nor35 Planning and Code Enf. lpplication

36 Planning and Code Enf. Applìcation
Ha bi tat Acqu¡sition a nd Negoti at¡ on Strategy (HANS)

Annl¡.et¡ôn Rditu

Conditions of Approval - Amendment18 Plannine and Code Ênf. ApÞl¡cat¡on

Convers¡on from Seni or Housi ng Permi t- (PC)19 Plannine and Code Enf. ¡pplìcatìon

conversi on to condomi ni ums20 Plannins and Code Enf. Application

condit¡onêl Use Permit (cUP) - major2L Plannins and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on

CUP - mi nor22 Planning and Code Enf. Application

cUP - Modificat¡on23 Plannins and Code Enf. Applicatìon

24 Planning and Code Enf, Agreement
Pl us C¡ty Attorney @

Density bonus Agræment
FBHR

Targeted

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended Fee Add¡tional NotesFul I CostRef# Department NoteMajor Group Fee

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

Minimum deposit

Deposlt @ FBHF

Deposit @ FBHF

P¡us S75 d¡rect cost for
ñ"hliãriô¡

Plus postage cost:

Base Fee +510/un¡t

Bæe Fee + S1s/aae

M¡n¡mum depos¡t

Minimum deoos¡t

Minimum deDosit

Deposit @ FBHff

Plus æst of¡nspect¡ons ¡l

nêedêd

Min¡mum deposit

M¡nimum depos¡t

s,000.00s

Actual Cost

Actual Cost

938.00s

30.00s

60.00$

2,634.OOs

4,936.00s

4,384.00I
960.00s

1,975.00s

190.00s

80.00s

t,o42.oos

307.00s

833.00s

20,000.00s

10,000,00s

15,000.00s

1,876.00$

22t2.0OI
867.00s

Actual cost

40.00s

130.00I

5,000.00s

10,000.005

too%

700%

700%

LOO%

700%

too%

LOO%

9a%

700%

700%

7000/"

LOO%

too%

too%

100%

700%

IOO%

700%

700%

too%

too%

IOO%

IOO%

100%

700%

too%

100%

s 2,010.00

s 2,010.00

NEW

NEW

S 1oo.oo

S 12s.oo

NEW

NEW

NEW

s11,400.0c

s11,400.0c

s 4,s7s.0c

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

s 32.00

s 100.00

s 4,480.00

5200 +

(ro/ac

s 4,480.00

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

NEW

s 2,010.00

Variable

Var¡able

var¡able

var¡able

938.06s

30465

60.93s

2,634,32s

S 4,936.7s

4,384A0s

961.14s

L,975.70s

190.695

81.46s

S 1,041.7s

307.23s

833.48s

Variable

Var¡able

var¡able

S 1,876.37

2,232.76s

467,72$

Variabl€

40.73s

13035s

Var¡able

Tempora rv Si gn/Ba nner Permit7t Planning and Code Enf. Permit

46 Planning and @de Enf. Appl¡cat¡on Pl a n ned Commun¡ ty Devel opment ( PCD) Amendment Depos ì t for a ctua I cost

49 Planning and Code Enf.
Professì ona I

Serv¡cs
Planning Division Hourly Rate for other serv¡ces

Deposit: Actua¡ cost @

FBHR

50 Planning and Code Enf,
ProfessÌonal
services

Depos¡t: Actua I cost @Planning Research Fee
FBHR

Preli mi na rv Applicat¡on Review - conceptual51 Plannine and Code Enf. Appl¡cation

52 Planning and Code Enf. Direct cost Publ¡c Hearing Not¡ce- Newspaper ad
Plus S75.00 d¡ræt cost
for oublicetion

53 Planning and Code Enf.
Professi ona I

Services
Pl us postage costsPublic Hearing Not¡ce - mailed notice

S¡te Development Rryìew (sDR) M¡nor - CDDR54 Plannine and Code Enf. Application

55 Planning and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on Site Development Rwiew Major- res¡dential (PC)
Base Fee Pl us S10.00
Der un¡t

56 Planning and Code Enf. Application
Base Fee Plus S15,ooSite Development Rry¡ew lviajor-

Commerciãl/i ndustriã I f Pcì

SDR Modìf¡cat¡on- Minor (CDDR)57 Plann¡ng and Code Enf. Application

SDR Mod¡fication - Major (PC)58 Planning and Code Enf. Applicatìon

Shoppi ng Ca rt Pla n Conta i nment Pla n Rev¡ ew59 Planning and Code Enf. lpplication

Sign Permit Rev¡ew60 Planning and Code Enf. Permit

Sign Program Rw¡ew or Major Amendment (PC)6I Planning and Code Enf, Application

Si gn Program Mi nor Amendment (CDDR)62 Plannine and Code Enf. Applicat¡on

Small croup Home Permit63 Planning and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on

Actual Cost@ FBHRspec¡fic Plan64 Planning and Code Enf. Application

Actual Cost @ FBHRSpec¡f¡c Plan Amendment65 Planning and Code Enf. Applìcatìon

Actual Cost @ FBHRSphere Of I nfl uence Amendment66 Planning and Code Enf. Application

subdiv¡sìon: Reversion to acreage/lot merger67 PlanninA and Code Enf. Application

Subdivisions: Amended Final Ma p68 Planning and Code Enf. Application

69 Planning and Code Enf. Application
Substantiêl Conformance Determ¡nation (Subdiv¡sion,
SDR,CUP) (CDDR)

70 Planning and Code Enf. Technical review Tæhnical study rry¡ry Depos¡tfor FBHR - |

hour mi ni mrm

72 Planning and Code Enf. Permit
Pl us cost for
iñqôtrtiôn< if nÞÞ.1ê.1

Temporary Use Permit

47 Planning and Code Enf. Application Depositfor actual costPlanned Unit Dryelopment (PUD)

48 Planning and Code Enf. application Planned Unit Development (PUD) Amendment Depos¡tfor actual cost

Ta rgete d

Cost

Re cov e ry

Level (%) Recommended Fee Additional NotesFull CostRef # Department NoteMajor Group Fee

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

Formula per Ree 4554

Per Res 4554

Formula per Res 4554

Per Reso 4554

Formula per Reso 4554

Formula per Reso 4554

Formula per Res 4554

Per Reso 4554

Per Res 4554

Base Fee + S25/lot

Bæe Fee + S15/as€

Bæe Fee +Sls/lot

Min¡mum deposil

Plus GIS mepp¡ng fee

M¡nlmum Deposit

No proces¡ng @sts, may

requhe inspection permits

8s¡0s

FBHR per Formula

21.00s

FBHR per Formulã

s6.00s

96.00s

FBHR per formulê

FBHR per formul¿

FBHR per formula

92¡0s

32.00s

3,68sO0I
4,369.00s

3,437ßOs

6,796.00s

5,841f)0s

7,130¡0s

2,110.00$

15,000¡0s

4,2L6'o0s

150.00s

3'o00.00s

96¡0s

260.00s

73.00s

10.00s

s

IOO%

76%

700%

too%

to0%

s4%

5t%

700%

too%

700%

100%

700%

loooÁ

700%

loo%

700%

!oo%

IOO%

67%

loo%

s2%

too%

o%

L00%

too%

too%

700%

see formula

S 64.00

s 96.00

s ee formula

see formula

see formul a

s s2.oo

S 32.00

NEW

s s,140.00

s s,140.00

s 3,400.00

NEW

S 4,oso.oc

S 245.0c

s 4,0s0.0c

S ssoc

S 146.00

S 32.00

s 1o.oo

see formula

S 21.00

s

NEW

s 3,oso.oo

s 3,0s0.00

s s,140.00

6338s

8s.83s

260,40s

7333s

14.83s

varlable

40.66s

Varlable

56,73s

L27.44s

Var¡able

variable

Var¡able

169.80s

13035s

3,685.405

4,369.83s

3A37.75s

6,796A45

S 5,841.91

7,130.65s

2,110.09s

variable

4,216,47$

150.56s

Variabl€

96.15s

shopp¡ng ca rt lmpound Fee (Publìc Works)791 Plannine and Code Enf.

89 Planning and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on
LandlordinGoodstand¡ngApplication-Multiple FBHRperformulain

Reçô ¿554Fâmilv

90 Planning and Code Enf. Applicatìon
Landlord ¡ n cood sta ndi ng Appl i cati on - s¡ ngl e-Fa m¡ ly
or DuÞlex

91 Planning and Code Enf. Inspect¡on
FBHR per formula ¡n

Reçô 4554
Re-¡nspect¡on Fee- rental registration

Rental ProÞerv Annual Re-Res¡strat¡on92 Planning and Code Enf. Applicat¡on

Renta I Propertv Res¡strat¡on93 Plannine and Code Enf. Application

94 Planning and Code Enf. lnspection
Residential Rental Property lnspection - lvlult¡ple
Fa mi lv 101 to 199 un¡ts

FBHR per formula ¡n
Reso 4554

95 Planning and Code Enf. lnspect¡on
Res¡dential Rental Propertylnspection-Multiple FBHRperformula ¡n

Reso 4554Femilv 26 to 100 units

96 Planning and Code Enf. lnspect¡on
Resident¡al Rental Property lnspection - Mult¡ple
Familv with ?OO ôr môrÞ únitq

FBHR performula in
Re<o 4554

97 Planning and Code Enf. lnspection
Res¡dentialRentalPropertylnspection-Multìple FBHRperformula¡n

Reso 4554Familv.3 to 25 units

98 Planning and Code Enf. lnspect¡on
Res ¡ dent¡a I Rentå I Property I ns pection - s¡ ngle Fa m¡ ly
ând Duôlex

Tentative Parcel Map - Commercial/lndustr¡al75 Planning and Code Enf. applicat¡on

Tentat¡ve Parcel Map - Residential76 Planning and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on

Base Fee + S25llotTentative Tract Map - Commercial/lndustrial77 Plannine and Code Enf. AÞplication

TentativeTractlvlap-Condom¡nÌumorConveyance BaseFee+S15/acre78 Plannins and Code Enf. Application

Base Fee + S15/lotTentat¡ve Tract Ma p- Res ldenti a I79 Plannins and Code Enf. Applicat¡on

Varìance (Major)80 Planning and Code Enf. Applìcation

Actual cost @ FBHRVest¡ng Tentative Tract Ma p81 Plannins and Code Enf. Applicat¡on

Plus cl5 mapp¡nsfeezone chance- maÞ designatìon82 Plannins and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on

zon¡ ng /Planni nc Letter- bas¡c83 Planning and code Enf' ApplÌcatÌon

Actual Cost@ FBHRzonÌ ng ordi na nce Amendment84 Plann¡ns and Code Enf. Applicat¡on

code compliance Reinspect¡on85 Planning and Code Enf. lnspection

Foreclosure Reeistration86 Plannins and Code Enf. ADolicat¡on

Foreclos ure Re-res¡stration87 Plannins and Code Enf. Appl¡cat¡on

88 Planning and Code Enf
council set fee at less

than 100%
Ga rage Sa le PermitPermìt

Council Determ¡nat¡on

for no cost recovery

for processi ng

Temporary Use Permit- Non-Profit73 Planning and Code Enf. Permit

Tentative Ma p Rev¡ sion/Resubmitta I74 Planning and Code Enf. application

Ta rgeted

Cost

Recove ry

Level (%) Recommended Fee Addit¡onal NotesFull CostRef# Department NoteMajor Group Fee

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

2,976.00s

4,6t7 ÃOs

2,081.00s

2,329.OOs

1,731.00s

r,825¡0s

1,382f)0$

1,322.00s

5,272.00s

6,333.00s

4,124.04s

4,828.00s

238.00s

Per ]jtle 25

Per Trtle 25

162.00s

207 ros

288,00s

1,319.00s

68.00s

5,255.00s

8,553.00s

4,L2LÃAs

6,902.00s

700%

100%

100%

100%

700%

100%

too%

100%

700%

100%

700%

100%

100%

100%

700%

100%

ro0%

100%

700%

too%

700%

100%

NA

NA

Estírute

Estimate

Est¡mãt

Est¡rut€

Estimat€

5 4,193is

S s,927.4c

Estimêt€

Est¡mt€

s s,009.25

s 4,s66.27

Per T¡tle 25

Per T¡tle 25

s 160.73

S 797.s2

s 13s.s3

s 1,648.38

s 7s00

Est¡ mate

Est¡mate

Est¡rote

Estimate

Esti mate

S 229.74

S 6,902.4s

2,976/2s

s 461736

s 2,081.24

s 2,329.02

1,73L.17s

s 1,82s30

\,382.64s

S 1,322.93

s,272.37s

s 6,333.17

s 4,124.97

s 4,828.38

238.83s

NA

NÁ

L62.76s

207,24s

244.64s

1,319.69s

68.65s

s s,255.21

s 8,5s3.6s

s 4,12138

120 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly
Assemblv - ¡ntended for worsh¡p, recreat¡on or

0-0021 xFBHRSBIEa
Àdd¡ri^ñãl <ñ E+åñ"..mant n'r¡ld¡ño Þa.m¡r

A-3: lA, lB 12,500

121 Bu¡lding Assembly o ooo¡ " 
FBHR Bo E"

Àdd¡t¡ñnãl Sd Ft

Assembly - ¡ntended for worship, recreation or
âmusÞmênt Plån Che.k

12,500A-3: llÀ VA, lV

122 Building Assembly o.oore ffi*T'1",,
Assembly - intended for worship, recreat¡on or

12,500

1,06 Building Addressing
Each add¡tional 1

10 or less Addresses 10>

107 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly A-1,A-4,A-5: 14,18 Assembly-usuellywithfixedseâting.PlanCheck o-oooo 
, FBHR BO E"

Âdd¡tiônâl Sô Fr
12,500

108 Build¡ng Assembly A-1,4-4,A-5: 141,8 Assembly-usuallyw¡thf¡xedseãting Build¡nePermit ^ ^^^- x FBHR SBI Ea
u uuJr ¡¡d¡tr^.'l <. rt 12,500

A-1, A-4, A-5: llA, VA lV Assembly - usually w¡th fixed seating. Plan Chsk o ooo3 x FBHR BO Ea

Additíonâl So Ft
12,500109 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly

110 Bu¡ld¡nB Assembly A-1,4-4,A-5: llA,VA,lV Assembly-usuallywithfixedseat¡ng.Bu¡ldinBPerm¡t o oo23 x FBHR Sgl Ea

Àdd¡î¡ôñrl qñ Ft
12,500

111 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly A-1, A-4, A-5: I lB, ll I B, VB Assemblv - usual lV with fi ¡ed se¿t¡ng. Pla n Check o.ooo, " 
FBHR Bo E"

Âdd¡t¡ñn¡l qd Ft
12,500

1.12 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly A-1,4-4,4-5: llB,¡l¡B,VB Assembly-usuallyw¡thf¡xedseating.Bu¡ld¡ngPerm¡t o.ools idFdB.,lRÏr: .. 12,500

113 Building Assembly o.oozg * FBHR Bo E"
Àddifi^ñrl Sd Ft

Assembly - ¡ntended for food and/or dr¡nk
.ôh!umnt¡ôn Plân ah..kA-2: 14,18 625

114 Building Assembly
Assembly - lntended for food a ndlor drink

o 0144 x FSHR SBI Eê

À¡¡¡+¡^ñrl <ñ F+.^ñ<'rhñti^ñ R"il¡iñd Þcrhir
A-2: 14 18 625

115 Build¡ng tusembly o-oore 'FBHR 
Bo E"

Âddiliôn:l Sñ Ff
Assembly - ¡ntended for food â nd/or dr¡nk
.ôñ(úmô1iôh Plân Chê.k

625

116 Building Assembly 0-0108 x FBHR SBI Ea

À¡¡i+i^ñ.1 <ñ F+

A5sembly - ¡ntended for food ând/or dr¡nk
.^ñ.i'ññìiôh Ailil/iñd Þê.hi1

A-2: ll4 VA, lV 525

1L7 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly - -^- - x FBHR BO Ee

Md¡ri^nâl Sñ Ftconsumnt¡on Plân Check
A-2: llB,lllB,VB 625

Assembly - intended for food and/o¡ dr¡nk

118 Building tusembly o.oo72 x FBHR sBl Eâ

^¡¡¡+¡^ñâl 
<^ Eì

Assembly - ¡ntended for food a nd/or drink
.ôñ("mñliôn Fr'¡ldiñd Þarm¡r

625

o ooo4 x FBHR BO Ea

Àdditiôn:l sd Fr

Assembly - ¡ntended for worsh¡p, recreãtion or
âmusemÊnt Plen Chê.k

A-3: ¡4, ¡B 12,500119 Building Assembly

ffiStandãrd Plan SFR: Bu¡ld¡ng Perm¡t99 Build¡ng Accessibility Ramp

100 Building Access¡b¡l¡ty Ramp
standard Plan Mobile Home Park; Bu¡lding Plan check:

Ståndard Plan Mob¡le Home Pa¡k: Euilding Permit Fee

PerTitle 25
101 Bu¡ld¡nB Accessibility Râmp

Non Stândard Plãn: Building Plan Check102 Building accessibil¡ty Ramp

Non Stãnda¡d Plan: Building PermitL03 Bu¡lding Access¡b¡lity Ramp

104 Bu¡ld¡ng
Add¡tion-

>500 Sq. FtCommerciel: Build¡ng Plãn Check

105 Bu¡lding Addition-
Comñerc¡el

>500 Sq. Ft.Commerc¡al: Bu¡ld¡ng Pe¡m¡t

Targeted

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject ThresholdFee LJnitNoteRef# Department MajorGroup Group

Cu rre nt
Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

326.00s

326.00s

199¡0s

8,422,00s

2,000¡0s

5,721.00s

1,865J0s

6,533.00$

1,503,00s

4,981¡0s

1,143.00s

3,445.00s

3,006o0s

,,674.ß0s

2,359.O4s

5,307.00s

L,7t4.OAs

989.00s

234,40s

2,978.00s

3,32s.00$

3,317.00I
10,989.00$

2,6s8.00s

700.Á

L00%

700%

!oo%

700%

100%

\oo%

100%

700%

100%

t00%

700%

100%

100%

700%

700%

100%

700%

t00%

700%

100%

L00%

700%

100%

Estimte

Est¡mate

Est¡ mât€

Est¡met€

Est¡mtÊ

Esti matc

Est¡ matc

Est¡mat€

EstimatE

Esti mat€

Est¡ mate

Est¡mate

Estirute

s 228.72

s 505.74

s s40.64

s 286.88

Estimete

Esti mate

Est¡mate

tstimte

Estimate

Esti mate

Est¡mât€

949.L2s

234.74s

326.64s

326.94s

199.78s

S 2,6s8.08

5 8,422.6s

s 2,000.88

5,72L.55s

s 1,86s.20

6,533.74s

s 1,s03.71

s 4,981.29

7,t4i3365

S 3,44s.20

3,006.015

s 7,678.66

s 2,3s9.57

S s,3o7.zz

S 1,714.47

s 2,978A6

S 3,325.07

s 3,3L7.77

$ 10,989ss

Assembly Tl: llA, VA lV Assembly. Tenant lmprovement Plan Check o.ooro " 
FBHR Bo E"

Âddit¡ôñâl Sd Ft
1,250139 Bu¡lding Assembly

Assembly Tl: llA, VA, lV Assembly -Tenant Improvement Permit o.oo7 x FBHR SBI Ea

Âddi+¡^n:l sñ F+
7,25O140 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly

Assembly Tl: ll B, ll I B, VB Assembly - Tena nt I mprovement Pla n Ch*k ----- xFBHRBOEa
Âdd¡t¡ônâl Sd Fr

!,25O141 Bu¡lding Asseñbly

Assembly Tl: ll B, ll I B, VB Assembly - Tena nt lmprovement Perm¡t o.oo47 x FBHR SBI Ea

Addiriônãl Sd Ft
7,250142 Building Assembly

Deck & Ba lcony - Non-stã ndê rd plan 500 SqFt
.01 *(SBl) Eâch add¡tional ft.

Threshold: Buildinc Plan Check
<s00143 Build¡ng Balcony/Deck

Deck & Ealcony - Non-stãndârd plen 500 SqFt .014¡(FBHR Bl1) Each
Th16hôld: Build¡nr Pêrmit

<500144 Building Bâlcony/Deck

145 Building Belcony/Deck Deck & Balcony - 5tå ndard plan 500 SqFt Threshold
.01 x FBHR ofBll each

add¡tionel 1'
<500

Block wal I 35 ft high, standard pla n, up to 50'
.014 x FBHR of Bl1 each

âdd¡riôñâl 1r
50 lineal146 Bu¡lding Blockwall

Assembly - usuêlly with f¡xed seat¡ng. Plan Check o.oooz " 
FBHR Bo E"

Addiriñ¡ãl sñ Fl
12,500L23 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly

124 Building Assembly Assembly - usually with fìxed Jeât¡ng. Bu¡lding Perm¡t ^ --- x FBI'IR SBI Ea
U.UUl

Addit¡ônãl Sd Fr
12,500

125 Building Assembly o-ooo: * FBHR Bo Eu

Â¡¡¡+iññãl <. Ft
Assembly - shell. Plan CheckAssembly: 14 lB 12,500

o ools x FBHR SBI Ea

Additionâl So Ft
Assembly -shel¡. Perm¡tAssembly: 14 lB 12,500126 Building Assembly

127 Building Assembly Assembly: llA" VA lV Assembly - shell. Plan check o.ooo, " 
FBHR Bo E"

^¡¡i+iôñ¡t 
<ñ r+

12,500

Assembly: ll4VA,lv Assembly-shell. Perm¡t O OO11 
x FBHR SBI Eå

Àdd¡t¡ônãl Sd Ft
12,500128 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly

129 Building Assembly Assembly: llB, lllB,VB Aisembly-Shell Plan Check o.ooo1 idFdïR"B1:: F,
12,500

Assembly: l¡B,lllB,VB Assembly-Shell Perm¡t o.o0o7 
* FBHR 5Bl E"

MditiônâlSd Ft
12,500130 Building Assembly

L3L Bu¡lding Assembly AssemblyWl: lAlB AssemblyBasicshelltoTl o.ær iF,?,ll"llfj ., 1,250

o.oor, " 
FBHR 5Bl E"

Add¡r¡ônâì Sd Ft
Assembly Bas¡c Shell toTl 1,250Assembly Wl: IA lgL32 Bu¡lding Assembly

133 Building Assembly AssemblyWl: llA,VA,lV AssemblyBas¡cShelltoTl o-ooo, " 
FBHR Bo E"

^¡¡¡+¡^ñrl 
<^ Er

1,250

Assembly W¡: llA, VA, lV Assembly Bas¡c Shell to Tl o.o7 x FBHR SBI Ea

Addiliônãl Sd Ft
!,250134 Bu¡ld¡ng Assembly

Assembly Wl : ll B, I I I B, VB Assembly tusic Shel I b ll Plan Check o ooos x FBHR BO Ea

Add¡t¡onel So- Ft-
1,250135 Bu¡lding Assembly

AssemblyWl: ¡¡8, lllB,VB Assembly BasicShell toTl Perm¡t 0.0046 x FBHR SBI Eå

Â¡¡iriôñ.1 çñ F+
r,250136 Building Assembly

AssemblyTl: lAlB Assembly-Tenantlmp.ovementPlanCheck o.ootg T FBHR Bo E"

Add¡t¡onal Sô. Ft
t,250137 Building Assembly

138 Building Assembly AssemblyTl: lAlB Assembly-TenantlmprovementPermit o.oro, T FBHR sBl E"

^¡¡iri^ñrl 
<ñ E+

r,25O

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostLJn itNoteProject Threshold Fee

Current
FeeRef# Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

4039.00I
1,556.005

3,5r6¡0s

r,178!0s

2,t7A.AOs

1,004.00s

1,824,00s

8s9¡0s

84.00s

193J0s

98.00s

193.00s

2,390.00s

2,978,OOs

1,900.00s

2,798.00s

1,405.00I
2,618.00s

2,406.00s

2,984.00s

1,909,00s

2,801¡0s

1,414J0s

2,62L.O4$

1,936¡0s

too%

700%

too%

700%

700%

100%

LOO%

L00%

700%

100%

100%

r00%

\oo%

700%

700%

100%

100%

100%

100%

700%

100%

100%

700%

too%

700%

5 s,875.05

s 7,$a.2O

Estimat€

Estimaté

EstimetÉ

s 286.88

s 7,438.20

s 5,87s os

s 7,438.20

s s,87s.0s

5 7,438.2C

s s,87s.os

S 7,438-2a

5 s,87s.0s

5 7,438.2a

s s,87s.0s

s 7,438.20

5 s,87s.05

s 7,438.20

S s,87s.os

S 7,438.20

Estimate

s 286.88

s 4s1.14

s s,87s.0s

1,936.95s

S 4039¡s

s 1,5s6.91

S 3,s16.76

1,178.01s

s 2,L78.27

1,004.14s

s 1,824.03

859-51s

84.19$

793.29s

98.945

19329s

s 2,390.84

2,978.76s

s 1,900.66

2,798,87s

s 1,40s.84

5 2,618.9?

5 2,406.62

s 2,984.18

1,909.13s

s 2,80157

5 L,4L4.O7

s 2,62L.68

Business: llA, V4 lV Med¡cãl Group B Plan Check
x FBHR BO Eã

Additionâl So Ft
9000.0019159 Building Bus¡ness

160 Building Business Business: l¡4 VA, lV lvledical Group B Bu¡ldin8 lnspect¡on 0-0119 x FBHR SBI Ea

Àdditiônil Sñ Ft
900

Business: llB, lllB, VB Medicel Group B Plan Check o.oors " 
FBHR Bo E"

Additionâl Sd Ft
900151 Bu¡lding Business

162 Bu¡ld¡ng gusiness Buslness:ll8,ll¡8,V8 Med¡celGroupBBuildinglnspection o oosS x FBHR SBI Ea

Âddiri^ñâl çñ Fr
900

163 Build¡ng Business o.oo01 x FBHR BO Ea

Additionãl So Ft
shell Group B Plan checkBusiness: l4 lB 3,000

o.oo21 x FBHR SBI Ea

Ádditiññãl Sñ Ft
Shell Group B Bu¡ld¡ng lnspectionBusiness: l4 lB 3,000164 Bu¡ld¡ng Buslness

165 Bu¡ld¡ng Bus¡ness Business: l14 VA lV Shell Group B Plan Check o.ooot T FBHR Bo E"

Add¡t¡onel Sd Ft
3,000

Business:llÀVAIV ShellGroupBBuild¡nglnspect¡on o.oo12 x FBHR SBI Ea

Âdd¡t¡ñnâl Sã Et
3,000166 Bu¡ld¡ng Bus¡ness

167 Bu¡lding Business Business: llB, lllB, VB Shell Group B Plan Check o.ooot " 
FBHR Bo E"

Additionel So Ft
3,000

L68 Building Bus¡ness Bus¡ness: llB, ll¡8, VB Shell Group B Building lnspect¡on o.ooo8 
x FBHR sBl Ea

À¡ditiâñrl qñ F+
3,000

Wl-Tenant lmprovementto empty shell Group B Plan o.ooo, " 
FBHR BO Eu

Mdiriônâl Sd Ft
Business: lA, lB 1,250

check
169 Building Bus¡ness

170 Building Business
Wl-Tenant lmprovementto empty shell Group B o.oo7g x FBHR SBI Eâ

Àdd¡t¡Âñâl <^ FrBrildins lnqnÞ.t¡ôn
Business: 14 lB 1,250

171 Building Business
Wl-Tene nt ¡ mprovement to empty shel I Group B Pla n

o.ooou il9l*B?ll ,-Bus¡ness: ¡14 VA, lV 1,250

Block wa I I 3-6 ft h¡Eh, non-stândard pla n, up to 50'
50 lineal.01 *SBl Eãch ãddit¡one¡ fL147 Building Block Wall

Block wa I I 3-6 ft h¡gh, non-sta ndð rd pla n, up to 50' .014iFBHR Bi1 Each

additionãl ft 50 lineal 'Buildinp Perm¡t
148 Build¡ng slock Wâll

149 Bu¡lding Block Wåll
014 *FBHR SBI Each

ãddiriônâl ft 50 ¡¡neal 'Reta in¡nB Wel I <50 Sq. Ft. P¡an Revlew

50 l¡neal0 018*Bl1 Each additional ft.Relâin¡ng Wâll <50 5q FL Bu¡lding Inspect¡on150 Bu¡ldins Block Wall

15L Bu¡lding Business o.ooo, * FBHR Bo E"
Âdd+iññ:l sñ E+

oflce Group B Plan checkBus¡ness: lA, lB 3,000

0-0052 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Mdir¡ônãl Sd Ft
Offìce Group B Bu¡ ld¡ng lnspectionBusiness: lA, lB 3,000152 Building Business

153 Building Bus¡ness Business: ll4 VA, lV Offìce Group B Plân Check o.ooo5 x FBHR BO E¿

À¡d¡+iññ:l <ñ F+
3,000

Bus¡ness:llA,VA,lV officeGroupBBuild¡nglnspection 0 oo34 x FBHR 5Bl Ea

Additionãl Sõ. Ft
3,000154 Building Business

155 Building Business Bus¡ness:llB,lllB,VB Off¡ceGroupBPlanCheck o.oooo 
* FBHR Bo E"

^¡¡i+iôñ¡l 
<ñ Ei

3,000

156 Bu¡ld¡ng Bus¡ness Business:llB,lllB,VB OfficeGroupBBu¡ldinglnspection o.oo17 x FBHR SBI Ea

Mdir¡ôñãl Sd Fr
3,000

157 Bu¡lding Business ooozsffil"'j!l,,Med¡cal Group B Plan checkBúsiness: lÀ lB 900

158 Build¡ng Business Medlcal Group g Bu¡ld¡ng lnspect¡on ^^--^ xFBHRSBIEè
Àdd¡+iñn:l sñ Fr

Bus¡ness: 14 lB 900

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull costProject Th reshol d Un itNoteFeeRefB Department MèjorGroup Group

Curren t

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

532.00I

22L.OOs

4a0¡0s

427ÃOs

615¡0$

469ft0s

663.00s

246.00s

418¡0s

L42.oQs

370.00s

644.0!s

L42.AOs

1,¡t46.00s

730¡0$

I,O7t,OOs

939.00s

1,655.00s

809J0s

1,323.00s

681.00s

985.00s

299.O4s

150.0cs

265.00s

r00%

700%

too/.

roo%

700%

700%

700%

100%

100%

700%

700Yo

rco%

100%

100%

100%

700%

LO0/o

700%

LOO%

700%

100%

!00%

700%

700%

too%

S 641.08

Esti mate

Est¡ mãt€

EstimtE

Estimat€

S 264.0c

S 264.0c

S 264.00

5 264.00

5 300.00

Estìmate

Est¡ mate

Est¡mãt€

S 1,164.94

S 1,6s8.17

Est¡matc

Estimat(

s 3s8.81

s 158.e0

s 3s6.14

5 228.72

Estimate

Estimat€

742.L65

532.26s

26s.05s

22'-.75s

480"81s

427.06s

615.07s

469.55s

663.74s

246.06s

418.10s

742.L65

370.40$

644.05s

1,445.56s

73056s

7,O7t.97s

939.60$

1,556,25I
809.06s

7,323.64s

681.13s

986.61s

29925$

150.34s

193 Bu¡lding
Certif¡cate of

All Other <5,000 5q. FL <5000

Ced¡ficate of
OccuDâncv

All Other 5,001-25,000 Sq. Ft. 5001-25000194 Building

195 Bu¡ld¡ng
Cert¡f¡cate of

All Others >25,000 Sq. Ft. each over 25,000 or frãct¡on 25,000

L96 Bu¡ld¡ng
Certificate of

Temporêry: All <5,000 Sq Ft <5000

L80 Build¡ng gus¡ness Business: llB, lllB, VB Tl ¡n exist¡nE búsiness Group B Bu¡ld¡ng lnspect¡on o-oor, T FBHR sBl E"
Àddít¡ôñâl Sd Ft

7,250

L81 Bu¡ld¡ng carport Resldentia I Cê rport - Stê ndard City of Hemet Handout
.0074 x FBHR of Bl1 for each

âddit¡onal So Ft
<400

182 Building carport
Residential Grport- Non-Standard Plan Bu¡ldin8 Plan .0014 x FBHR ofSBl for each

âdditíônÁl Sd Fl
<400

1.83 Building carport
Res¡dent¡ã I Ca rport - Non-Sta nda¡d Plan Bu¡ lding .0088 x FBHR of Bl1 for each

âdd¡t¡ônâl Sô Ft
<400

184 Build¡ng carport
AdvancedRes¡dentielCârport-Continuous Fool¡ng .004lxFBHRofSBlforeach

<400

185 Building carport
Advanced Residentia I Câ rport - Cont¡nuous Footing .0149 x FBHR of BI1 for eâch

âdd¡liônâl Sd FLBuil.l¡no Pêrhil
<400

186 Building cerport
Comme¡cial Carport - Standard City of Hemet Handout .0021 x FBHR of SBI for each

<400

187 Building carpon
Commercia I G rport - Stâ nda rd City of Hemet Ha ndout
Build¡nc Perm¡t

.0074 x FBHR ofSBl for each
additionel So Ft

<400

188 Bu¡lding carport
Commerc¡alCarport-Non-StandardPlanBuild¡nSPlan.0034xFBHRofsBlforeêch
aha.L âdd¡tí^nâl Sñ Et

<400

Commercial Carport - Non-Standêrd Plên Build¡ng .0088 x FBHRofSBI for each
âddiT¡ônel Sd Ft

<400189 Build¡ng carpofr

190 Building B &N4 <5,000 Sq. Ft.
CeÉificâte of

<5000

191 Building
Cedif¡cåte of

B &M 5,001-25,000 Sq. Ft. 5001-25000

192 Build¡ng each over 25,000 or fract¡onB &M >25,000 Sq. Ft
Cert¡ficate of

25,000

172 Bu¡lding Bus¡ness
Wl-Tenant lmprovementto empty shell Group B

o oo43 x FBHR sBl Ea

Additionel So FtBuildino lnsDect¡ôn
Bus¡ness: llA, VA, lV 1,250

173 Bu¡ld¡ng Business
Wl-fenå nt I mprovement to empty shel I Group B Pla n

o 0004 x FBHR 5Bl Eå

A¡¡¡+¡ññrl çd Ft
Business: llB, lllB, VB 1,250

174 Building Business
wl-lenant lmproveñentto empty shell Group B

o.oo29 
* FBHR SBI Eu

MditiôñâlSñ FtRr¡ld¡no lnçÒê.tiÕn
Bus¡ness: ¡lB, lllB, VB 7,250

o.oo1 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Add¡t¡onal So, FL
Tl ln exlsling business Group B Plan CheckBusiness: lA lB 7,250175 Bu¡ld¡ng Bus¡ness

176 Building Bus¡ness Tl ¡n exist¡nB bus¡ness Group B Build¡ng lnspection 0-0064 " 
FBHR SBI E"

Àdd¡t¡ñnãl Sd Fr
Business: lA, lB L,250

Business: ¡lA, VA, lV Tl in exist¡ng business Group B Plan Check o.ooo7 ;:?tlRs9:". Ft
r,250177 Building Business

178 Bu¡ld¡ng Bus¡ness Business: llA, VA, lV Tl in ex¡sting buslness Group B Buildlng lnspection O OO48 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Âdd¡t¡ôñâl çô Fr
1,250

Bls¡ness: llB, lllB, VB Tl ¡n êx¡st¡ng bus¡ness Group B Plan check o.ooos x FBHR SBI Eâ

tud¡t¡onelSô Ft.
1,250179 Build¡ng Business

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject ThresholdFee UnitNoteRefl Department MajorGroup Group

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

ls9.00s

1,602.00s

566.00s

410.00$

3r9¡0s

159.00s

110.00s

337.00s

541lt0s

381¡0s

868.005

199.00s

244,O4s

'42ÃA
s

209.0!s

111¡ús

23' ÃOs

693.00I
318J,0s

158.00s

423.00$

s08t¡0$

570.00s

780.00s

443,00s

291¡0s

700%

100%

LOOoÁ

100%

700%

t00%

700%

r00%

100%

L00%

700%

100%

700%

700%

700y"

100%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

100%

100%

700%

100%

100%

Est¡mate

5 225.83

S rs4-47

Estimat€

Estirot€

Est¡mat€

Estimåt

s 297 9a

s s32.s€

s 165.1'

s 261.13

s 127.18

S 33s.42

5 202.27

Est¡mte

New

5

Esti mât€

Est¡mt€

Est¡matc

Est¡matÉ

s s.38

5 s.38

5 5.38

Est¡mt€

S 3oo.oo

1s9.89$

1,602.40s

565.51s

410¡8s

319.57s

159.94s

110.00s

33747s

581.63s

381.66s

858.10$

199.40s

244.LLs

742-343

209.74s

L7737s

237.79s

693.91$

318.15s

158.505

423.77$

508.32s

570.04s

780.62s

443.54s

291.65s

Palío Cover eech217 Build¡np Demo

Residential Room or 5w¡mming Pool eac h218 Build¡ns Demo

219 Building Door
Addition of a new exterior door to a SFR: Build¡ng Plan

ea ch

220 Bu¡ld¡ng Door
Addit¡on ofa newqteriordoortoa SFR: Build¡ng

ea ch

60 x FBHRofBll each

add¡tionâl 1000so Ft
Drywall Repair 1000 SqFtThreshold 1,000221 Building Drywall

222 Building Educational Educat¡onal: 14 lB Group E Occupancy Bu¡ld¡ng Plan Check o.oor, * FBHR Bo E"

Àddltiônâl Sd Fr
875

change of
Occupancy Use

2 hours FBRH of SBI eech or
portion 25,000 sq. ft. or

ññdiôn ôf
All Other: 5,000-25,000203 Build¡ng

ChânBeof

Occupâncy Use
Dort¡on of

portion 25,000 sq. ft. or
t hour FBHR of SBI each or

B&l'/l: 5,000-25,000 I nspection204 Building

205 Bu¡ld¡ng All Other: <5,000 lnspection
Change of

chanBe of
Occupancy Use

2 holrs FBRH of SBI each or
portion 25,000 sq. ft, or

ôôÉ¡ññ ôf
Al I Other: 5,000-25,000 I nspect¡on206 Bu¡lding

207 Building
Use of Retail occupancy As Place Of pésembly-Spec¡alcha nge of Use

208 Building
Use Of Retail Occupancy As Place Of Ass€mbly-SpecielchângeofUse

ea 60 m¡nAdd¡tional ¡nspect¡onoutsideof normãl scopeCommerciãl209 Bu¡ld¡ns lnspection

Eâch âddit¡onal after 1 @ sametimeCommerc¡al210 Bu¡ldins lnspect¡on

Commercial lnter¡or: Bu¡ld¡nq Plân CheckWall Add¡t¡on211 Buildine commerc¡al

Commercial lnterior: Bu¡lding Perm¡tWallAdd¡t¡on212 Buildins commerc¡al

213 Building commercial Commercial lnte¡ior ø Bathroom: BuildinS Plan Check
WallAdd¡tion w/

214 Building commerc¡al Commerc¡al Inter¡or ø Bathroom: Euilding Pe¡mit
WâllAddition W/
Plumb¡nc

Temoorã rv Construct¡on Trâ ¡ler Build¡nq Permlt each215 Buildins construct¡on frailer
1 Bui ldins or portion thereof ea ch216 Buildine Demo

197 Building
Cert¡ficate of

Temporêry: All 5,001-25,000 Sq. Ft 5001-25000

198 Bu¡ld¡ng
Cefrif¡cate of

each over 25,000 or fractionTemporary: >25,000 sq. Ft. >25000

Cefr¡f¡cate of
OccuDe ncv

Extension (All)199 Build¡ng

200 Building B&M: <5,000changeof

chan8e of
Occupancy Use

t hour FBHRofSBI each or
port¡on 25,000 sq. ft. or

Portion of
B&M: 5,000-25,000201 Bu¡ld¡ng

202 Bu¡ld¡ng All Other: <5,000
Chângeof

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject ThresholdFee UnitNoteRef# Department MajorGroup Group

Curren t
Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

2,275.00s

44s2.00s

1,811t)0s

!,222.40s

1,308.00s

2,OL2.O0s

1,011.00I
1,447.O0s

306.00s

228ÃOs

425¡0s

317.00s

2,319.00s

5,445.00s

1,912¡0s

4,t64.00s

1,501.00s

2,881.00s

2,536.00s

4,129.0Qs

2,073,04s

3,437.O4s

1,348¡0s

2,486¡0s

2,576.00s

100%

7000Á

100%

700%

700%

100%

100%

r00%

roo%

700%

r00%

100%

100%

700%

100%

700%

too%

700%

700%

100%

100%

LOO%

L00%

roo%

100%

Estimate

s 4,891.7s

s 380.29

5 282.13

s 2t7.36

S 361.29

Estimet€

Estimatc

Est¡matc

Esti matc

s 2,70e.49

s 2,9s1.6C

Est¡mate

Estimate

5 3,127.87

S 3,710.88

Est¡rute

Estimte

Esìi maìe

Est¡mate

Est¡måt€

Estimte

Estimate

Est¡mâte

s 2,1ss.14

S 1,348.40

s 2,48559

2,275.29s

S 4,4s2-87

s 1,8u.84

3,222A9$

s 2,576.13

s 1,308.11

5 2,OL2.29

1,011.39s

i t,447.23

305.52s

224,72s

425.78s

377.73s

s 2,319.10

s,44644s

s 7,9L2.21

4,764.74s

s 1,s01.s8

$ 2,881.17

s 2,s36.67

s 4,129.26

s 2,073.23

S 3,437.88

o.oooz * FBHR Bo E"
Âdd¡t¡Âñâl çÂ Fr

Factory-2: Building Plan ChækF-2: l4 lB 12,500238 Bu¡ld¡ng Fãctory

239 Building Factory 0.0017 x FBHR SBI Ea

Âdd¡t¡ônãl Sd Fì
Factory 2: lnspectionF-2: 14 lB 12,500

240 Build¡ng Factory F-2: llÀ lllA, VA lV Factory-2: Build¡n8 Plan Check o-ooo, * FBHR Bo E"

^¡¡¡+¡âñrl 
<. Er

L2,S0O

241 Building Factory ----- xFBHRSBIEa
Ädd¡rìônâl Sd Fr

12,500F-2: llÀ lllÀ VA, lV Factory 2: lnspection

o.o*t lF,l,ïR€9!j ,-Factory-2: Bu¡lding Plãn Check 72,5O0242 Building Factory

o.0oo9 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Mdifi^ñrl Sñ Ft
12,500Fãctory 2: lnspection243 Building Factory

244 Building Factory o.ooo.z * FBHR Bo E"
Â¡/i+¡ñnãt cõ Er

F Shell: Plan checkF Shell: lA, lB 12,500

245 Bu¡ld¡ng Factory o.0ol7 x FBHR sBl Ee

Àdd¡t¡ôñâl Sô Ft
F Shell: lnspect¡onFShell: l4 lB 12,500

246 Building Fadory o-ooo1 x FBHR Bo Eâ

Àdd¡t¡^ñâl <d Ff
F-Shel l: I lA, ll lA" VA, lV, VA F Shel l: Plan Check 12,500

o.oo13 x FBHR SBI Ea

Âddil¡onâl S. Fr
F-Shell: l14ll14VAlVVA FShell: lnspection r2,5OO247 Bu¡lding Factory

Educational: lA lB Group E Occupâncy Building Perm¡t o.oro, T FBHR SBI E"
Additiôh:l Sñ Ft

875223 Build¡ng Êducationel

224 øuilding Educat¡onal Educat¡onal:llA,VA,lV G¡oupEOccupêncyBuild¡nEPlânCheck 0_0011 
x FBHR Bo Ea

Additionel So. FL
875

225 Building Educetlonal Educationa l: I lA, VA" lV G roup E Occupa ncy 8u ¡ I d¡ng Perm¡t o.oogz " 
FBHR sBl E"

Ädi¡t¡ñnrl <ñ Ér
875

226 Build¡ng Educåt¡onel Educêt¡onal: llB, ll¡8, VB Group E Occupancy Building Plan Check o.ooo, * FBHR Bo E"

Add¡lional So Ft
875

227 Building Educationâl Educationêl: llB,lll4VB GroupEOccupancyBuild¡ngPermit 0-0055 x FBHR sBl Ea

Âddifi^n:l Sñ Ft
875

ea chElectr¡câl lvleter Pedest¿l 1 meter pedestãl228 Build¡np Electricâl

eachElectr¡cãl Pånel Uocrãde 100 amo to a 200 âhD oanel229 Buildinp Electr¡cal

UOeradeto EVR SvstemEVR lJpÊrade each230 Buildins other

Ljpgrade to EVR SystemEVR Upgrade eãch231 Bu¡ldinÊ other

232 Building Factory o.ooo, idFdÏ::1:: .,Fâctory-1: Bu¡ldlng Plan CheckF-1: 14 lB 8,750

O.OO3 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Addiriônâl Sñ Ft
Factory-1: lnspectionF-1: lA lB 8,750233 Build¡ng Factory

234 Bu¡ld¡ng Factory F-1: llA, ll14 VA, lV Factory-l: Building Plen Check o.ooo1 ;::"1R8?:: ., 8,750

235 Building Factory O OO22 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Add¡riôñâl Sô Fr
8,750F-1: llA, ll14 VA, lV Factory-1: lnspect¡on

236 Building Fâctory o.ooot "FBHRþE"Âdditiñ^¡l Sd Et
Factory-1: Building Plan Check 4,750

237 Building Factory o.oo1s " 
FBHR sBl E"

Additionâl So. FL
Factory-1: lnspection 8,750

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject Th reshol d UnrtNoteFeeRef# Department MajorGroup Group

Current
Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

155.00s

436.00s

199¡0s

607.00s

227,0Os

296.OOs

402Jr0s

1,795¡0s

2,908.00s

!22.0Os

3s9.00s

98ftos

162.00s

197¡0s

234.00s

268.00s

917.00s

988¡0s

¡[4.00s

64.00s

32.û0$

73.00I
80.00s

48,00s

1,3¡18.00s

2,254.O0s

120.00s

304.00s

153.00I

700%

700%

700%

100%

100%

700%

L00%

700%

100%

100%

700%

100%

LOO%

IOO%

700%

100%

100%

700%

100%

L00%

100%

too%

LOO%

700%

700%

100%

100%

70004

roo%

s 203.24

s 789.80

s 272-oS

s 277.36

5 379.8s

Esti mak

Est¡ matc

S 6oo.6s

S 88.88

S 204 3s

s 189 10

S 266.s1

S 279-07

S 1-24s.86

S 1,240.1€

5 4o7 -69

5 461.6E

S 461 6s

S s09.62

S 554.02

S ss4.o2

S L77.7s

S s81.43

Est¡rutÉ

Estimat(

New

s 662 97

5 129.03

s 328.52

/1852$

155.38s

436.2ss

r99.63s

608.00s

227.50s

29631s

402.15s

$ 7,795J1

2,908.04s

1S3.12s

L22Ats

359.72s

98.94s

162.04s

L97.87s

234.05s

26a.28s

917-10s

988.95s

44.2As

64.70s

3235s

73.74s

80.87s

s 1,348.40

s 2,2s4.96

L20.72s

304.08s

265 Building Garase
Standãrd <650 Sq. Ft Constructed with NewSFD:

Fee added to SFR Permit
Ail¡ld¡ñd Þlâñ ahâ.L

451-650

266 Bu¡ld¡ng Gãrase
Standard <650 Sq. Ft. Constructed w¡th NewSFD:

Fee edded to 5FR Permithrildins Pêrñ¡t
451-650

257 Building Gârâ8e
Stãndard <650 Sq. FL Constructed with New SFD:

Fee added to sFR Perm¡t
A"ildiñc Þèrñit - Þr^drr.+i^n

451-650

268 Bu¡ld¡ng GaraBeconversion Add¡ng M lls to ex¡sting st.ucture: Bu¡lding Plan Check

269 Building Gerateconversion Adding walls to ex¡st¡ng structure: Bullding Perm¡t

270 Build¡ng Garageconvers¡on
Adding wa I ls to ex¡st¡ ng structure w/ pl umb¡ng:
Bulld¡np Plen check

271 Building GaraBeconvers¡on
Add¡ng wa I ls to existi ng structure V plumb¡ng:

500 lineal ftGas Line Bu¡ld¡ng Pe¡m¡t272 Bu¡ld¡nP Plumbins

Generetor Bu¡ldina Plân Check273 Buildins Generâtor

Generator Build¡nt Permit274 Buildins Generator

275 Build¡ng Hazårdous o.oo14 x FBHR Bo Êe

À¡¡ifi^ñrl <ñ çt
H-1: Bu¡ld¡ng Plan checkH-1: lÀ lB 750

276 Building Hazardous o.oo8 x FBHR SBI Eâ

Âddit¡ôñâl Sd Ft
H-1: lnspect¡on 750

249 Bu¡ld¡ng Factory o oo09 x FBHR SBI Eâ

Àddítíâñrl Sñ Fl
12,500F-shell: llB, lllB, VB F shell: lnspstion

FenceFence250
Fire Damðge

Assessment
Assssment of Fi re Da ma ge a nd Fee Recovery251 Bu¡lding

252 Build¡ng
Assssment of Fire Da mage (No I nspection at time ofF¡re Da maEe

Building Plan check253 Buildins Fireplâce

Build¡nq Perm¡t254 Bu¡ld¡ng FireDlace

Res¡dent¡al: Bu¡ldlng Plan Check255 Buildins Flae Pole

Residentlal: Bu¡ld¡ng Permit256 Build¡ne FlêsPole

Commercial: Bu¡ld¡nR Plan Check257 Buildins FlacPole

Commerc¡al: Building Perm¡t258 Build¡ns FlasPole

Non-Standard: Bu¡ldinR Plan Check259 Bu¡ldine carece

Non-Standard: Build¡nB Perm¡t260 Build¡nP Gerese

Stånderd C¡tv of Hemet Plan: Buildins Perm¡t261 BuildinE Gara.e

262 Bu¡ld¡ng Garase
Standêrd <450 Sq. Ft. Constructed with NewSFD:

Bu¡ldlnq Plân check
Fee added to SFR Permit <450

263 Building Garase
Stâ ndard <450 Sq. Ft Constructed with New SFD:

<450

264 Building Garase
Standard <450 Sq Ft Constructed with NewSFD:

Fee added to sFR Permit
Build¡nc PÊrmil - Prôdu.tion

<4S0

248 Building Factory o.ooo1 idFdïR^B]:: F,
12,500F Shell: llB, lllB, VB F Shell: Plan Check

Targeted

Cost

Recove ry

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull Costl-ln ì tProject ThresholdFee Fee

Curre nt

NoteRef# Department MalorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

11,058.00s

2,806.00s

7,756.00s

2,446.O0s

3,38s¡0s

222.ß0s

609¿0s

1,11836s

682,00s

1,517.00s

2,524.00s

1,242.O0s

2,13s.00s

2,023,00s

3,083.00s

1,680J0s

2,655.00s

1,3s3.00s

2,224,O0s

204Í4s

226.44s

274ßAs

1s9.00s

3,777.OOs

700%

700%

t00%

100%

100%

700y"

100%

too%

700%

100%

100%

700%

700%

100%

700%

700%

too%

100%

100%

700%

700%

700%

700%

100%

S 6,0s7.70

5 s,s3s.4s

S 312.83

NEW

NEW

S 189.10

Estimte

Estimate

Est¡ mât€

Estimat€

s 4,834.51

S 3,921 68

s

Est¡mat€

s 23r.2A

S 23r.za

s 326.90

s 147.34

Estimate

Est¡mate

Esti mate

Esti mat€

Est¡mate

Estimðt€

S 3,777.62

s 11,058s4

s 2,805.61

S 7,756.s4

2,446.62s

S 3,38s.16

222.O05

609.20s

1,118.36s

682.73s

5 7,5L7.23

2,524.t5s

$ t,242.72

S 2,13s.9s

S 2,02l.76

S 3,083.64

1,68021$

s 2,6ss.s1

S 1,3s3.98

s 2,224.43

204.30s

226.94s

214.30s

15939s

287 Bu¡ld¡ng Hous¡nB lnspection
For inspætion to release of ut¡ I ities 1 dwel l¡ng unit (No

Exist¡nc code case)

Specia I Housing lnspection, Code Case Related288 Bu¡ld¡ns Housins lnspect¡on

289 Build¡ng HVAC
each add¡t¡onal 20 minutes

of FBHR for Bl1
1 P¡eceComñ/Multi-family Replacement: 1 Pcs

each êdd¡t¡onal 20 minutes
for Bll t¡me for each piece

õv.t 2

Res¡dentiâ I Replacemenu 2 Pcs290 Bu¡lding HVAC

291 Building lnstltutionãl o-ooo, * FBHR Bo E"

ftdilionâlSd Ft
lnstitutional: Bu¡ldin8 Plan Check 10,000

o oo35 x FBHR SBI Ea

À¡diriÂñâl qá Fr
I nstitut¡onã l: Building Inspectionl-2, l-3; l-4: lA, lB 10,000292 Bu¡ld¡ng lnst¡tutional

293 Bu¡ld¡ng lnst¡tut¡onal l-2, l-3; l-4', llA ¡llA,VA, ¡V lnst¡tut¡onal: Build¡ng PlanCheck o.ooo, " 
FBHR Bo E"

ßditionâl Sô Fl
8,750

l-2, l-3; l-4: llA, lllA, VA lV lnstiùrtional: Bu¡lding lnspection o.oora " 
FBHR sBl E"

Àdd¡t¡^ñâl Sd Ft
4,750294 Bu¡lding lnstitut¡onal

I-2,1-3;l-4:llB,ll¡B,VB lnstitutionel: Bu¡ldinsPlanCheck o.ooog T FBHR Bo E"

Àdditionãl Sõ- Ft-
4,750295 Building lnstitution¿l

l-2, l-3; l-4: llB, IllB, VB lnst¡tut¡onal: Building lnspect¡on o oo17 x FBHR SBI Ea

Âddíríôñ¡l Sd Ft
8,750296 Building lnst¡tut¡onal

[ãndsce pe Inspect¡on Fee/Permit297 Bu¡ld¡ng Permit

La ndscape Pla n Chæk - minor project (Modiry ExistinS)298 Bu¡ld¡ng Plan check

Landscape Plan Check- major project (New

Construction)
299 Bu¡ld¡ng Plan check

add¡t¡onal .25 hours fbhr for
SBI 1O âdditiôñâl lirht<

Pa¡king Lot or LandscapinE Type L¡Bht Poles Plan
1-10300 Building LishtPoles

H-1: llA, lll4 V4 lV H-l: Building Plên Check o.oor, " 
FBHR Bo E"

À¡¡i+i^ñãl çñ F+
7s0277 Build¡ng Hezerdous

0-006 x FBHR 5Bl Ea

Add¡t¡ônal Sd Ft
750H-1: ll4lll4V4lV H-1: lnspection278 Building Hêzardous

279 Building Hazardous 0-ooo7 
x FBHR Bo Ea

Â¡¡¡tiññrl <ñ F+
H-1: Bu¡lding Plan Check 750

0_004 
x FBHR 5Bl Ea

Mdiìiôñâl td Ft
H-1: lnspectionH-1: llB, lllB, VB 750280 Building Hazardous

281 Bu¡ld¡nB Hâzardous H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: lA, lB H-2, H-3, H4, H-5: Build¡ng Plên check o-ootg * FBHß Bo E"

Add¡t¡ônâl Sô Fì
750

282 Bu¡lding Hezardous H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: lA, lB H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: lnspect¡on o.o1 xFBHRSBIEa
Âdd¡r¡ônâl Sd Fr

750

283 Bu¡ld¡ng Hazardous o.oo1o 'FBHR 
Bo E"

ftditionâl Sô Ft
H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: BuildinB Plan Check 750

284 Bu¡ld¡ng Hâzârdous o.oo7s x FBHR SBI Ee

Mdifiôñâ¡ Sd Ft
H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: Inspect¡on

H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: ilÀ
7s0

285 Bu¡ld¡ng Hêzardous H-2' H-3' H-4' H-5: llB'lllB' 
H-2, H.¡, H-4, H-s: Building plàn check o-ooon " 

FBHR Bo E"
Á¡¡l+¡^ñrl <â Fr 750

H-2, H-3, H-4, H-5: llB,lllB, 
l.t_2, H-¡, H_¿, H-S: tnspect¡on o-oo5 

x FBHR SBI Ea

Add¡tìônâl Sô Ft
750286 Building Hazardous

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject ThresholdFee Fee

Cu rre nt
Un itNoteRef# Department MajorGroup Group

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 48



City of Hemet

Commun¡ty Development Fees

2,132ßO$

5,740.00s

9,538¡0s

4410.00s

7,233.00s

3,080¡0s

4,924ßOs

1,118.00s

1,473.00I
866.00$

1,178.00s

8s7.00s

329.00s

3,350.00s

5,756,00s

2,617ßOs

2,74t.o0s

1,886.00s

3,035.00s

2,971J0s

3,949.00s

2,256.O4$

3,041.0!s

1,695.00s

100%

100%

700%

I00%

100%

100%

100%

!oo%

700%

100%

100%

700%

700%

100%

700%

700%

to0%

tooyo

IOO%

700%

700yõ

700%

100%

700%

Estimate

Estimate

Est¡ mat€

Est¡mat€

Estimat€

EstimatC

Esti matc

Estl mêtc

Est¡mt€

Estimate

s 379.07

Estimât€

Est¡mât€

s 4,980.s3

5 6,2ss.96

s 3,1s0.82

5 3,072.8É

Esti met€

Est¡ mãte

Esti mâte

Estimte

Est¡mate

Est¡ mate

Est¡ mâte

$ 3,041.93

1,69526s

s 2,132.53

3,740.26s

S 9,s3841

S 441o.5z

s ¿233.39

s 3,080.89

s 4,92836

1,118.14s

S 1,473¡€

85628s

s 1,178.s9

857.43s

329.31s

S 3,3s0.9r

5,756.31s

s 2,617.95

5 2,74t34

s 1,886.21

s 3,035.81

5 2,971,.44

s 3,949.75

5 2,256.t9

308 Build¡ng Mercantile o-ooo, T FBHR Bo E"

^¡¡lriâñrl 
<á E+

Mercent¡le: Shell Building Plan Check 12,500

309 Building Mercantile o ools x FBHR SBI Ea

Âddltiônâl qd Fi
Mercant¡le: Shell Bu¡ld¡ng Perm¡tM: lA lB 12,500

310 Building lvlercant¡le o.oooz ffiljf fj.-Mercânt¡le: Shell Building Plan Check 12,500

3LL Building Mercant¡le o-oor, * FBHR SBI E"
Âdd¡ti^hrl (ñ Ê+

Mercênt¡le: Shell BuildinB Perm¡t 12,500

o.ooot " 
FBHR Bo E"

ftdiriônâl sd Ft
12,5OOÀ¡ercant¡le: Shell Bu¡ld¡nB Plan Check312 Building Mercantile

313 Build¡ng Mercant¡le o ooo? x FBHR 581 Ea

Àddlli^ñâl Sñ Fr
Mercantile: Shell Bu¡lding Permit 12,500

- ---- x FBHR BO Eê

Mdit¡ôñâl Sô Ft
Mercântile: Al I Others Not 5pæ¡f¡ed-Plan CheckM: lA, lB 8,750314 Building lvlercantile

315 Bu¡lding Mercant¡le Merca nt¡ le: Al I Others Not Specif¡ed- Bu¡ ldinS Perñ¡t o.oor, " 
FBHR sBl E"

^¡¡¡+¡^ñâl 
<ñ E+

M: ¡4 ¡B 8,750

o.0oo2 x FBHR BO Ea

Âddif¡^ñâl çñ Ft
8,750Mercantile: Al I Others Not Spec¡fi ed-Plan Checktvt: ilA,iltA,vArtv316 Bu¡ld¡ng Mercant¡le

317 Bu¡ld¡ng Mercântile Mercant¡le: Al¡ Others NotSpec¡fied- Bu¡ld¡ng Permit o.oo17 x FBHR 5Bl Ea

^¡¡ili^ñ.1 
<^ Er

8,750

o.ooot T FBHR Bo E"
Âdd¡t¡ônâl sd Fì

Merca nt¡le: Al I Others Not Spæ¡fìed-Plan Check 8,750318 Build¡ng Mercântile

319 Building Mercant¡le Mercâ nt¡ le: Al I Othe¡s Not Sp€if¡ed- Bu¡ lding Permit o.oott ffiR^tB,lff., 8,750

Mercantile: Tenant lmprovement Build¡ng Plan Check o-ooog " 
FBHR sBl E"

Additiônâl Sd Ft
lvl: lA, lB 1,250320 Building Mercant¡le

321 Building Mercahtile Merca ntile: Tena nt ¡ mprovement Bu¡ldlng Permit o oo58 x FBHR SBI Ea

Àdd¡i¡^ñrl <ô Fr
7,250

M: llA, lllA VA, ¡V Mercant¡le: Tenênt lmprovement Building Plan Check o.oooe " 
FBHR SBI E"

Âdd¡t¡ônel Sd Ft
L,250322 Building lvlercântlle

323 Building Mercantile M: llA,lll4VA,lV Mercânt¡le:TenantlmprovementBuild¡ngPermit o oo44 x FBHR SBI Ea

À¡¡iriÃñrl <ñ E+
1,250

Mercantile: Tênant lmprovement Bu¡lding Plan Check o_ooo1 
x FBHR SBI Ea

Addiriônâl Sd Ft
r,250324 Build¡ng Mercantile

Park¡ng lotor LandscapingType L¡ght Po¡es Build¡ng add¡t¡onal t hours fbhr for
SBll for 10 âddiì¡onal l¡rhts

1-10
Permit

301 Bu¡ld¡nB Lisht Poles

302 Building ruercant¡le o.ooo3 
* tBHR Bo E"
À¡¡i+¡ñn:t qd E+

Mercantile: Reta¡l Mêrket Build¡ng Plên CheckM: 14 lB 5,000

o.oog1 
*FBHRSBIE"
Âdditi^n¡l Sñ Ft

lvlercant¡le: Rêtail Market Bu¡ld¡ng PermitM: 14 lB 5,000303 Bu¡ld¡ng Mercânt¡le

304 Building Mercantile N4: llA,lllAVA,lV Mercentlle: RetâillvlarketBu¡ldintPlanCheck o.ooo¡ * FBHR Bo Eu

À¡¡i+iôñal <ñ Er
5,000

M: llA, lll4 VA, lV lvlercantile: Retail Market Bullding Perm¡t 0_0023 x FBHR SBI Ea

Md¡t¡ññãl Sd Fr
5,000305 Building lvlercantile

306 Bu¡ld¡ng N¡ercânt¡le o.oooz i"F"flR"B!fj .,Mercant¡le: Retail Mãrket Building Plen Check 5,000

o-oora'FBHRSBIE"
Ädd¡t¡ôhâl Sd Ft

Mercent¡le: Retail Market Bu¡ld¡ng Permit 5,000307 Building Mercãnt¡le

Ta rgete d
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

16.00s

.01u ot Bu¡ld¡ng

7.25s

$o¡0018 xlob value

6.00s

22.4Os

121¡0$

208.00s

130J0s

153.00s

187.00s

138.00s

227,00s

261.00s

22.04s

16¡0s

882.00I
927¡0s

1,414.00s

,75r0$

1,134.00$

622r0s

851.00$

143¡0s

23lJ0s

359.0!s

3ss.00s
.0105 of Sulld¡nt

to0%

700%

100%

100%

700%

700%

700%

too%

too%

700%

700%

LOO%

100%

L00%

700%

100%

700%

700%

L00%

7000/"

100%

LOO%

700%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

s 6.00

S 94.ss

s 194.41

5 192.74

S 1s8.80

I 2i6-a3

S 309.04

S 1s8.8c

S 3s6.14

s 358.81

s 3a2.27

S 323.18

S 323.18

Est¡mte

Estimete

Esti mate

Est¡mat€

EstimatÉ

Esti met€

Est¡rot€

Estimat€

Esti måte

Est¡ mâte

NEW

NEW

s 7.2s

So.ooo18 x

Esti mat€

76,r7s

Var¡able

7 -25s

variable

6.00s

22.72s

721.23s

20858s

130.85s

153.89s

787.74s

L3422s

227.4ts

26L.34s

22.t2s

a6-a7s

882¿5s

927.23s

S t,4r4Ã1

775.45s

S r,ß4.3s

622.24s

85153s

143.18s

23LOAs

359.38s

35543s

varlablê

Solid- Residential "stick bu¡lt" cover, Stãndard:
Bu¡idine Perm¡t

<ço0349 Building Patiocover

350 Bu¡lding Patio cover Pat¡o Cover s¡multãnæus w/ SFD: Building Plan Check <500

Pet¡o Cover simultaneous w/ SFD, : Build¡ng Permit <500351 Build¡ns Pat¡o cover

352 Building P¿tiocover
Patio Cover s¡multanæus w/ sFD, Product¡on: Build¡ng €00

333 Bu¡ld¡n8 Model Home
Model complq to sFR 2500 sqFtTh16hold Bu¡lding

2,500
Pêrmit

conversion

sales off¡ce for Tract ¡n SFR Bu¡ldinE Pl¿ n Rev¡ewseles office eâc h114 Bu¡lding Model Home

Sales Offìce for Tract ¡n SFR BuildinÂ PermÌtsales office ea ch335 Buildine Model Home

,0105 of Bulld¡ns Perm¡t Fee336 Building other

337 Bu¡lding other .0117 of Building Permit FeeTrainint Fee-commerc¡al

338 Building other 57.25 per plan check &
Computer Fee

Permit

339 Build¡ng other S0.00018 x Job Va luePlan Storage

56.00 per pêgeMicrof¡l m/sca nning340 Bu¡ld¡ne other

5m¡nofPCfore¿ stallAccess¡ble ParkinE Soacs: Bu¡ldine Plân Check 7-234L Bu¡ld¡ns Park¡nqLotRestr¡De

5min ofSBl forea stall 1-2342 Buildine Pêrk¡ns Lot Restripe

343 Bu¡lding Pat¡o cover
Alum¡num National ly Recognized Approved Plan-

<500

Lâttic+Residentia I Non-Stã nda rd: Build¡ng Pla n Ch{k <500344 Build¡ng Pat¡o cover

tâttice-Res¡dential Non-Stânda rd: Bu¡ldinr Perm¡t <500345 BuildinP Pâtlocover

Lettice-Res¡dent¡al Stâ ndard: Buildinc Permit <500346 Buildins Pâliocover

347 Building Pat¡o cover
Sol¡d- Resident¡al "stick built" cover, Non-standãrd
Þl:n. A¡,ildinc Þl:¡ lha¡!

é00

348 Building Pat¡o cover
sol¡d- Resident¡al "st¡ck built" cover, Non-standard

<500

325 Bu¡ld¡ng Mercântile Mercantile: Tenênt lmprovement Bu¡lding Permit 0-0029 
* FBHR SBI E"
À¡¡i+¡^ñ:l <d Er

1,250

326 Building Mercântile
Merca nti le: Basic Shel I Tenant I mprovement Bu¡lding

O.OOO7 
, FBHR BO E"
Âddi+ìÂn:l Sâ E+

L,250

Merc¿ntile: Basic shell Tenant lmprovement Build¡ng
o.oo45 " 

FBHR SBI E"

Addilionâl so- Fllvl: lA lB I,250
Permit

327 Bu¡ld¡ng Mercântlle

328 Bu¡ld¡ng lvlercantile
Mercantile: Bas¡c Shell Tenant lmprovehent Build¡ng

O.OOO5 " 
FBHR BO E"

Ádd¡+¡ôñâl Sñ FÌ
1,250

Mercâ ntile: Basic Shel I Tenant I hproveñent Bu¡ldinE
o.oo34 

* FBHR SBI E"

frd¡tionålSõ. Ft.
M: llA,lllA, VA, lV 1,250

Perm¡t
329 Building N¡ercant¡le

330 Bu¡ld¡ng Mercant¡le
Mercentile: Bas¡c shell Tenant lmprovement Build¡ng o-ooo3 

x FBHR Bo Ea

Mditiôñâl Sd Ft
1,250

Mercantile: Basic Shell Tenânt lmprovement Bu¡lding
o.oo23 " 

FBHR SBI E"

Ádd¡tlônel Sd- Ft
L,250

Permit
331 Bu¡ld¡ng lvlercânt¡le

332 Building Model Home
Modêl complex to SFR 2500 SqFt Thres hold Build¡ng

2,500Convêrs¡on

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject ThresholdFee unitNoteRefl Department MajorGroup Group
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Fee

City of Hemet Comprehensive User Fee Study 50



City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

57.00s

3,395.00s

11.603.00s

6,219¡,0s

22,847.4Os

9,083¡0s

34,172.OOs

11,925.00s

45,443.00s

14,770,00s

56,742.00s

1,930¡0s

s,393.00s

4860¡0s

15,009.00s

9,169¡0s

l77.OOs

t2L.OOs

t72.OOs

155.00s

237.0Os

395t 0s

571i0s

57.00s

237.00s

ßr!0s

215¡0s

9s.00s

209.00s

LO7 -OÍs

700%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

700%

100%

700%

700%

700%

100%

LO0%

r00%

700%

100%

100%

700%

L00%

roo%

700%

t00%

700%

700%

100%

700%

700%

loo%

100%

100%

5 8,130.87

s25,528.02

S12,196.30

538,286.33

s1'6,26L-73

s51,044.63

520,327.re

S63,802.94

S 3þr2.s7

S s,719.3i

s 6,1s9.75

S16,329.99

S12,319.49

s 230.6s

S 173.02

S 2so.s2

s 22A72

S 415.98

S 2sos2

S t73.o2

S 101.47

s 310.16

5 1s0.42

S 309.97

S ri7.7s

S 277.7s

S 129.03

S 73.24

S 4,06s.43

5r2.769.77

5742s

S 3,39s.91

s 11.603.07

s 6,239.60

s 22,887.63

s 9,083.30

S 34,'-7228

s 11,926.99

S 45,443.4r

S L4,770:Io

s s6,742þ8

s 1,930.97

$ s,393.92

s 486034

s 15,009.10

s 9,169.47

777.43s

t2a.a2s

L72.83s

15S3t3

237 ß7s

395.18s

571.80s

67.1¡s

237.47$

¡3156s

2L5Ã''s

95.73s

20947s

to1 J6s

379 Building Resident¡al R-2,R-2.1,R-3.1,R-4 Res¡dent¡a¡: <10,0005q,Ft<10Units:Bu¡ld¡ngPermit <10,000 Sq. FL

0-25,000 Sq. FLResldent¡al: 10,001-25,000 Sq FL 11-25 Units:
Buildinø PIân chê.k

R-2, R-2 1, R-3.1, R-4380 Bu¡ld¡ng Res¡dent¡al

381 Building Residentiãl
Res¡dential: 10,001-25,000 Sq Ft 11-25 Un¡LBu¡lding 0-25,000 5q. Ft

R-2, R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4

0-50,000 sL Ft.

ân.l 26-50 tln¡l(
Residentiâl: 25,001-50,000 Sq. Ft. 26-50 Units:
Build¡ns Plen chêck

R-2, R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4382 Building Residential

SFD <4,000 Sq. Ft. <4,000363 Bu¡ld¡nP Re-roof

364 Bu¡lding Re-roof
SFD where newtile is being ¡nsÞlled: Bullding Plan

<4,000

SFD where newt¡ le is beinc instal led: Bu¡ldinÂ Perm¡t <4,000365 Bu¡lding Re-roof

ea 30 m¡nAddit¡onâl iñspection outs¡de of normel scopeResidentlel366 Buildine lnspect¡on

Each add¡t¡onal after 1 (a sâmetimeRes¡dential367 BuildinE ¡nsÞection

368 Bu¡lding Res¡dental
Resident¡al: 1-25 Un¡ts Per Build¡nB: Bu¡lding Plan
chêck

R-1 Hotel/Motel & Other !-25

1-25R-1 Hotel/Molel & Othe¡ Residenti¿l: 1-25 units Per Build¡nc: Bu¡ldinr Permit369 Bu¡ldinE Residental

370 Building Residental
Res¡dentìal: 26-50 Un¡ts Per Building: Building Plan

R-1 Hotel/Motel & other 26-50
chêck

371 Bu¡ld¡nB Residental R-1 Hotel/Motel & Other Resident¡al: 26-50 Units Per Building: Building Permit 26-50

Residential: 51-75 Un¡ts Per Bu¡lding: BuildinS Plan
R-1 Hotel/Motel & Other 51.75

check
372 Bu¡lding Residental

373 Building Residental R-1 Hotel/Motel & Other Residentiãl: 51-75 Un¡ts Per Building: Build¡nE Perm¡t 51-75

Res¡dential: 76-100 Un¡ts Per Building: Build¡ng Plan
check

R-1 Hotel/Motel & Other 76-100374 Bu¡lding Residental

375 Build¡ng Residenbl R-1 Hotel/lvlotel & Other Res¡dent¡al: 76-100 Units Per Bu¡ld¡ng: Bu¡lding Permit 76-100

Residential: 101-125 Units Per Build¡ng: Building Plan
check

R-1 Holel/Motel & Other 101-125376 Building Res¡dent¿l

377 Bu¡lding Res¡dental
Resldent¡ãl: 101-125 Un¡ts Per Build¡ng: Bu¡lding

R-1 Hotel/Motel & Other 101.125

Residential: <10,000 Sq. FL <10 Units: Building Plãn <10,000 Sq. Ft.
R-2, R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4

chê.k
378 Building Residential

Standard Netionallv Recocnized Approved Plan <500353 Bu¡lding Pãtio Enclosure

Residential Roof Mounted: Bu¡ldine Plãn Check354 Bu¡ld¡nE Photovoltå¡c

Residential Roof lvlounted: Bu¡lding Permit355 Buildine Photovoltaic

Resldential Ground Mounted: Building Plan Check356 Bu¡ldins Photovoltaic

Residential Ground Mounted: Bu¡ldlnc Permit357 Buildins Photovoltaic

commerc¡a I Photovoltaic-Pla n Review358 Bu Photovoltaic

Comrerc¡â I Photovolta ic-Bu ¡ld ¡nE Permit359 BuildinP Photovoltâ¡c

Slnqle Familv Dwell¡oq Plan Check360 Bu¡ld¡nP Re-o¡De

Single Family Dwell¡ng Permit361 Buildins Re-p¡pe

362 Bu¡lding Re-roof
Awning, Cerport, Garate; No ha bitable space <500 Sq.

<500 sq. fL
Ft

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostUnitProject Threshold NoteFeeRefg Department MajorGroup Group

Current
Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

1,793ßOs

2,578.00s
3,977.005

5,237.O0s

'l tgo.oos

4¡8,00s

263.00s

818¡0s

812.00s

ßA79.AOs

/t4,389.00s

7r,7A610s

59,079.00s

22,O95.OOs

73,770,00s

601¡0s

2,101,00s

1,376.005

455J)0s

1,183¡0s

806.00s

2,180,00s

1,184¡0s

3,169,00s

1,759.005

4,915.00$

2.346.OAs

6,502¡0s

1,002.00s

29,699¡0s

700%

700%

too%

700%

700%

700%

100%

700%

100%

too%

100%

100%

100%

700%

loofÁ

L00%

100%

100%

!oo%

too%

700%

L00%

r00%

100%

100%

700%

100%

100%

700%

100%

S 1,s47.60

S 279.07

5 1,s47.60

s 279.07

S24,638.99

s6s,28s.7s

s30,798 73

S81,604.34

S l,s91.72

s 3,168.1s

S 2,376.oe

s 2,4aL.94

S 4,283.3s

I 2.4ar-9a

S 4,283.3s

s 2,481.94

S 4.283.35

Est¡ mate

Estimãte

Estimate

Est¡mte

Estimate

Estimate

Est¡ mete

Est¡mâþ

Fsti mâlÉ

s 279-07

$32,648.s8

$18,479 24

548,967.16

S 6,s02.91

1.002.49s

7,7gf,.9's

2.578.18s

3,977.56s

s-237 -24s

L90.72s

414S6s

263.09s

a1a-17s

312.52s

ç 29,699.72

5 L3,47932

S 44,389.19

s t7,786.73

s s9,07999

s 22,09s36

$ 73,770J'a

601.¡7s

s ¿101s6

s 1,376.18

455.03s

1-143-40s

806.13s

s 2,180¡3

1.184.80s

3,169.91s

5 1,7s9.s8

4.915.40s

2,346.32s

Residential: Duplex Plân CheckR-3 ouplq 600393 Buildins Resident¡âl

Resident¡âl: Duplex Plan CheckR-3 Duplex 1,200395 BuildinP Res¡dent¡al

Res¡dential : Dupld Building Perm¡tR-3 Duplex 1,200396 Building Resident¡al

Resldentiê¡: Duplex Plan CheckR-3 Duplq 2.400397 Bu¡ld¡ns Res¡dent¡âl

Resldentiãl: Duplex Bu¡ldinS PermitR-3 Duplq 2,400398 Buildins Res¡dentiâl

Res¡dent¡al: Duplex Plan CheckR-3 Duplq 4,000399 Building Res¡dent¡al

Res¡dent¡al: Duplex Bu¡ldinf, PermitR-3 Duplq 4.000400 Bu¡ld¡ns Res¡dent¡al

Residential: Duplex Plan CheckR-3 Duplex 6,000401 Bu¡ldinC Residentiâl

Resident¡al : Duplex Build¡ng Perm¡tR-3 Duplex 6,000402 Bu¡ld¡ng Residential

each unit 600R-3 Duplex Product¡on Residential: Duplex Building Perm¡t403 Building Resident¡al

each unit r,200R-3 Dupl ex Prod uct¡on Resident¡e l: Du pl q Bu i ld ing Pe.mit404 Buildinc Resident¡al

each un¡t 2.400R-3 Dupl q Prod uction Res ident¡a l: Du pl ex Bu¡ ld ins Permlt405 Build¡nR Res¡dent¡al

each unit 4,000R-3 Duplq Production Residential: Duplq Build¡ng Pe¡mit406 Building Res¡dent¡al

eech ûnit 6 000R-3 Duplq Production Resldential: Duplex Building Permil407 Bu¡ldins Res¡dent¡âl

Room Add¡tion Bulldins Plan CheckRoom Add¡t¡on t25408 Buildine Res¡dential

Room Addition Build¡ng PermitRoom Add¡t¡on l2s409 Bu¡ldins Residentiâl

Room Addit¡on Bu¡lding Plan checkRoom Addition 250410 Bu¡ldinß Residential

Room Addit¡on Bu¡lding PermitRoom Addition 250411 Building Resident¡al

500 iRoom Add¡t¡on Bu¡ldinß Plân CheckRoomAddition412 Bu¡ld¡ng Resldential

383 Building Resident¡al
0-50,000 sr FrResident¡al: 25,001-50,000 Sq, FL 26-50 Un¡ts:

R-2, R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4

Resident¡al: 50,001-75,000 Sq. Ft 51-75 Units:
Bu¡ldinc Plân check

0-75,000 5q. Ft
ând S1-75

R-2, R-2 1, R-3 1, R-4384 Building Res¡dent¡al

385 Build¡ng Residential
0-75,000 Sq. FtResident¡al: 50,001-75,000 5q. Ft 51-75 Units:

R-2, R-2 1, R-3 1, R-4

Resldent¡al: 75,001-100,000 Sq. Ft 76-100 Units

Bu¡lding Plan Chæk
0-100,000 Sq. Ft.

ând 76-100 Un¡ts
R-2, R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4386 Bu¡lding Res¡dentiål

Res¡dentiâl: 75,001-100,000 Sq. FL 76-100 Un¡ts:

Building Permit
0-100,000 Sq. Ft
and 76-100 Units

R-2, R-2 1, R-3.1, R-4387 Bu¡ld¡ng Resident¡al

Residential: 100,001-125,000 Sq. Ft 101-125 Un¡ts:
Buildlng Plãn Check

0-125,000 Sq. FL

and 101-125
tJn¡ts

R-2. R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4388 Building Residentiel

Residential: 100,001-125,000 Sq. Ft 101-125 Units:

Build¡ng Permit

0-125,000 Sq. Ft
and 101-125
lihih

R-2, R-2.1, R-3.1, R-4389 Building Resident¡al

390 Bu¡ld¡ng Res¡dent¡âl R-3 Sin8le Fâmily Dwelling ResidentÌal: Single Fam¡ly Dwell¡ng PIan Check 0.00215 x SBI T¡mefor Ea Sq Ft. 1,500

R-3SingleFamilyDwe¡língResidential:SingleFêmilyDwellingBuildinBPermit 0.0072 x 811 Time fo¡ ea sq. fL 1,500391 Bu¡lding Residentiâl

392 Building Residential
R-3 Single Fem¡ly Dwelllng Resident¡al: Single Fêm¡ly Dwell¡ng Build¡ng Perm¡t

0.00525 ¡ Bl1 T¡mefor ea sq. fL 1,500

Residential: Duplex Bu¡lding PermitR-3 Duplex 600394 Building Residentiãl

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject Th reshol d Fee

Current

Un itN oteFeeRef# Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Commun¡ty Development Fees

558.00$

199.00s

951.00s

282.OOs

1,/183¡0s

349.00s

1,994Ir0s

183.00s

ls7.00s

301.00s

289.00s

421,40s

84.00s

204.00s

116.00s

302.00s

215.00s

1391)0s

209.00s

335r0s

276.00s

1,350.00s

387.0!s

2,122.O4s

413.00s

2,8s2,00s

125tlCs

301.0ús

169¡0s

too%

100%

100%

700y.

LO0.Á

IOOoÁ

t00%

100%

100%

roo%

100%

100%

700%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

700%

700%

700%

too.Á

too%

700%

700%

700%

700%

100%

too%

s 1,3s1.67

s 1s2 66

S 1,351.67

Esti mate

Estimate

Estimate

Est¡mât€

Estimate

S 114.36

S 364.00

S 158.80

s 4s4.11

s 233-74

S 1s8 80

s 277 75

S 450.34

s 29427

s 1,547.6C

S 330.0:

S 1.939.66

Est¡ mete

Esti mãte

S 1s2.66

5 1,3s1.67

S 1s2.66

S 1,3s1.67

S 1s2.66

S 1,3s1.67

S 1s2.66

169.01s

558.49I
199.63s

957.21s

28227s

1,483.31s

349¡0s

1,994.38s

183.78s

157.t4s

301.61s

249.47s

421.49s

84.19s

204.74$

116-10$

302.97s

275-76s

139.98s

209-31s

33s.06s

276.31s

1,360.75s

187.02s

2.122.s6s

47J27s

S z,8s2.ss

125.30s

301.03s

Room Addlt¡on Bu¡lBuildin 500PermitRoom AdditionRes¡dent¡al

Room Add¡tion Bu¡ldinR Plan Check 833RoomAdd¡tion414 Build¡ns Resident¡âl

Room Add¡t¡on Bu¡lding Perm¡t 833Room Add¡tion415 Building Res¡dent¡al

Room Addition Bu¡lding Plê n Check 1,250Room Addition416 Bu¡ld¡nB Residential

Room Add¡tion gqild¡ng Perm¡t 1,250417 Buildinp Residentiel

Room Add¡tion-
Conversion

RoomAdd¡tion Build¡ng Plan Check <=L25418 Bu¡ld¡ng Resident¡al

Room Addition-
Convers i on

RoomAddition Building Permit <=125419 Bu¡ld¡ng Res¡dentiel

Room Add¡t¡on-

Conversion
Room Addit¡on Bu¡lding PIan Check r26-250420 Build¡ng Resident¡al

Room Ædit¡on-
Conversion

Room Add¡tion Bu¡lding Permit 726-250421 Building Res¡dent¡al

422 Building Resident¡al
Room Addition-
Conversion

Room Addit¡on Bu¡ld¡ng Plã n Ch4k 251-500

Room Add¡t¡on-
Convers¡on

Room Addition Bu¡lding Permit 251-500423 Building Res¡dent¡al

Room Add¡t¡on-

Convers ¡ on
Room Addit¡on Build¡ng Plan Check 501-833424 Building Res¡dential

Room Addit¡on-
Convers¡ on

RoomAddit¡on Bu¡ld¡ng Permit 501-833425 Building Residential

Room Add¡t¡on-
Convers¡on

Room Md¡t¡on Bu¡ld¡ng Plån Check 834-1250426 Building Residential

Room Add¡t¡on-
convers ion

Room Addition Building Perm¡t 834-7250427 Buildlng Residentiãl

S¡d¡ ngSid i ng428 Build¡ng Residential

Resident¡êl lnterior: Bu¡lding Plan CheckWãllAdd¡t¡on429 Building Resident¡al

Residential lnter¡ori Building Perm¡t430 Build¡ng Resident¡al Wall Addition

WâllAddition w/
Plumb¡ns

Residentiel lnter¡or ø Bâthroom: Bu¡lding Plan Check43L Building Res¡dential

WållAddition w/
Plumb¡nB

Resldent¡al lnterior ø Bâthroom: Bullding Permit432 Building Res¡dent¡al

Under an Exist¡ng Pðt¡o Cover for a st¡ck SFD: Build¡ng
Plan Check

433 Building screen Room

under an Exist¡ng Pat¡o Cover for a st¡ck SFD: Bu¡¡d¡ng434 Bu¡ld¡ng screen Room

W¡thout an Exist¡ng Patio Cover for ê stick sFD:

Bu¡ldinr Plãn check
435 Building screen Room

Without an Exist¡ng Patio Cover for ê stick SFD:

Build¡nc Perm¡t
436 Building screen Room

W¡th ICC Plan ês êddition to Stick SFD: Build¡nß Permit 29.76437 Building screen Room

New o. Replacement: Build¡ng Plå n Check438 Bu¡ldinE seotic svstem

New o. Replacement: Build¡ng Permit439 Building septicsystem

Connection to sewer sysþm and ab¿ndon septic tank¿140 Buildins Sewer Hook Up

Repa ir Bu¡ lding Sewer44L Building sewer Rep¿¡r

Targeted

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostNoteProject Threshold Fee

Current
Un itFeeRef# Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

1,165¡0s

3,984,005

1,492.00$

4,963.00s

1,196.00I
3,953,00s

900.00s

2,943,OO$

!,227.O0s

3,984¡0s

997.0!$

337.00I
157.00s

367¡0s

95.00s

163-00s

117.00s

211.00s

296.00s

231¡0s

3s0-00s

667.00s

420.00s

2,023.00s

7,0¡14.00s

1,594.00$

5,515.00s

95.00s

314¡0s

117¡0s

700%

t00%

100%

too%

100%

roo%

700%

100%

70004

700%

100%

to0%

700%

r00%

700%

700%

700%

100%

L00%

700%

100%

!oo%

to0%

700%

100%

700%

700%

L00"Á

100%

100%

Estimate

Estimate

Est¡mât€

EstlmtÉ

Estimat€

Estl matc

Est¡matr

Estimate

S 489 s7

S 141.82

S 218.38

S 168.93

S 274.66

s 350 04

s 168 93

s 243 52

Estimatc

Est¡ mât€

Estl mãt(

EstimatÉ

s 3,s24 6s

s 6,s0s.63

Estimate

Est¡ mâte

Est¡mate

S 141.82

s 362.67

S 168.93

S 450.67

S 189.10

1,165.64s

s 3,984¡1

1,492.89s

s 4963.69

1,195.53s

S 3,9s3.44

900.17s

s 2,943.1s

L,227.43s

S 3,984.41

997.43s

95.73s

314.48s

1173Ss

337.16s

L57.74s

167.27s

95.73s

163.08s

117.85s

27728s

296.n2s

23L.76s

350.4¿s

667.44s

420,79s

s 2,023.83

S 7,0L4.6-,

s L,s94:r4

s s,s1s.28

458 Bu¡lding storase storate: Building Perm¡t 0.0036 
x FBHR Blll Ea

Addifiônâl Sñ Fi
51 & 52: lA, lB 12,500

459 Bu¡ld¡ng storâBe 51&52: l14ll14VA,lV Storâge: BuildingPlanCheck o.ooo2 x FBHR 5Bl Eâ

Àdd¡tiôñãl çñ F+
12,500

460 Bu¡ld¡ng storage 51&52: l14l¡14VA,lV Storage: Bu¡ld¡ngPermit 0_0027 x FBHR Blll Ea

Âddit¡ônãl Sñ Fr
12,500

51 & 52: llB, Ill4 VB Storage: Building Plên Check o oool x FBHR SBI Ea

Additionâl So Ft
12,500461 Building storage

462 Build¡ng storâse 51 & 52: llB, lllB, VB StorâBe: Building Permit O.OO18 
x FBHR Elll Ea

Àdiir¡Âñrl <â Er
12,500

463 Build¡ng storâse StoraSe: Shêll - Bu¡ldinB Plan Check o_ooo2 x FBHR SBI Ea

Add¡t¡ônãl Sd Ft
51 &52: lA,lS 12,500

464 Building storãge 0-0024 x FBHR B¡ll Ea

Âdditiôn:l Sñ Ft
Storãge: Shell - Bu¡ld¡ng Perm¡t51 & 52: lA, lB 72,5O0

51&52: llAlll4VA,lV Storãge Shell-Bu¡¡d¡ngPlanChæk o-ooo1 
T FBHR sBl E"

Addiriñnâl Sô Ft
12,500465 Bu¡lding storate

466 Bu¡ld¡ng storage 51&52: llA,ll¡ÀVAIV Storâge: Shell-BuildingPermit o oo18 x FSHR Blll Ea

Àdditiônâl Sd Ft
12,500

51&52:llB,lllB,VB Storage: Shell-Bu¡ldingPlanCheck o.oool x FBHR SBI Ea

Additionãl So- Ft
12,500467 Building Storãge

468 Building storâEe 51 & s2: llB, lllB, VB Storate: Shell - Building Perm¡t o-ootz * FBHR Blll E"
A¡diti^ñ:l <ñ Fr

12,500

o.oot¡ " 
FBHR sBl E"

Add¡t¡oñãl Sd Ft
storâge: Basic shell Tl - Bu¡lding Plan Checks1 & 52: lÀ lB 7,250469 Bu¡ld¡ng storage

470 Building storâBe 0.015 x FBHR Blll Ea

Additi^h:l Sñ Ft
Storage: Basic Shell Tl - Bu¡ldinB Permits1 & 52: 14 lB 1,250

sl & 52: ll4 lll4 VA, lV SbraBe: B¿sic shell Tl - Building Pl¿n check o-oo1 x FBHR sBl Ea

Addit¡onal So- Ft
!,250471 Build¡ng slorage

Monuhent SiEn: BuildlnE Plan Check¿142 Buildins Siens

Monument S¡qn: Build¡nq Permit443 Buildins s¡cns

Monument Sign-llluminated: Build¡ns Plan ch*k444 Buildins s¡sns

Monument Sirn-llluminã ted: Buildinr Perm¡t445 Bu¡ld¡nø sicns

site siPnêse: BuildinR Plan check446 Buildins siens

S¡te Signãge: Building Permit447 Build¡ns sisns

Wãll sien: Buildinc Plãn check¿¡48 Bu¡ldine siqns

449 Buildins signs

Wall Sien-lllum¡nâted: Bu¡ldinp Plan Check450 Bü¡ld¡ns sicns

W¿ll Sicn-lllumin¿ted: Bu¡ldinE Permit451 Buildine siens

Above Ground Spe or HotTub452 Bu¡ldins spâ/HotTub

christmas Tree/Pumpkin Patch: Bu¡ldinc Plan Check453 Buildins sÞeciâl Event

christmas Tree/Pumpkin Patch: Bu¡ldina Perm¡t454 Bu¡ldinP spec¡al Event

SDrav Booth455 Buildinp sDrav Booth

sprav Booth456 Bu¡ld¡ns sorav Booth

457 Building storase - ---- x FBHR SBI Eã
u.u0uJ

^¡¡i+iâñrl 
<ñ E+

Storêge: Building Plan Check51 & 52: 14 lS 12,500

Targeted

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostNoteProject Threshold Uni tFeeRef# Department MajorGroup Group

Cu rre nt

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

224.nOs

50.00s

a74.OOs

129.00s

225.005

1,196.00I
3,953¡0s

900¡0s

2,943¡0s

389.00s

831.00)
264ßOs

505J0s

250.00s

849.00s

157.00s

67.00s

252ßAs

337.00s

274.O4s

395.0!s

9s.00s

290ncs

231ltts

L97.OOs

3,218rr0s

767 rAs

2,453.00$

1,492.00$

4953.00s

roo%

700%

roo%

100%

700%

IOO%

100%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

700%

700%

too.Á

L00%

700%

42%

700%

700%

loo%

IOOPÀ

700%

100%

roo%

700%

100%

roo%

too%

100%

S 129.03

S 22s.83

Estimêt€

Estimate

Est¡mete

S 148.76

s 341.7s

S 373.58

s 790.66

NE\¡]

s 790.6É

s 334.51

S 89.s4

S 774.72

s 243.52

5 Lr4.72

5 243-s2

s 153.64

s s30.s3

S 261.13

S 248.23

s 91s6

S 137.s3

s 264.86

Est¡mãt€

Estimate

Est¡ måte

tlt¡mate

Estimate

Estlmat€

2?l^a9s

197.80s

224-47s

119.69s

t7LAgs

129.03s

22s.83s

s 4953.59

s 1,196.s3

3,953.445

900.17s

2,943.19s

38954s

831.01s

264.43s

506.73s

250.21s

849.83s

157.31s

67.77s

252.13s

337.6rs

27 425s

396.61s

95.73s

290.94s

s 3,218.98

767.44s

s 2,4s3.ss

s 1,492.89

Commerc¡al: El6tr¡cel & Gâs487 Buildine Temporary Utilities

Res¡dent¡a I : Deoos¡t Reouired488 Build¡nE Temoorarv Util¡ties

Commerc¡al Tent Sa le, no Generator: Building Plan
Chê.k

489 Building Tent

Commercia I Tent Sa le, no Generator: Build¡ng Permit490 Buildine rent

491 Building Tent
Commerciô I Tent 5a le, w/ Generator: Building Pla n

Comme¡c¡al Tent Sale, w/ Generator: Bu¡ldina Perm¡t492 BuildinA rent

C¡tv Stãndârd: Buildins Plan Check493 Buildins Trash Enclosure

C¡tV Sbndard: Build¡ng Permit494 Build¡ng Trêsh Enclosure

L,nderqround electrical, Dlumb¡ncand/or g¿s495 Buildine Ulil¡ties to shed

Resident¡ãl Repl¿cement496 Build¡nS Well Heater

Multiole Eouioment Residentiê I ReDlâcement497 Bu¡ld¡ns wall Heãter

Residential Replace498 Building water Heater

Res¡dential499 Building W¡ndowchangeout

Mechanical Permit
Fees

Permit lssuðnce: Res¡dentia I500 Build¡ng

501 Building
Mechanical Permit

Permit Processing Fæ: Commerc¡al eã

472 Build¡ng storage 51&52: llA,lllA"VA,lV Storage: Bas¡cShellll -BulldingPermit o 0113 x FBHR Blll Ea

A¡¡i+i^ñ,1 Sñ F+
1,250

473 Bu¡lding storase s1 & s2: llB, l¡lB, VB storage: Basic shell Tl - Build¡ng Plan check o oo07 x FBHR SBI Ea

Àddit¡ññâl So Ft
\,250

51&52;llB,lll4VB Storage: BasicShellTl-Bu¡ldingPermit o.0O7S 
x FBHR Blll Ea

Àdd¡t¡õnãl Sd Fr
1,250474 Bu¡ld¡ng storâBe

475 Building storese o 0017 x FBHR 5BI Ea

Âddi+inñ:l çñ E+
s1 & s2: 14 lB 7,250storage: Tl - Building Plen Check

0_0239 x FBHR Blll Ea

Âdditiônãl Sd Ft
Storage: Tl - Build¡ng Permit51 & 52: lA, lB r,2s0476 Bu¡ld¡ng storase

477 Bu¡ld¡ng storage 51 & 52: l14 lllA, VA lV Storâee: Tl - Bu¡ldin8 Plan Check - ---- x FBHRSBI Eâ

À¡di+¡^nâl <â Fr
1,250

51 & 52: ¡lA lllA, VA lV Storage: Tl - Bulld¡ng Perm¡t 0.0179 
x FBHR Blll Eè

Add¡tiônål Sd Fr
1,250478 Building storâse

479 Bu¡ld¡ng storase 51 & 52: llB, lllB, VB Sto.aSe: Tl - Build¡n8 Plên Check o ooog x FBHR 5Bl Ea

À¡diliâñâl <á E+
r,2s0

51 & 52: l¡8, lllB, VB Storâge: Tl - Build¡ng Perm¡t ^---^ xFBHRBlllEa
Additlônãl Sd Ft

7,250480 Bu¡ld¡ng storege

481 Building storãge Rack
25,000 sq ft. o¡ portion

<50,000 5q. Ft. Build¡ng: Build¡ng Plan Check

25,000 sq. ft. or portion
thereôf 1 11 hoúr of sBl

é0,000 Sq. FL Build¡ng: Bu¡lding Perm¡t482 Bu¡ld¡nt storâge Râck

Aoolicat¡on to Ex¡stine Home483 Bu¡ld¡ng Stucco

Residential SwimminÍ Pool484 Buildine sw¡mm¡nt Pool

Comherc¡al Sw¡mming Pool Plan Rev¡ew485 Bu¡ldins swimm¡ns Pool

Commerc¡al sw¡mmini Pool lnsDect¡on486 Buildine swimm¡nE Pool

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended Feetull costUni tProject Th resholdFee Fee

Current
NoteRef# Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

LO,74I
t0.74s

70-74s

LO.7 4s

L0,74s

19.70s

26.87s

40.01s

66.88s

70.74s

13.14s

70.74s

13.14s

10.74$

L3.L4s

10,74$

t0.74s

L0.74s

10.74$

538s

70.74s

L0.74s

to.74I
r0.74s

10.74s

roo%

700%

L00%

100%

700%

LO0%

100%

700%

too%

700%

100%

100%

!oo%

700%

t00%

roo%

!oo%

700%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

toov"

700%

S 10.74

S to.74

S 10.74

S 10.74

S 19.70

S 26.87

S 40.01

s 66.88

S to.74

s 10.74

s 13.14

s 10.74

5 70.74

s 1074

s 10.74

s s.3€

5 70.74

S ro.74

s 10.74

s 10.74

S 10.74

s 70.74

s 13.14

s 1074

S 13.14

lo.74s

L0.74s

10.74s

70.74s

70.74s

LO.74s

t9.74s

26.a7$

40,0ts

56.88s

70.74s

13.14s

70.74s

13.14s

70.74s

13.14s

''0.74
s

70.74$

r0.74s

ao.74s

5.38$

10.74s

L0,74s

70.74s

to-74s

526 Building
Mechanical Permit

Compressor: 0-3 Horsepower ea

512 Building
Mæhanicâl Permit

Appl¡ance Vents ea

513 Building
Mechânical Perm¡t

Heati ng Applia nce ea

514 Building lvlechenical Perm¡t
Refr¡gerat¡on l.Jnit ea

515 Building Mechanical Permit
cooling Un¡t ea

516 Bu¡ld¡ng
Mechan¡cal Perm¡t

Absorpt¡on un¡t ea

fMechan¡cal Permit
Heating System ea517 Building

518 Building
N4echan¡cal Permit

eaCool¡ng System

Mechanicâl Permit
Fees

Absorpt¡on System eã519 Bu¡ld¡ng

520 Building Mechanicãl Permit
Evaporative Cooling System ea

Mechanical Perm¡t
Fees

Boiler:0-3 Horsepo@r ea52L Building

522 Building
N¡echân¡cal Perm¡t

Bo¡ler: 3,1-15 Horsepower ea

Mechãn¡cal Pe¡mit
Fees

Bo¡ler; 15.1-30 Horsepower523 Bu¡ld¡ng ea

524 Building
Mechanical Perm¡t

Boilerì 30.1-50 Horsepower ea

Mechan¡cal Permit
Fees

Boiler: 50,1 Horsepower ee525 Building

Mechanical Perm¡t
Forced-Air Furnace: 100,000 BTU/h or less eâ502 Build¡ng

503 Building Forced-A¡r Furnace:100,000 BTU/h or more
Mechãnicål Permit

eê

504 Build¡ng
Mechan¡cal Perm¡t

Gravity Furnece:100,000 BTU/h or less ea

505 Building Grãvity Furnace:100,000 BTU/h or more
ÌMechan¡cal Perm¡t

ea

506 Build¡ng Mechan¡ca¡ Permit
Burner: 100,000 BTU/h or less eâ

Mechanicãl Permit

Fees
Burner:100,000 BTU/h or more507 Building ea

508 Building
fvlechãn¡cal Perm¡t

Floor Furnâce ea

509 Bu¡lding Suspended Heãter
Mechãnicâl Permlt

ea

51.0 Bu¡ld¡ng
Mechanicål Perm¡t

WaIl-Heãter-Ræessed ee

Floor-Moúnted llnit Heeter
Mechênical Permit

ea
Fees

511 Building

-Ia rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject Th reshol d Fee

Curre n I
Uni tNoteFeeRefå Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

13.14$

7.76s

538s

7.76s

7.76s

13.14s

s3.75s

7.7Cs

7'.ß2s

78.78s

108.02s

129.00s

225.00s

1933!s

16725s

19.70s

26'87s

40.01s

66.88s

10,74$

19.70s

26.a1s

40.01$

66,88s

7.76s

100%

L00%

7000/"

roo%

100%

100%

700%

700%

100%

100%

too%

too%

700%

100%

t00%

100%

100%

to0%

too%

700%

!00%

100%

700%

100%

700%

5 7.76

S 7.76

s 13.14

S s3.7s

S 7.76

s 7r.02

S 78.78

5 108.02

5 129.03

S 22s.83

S 193.33

S 767.2s

5 19.70

5 26.87

5 40.01

S 66.88

s 10.74

S 19.7c

s 26.87

s 40.01

S 66.88

5 776

s 13.14

S 7.76

s s.38

7.76s

13-14s

7,76s

5.38s

7.76s

7.75s

13,14s

53.75I
7,76s

7L.O2$

74,78s

108.02s

129.03$

22583s

193.33s

L67 2ss

19.70s

26.47s

40.0¡s

65:8s

10.74s

19-70s

2647s

40.01s

66.88s

System Fee Schedule: Gas connection prior to permitPlumbinB Permit
eaf¡nâl550 Bu¡lding

551 Bu¡lding
System Fee Schedule: Gas connect¡on simultaneous w/Plumb¡nB Perm¡t

ea

533 Building
Mæhanicâl Permit

Absorption System: 500,001-1,000,000 BTU/h eê

Mechan¡cal Permit

Fees
Absorption System; 1,000,000-1,750,000 BTU/h ea534 Building

535 Bu¡ld¡ng
N4echân¡cal Permit

Absorption System: 1,750,000 BTU/h or greêter ea

Mechan¡cal Permit
Fees

A¡r Handling Unit 0-10,000 cfm ea536 Building

537 Bu¡lding Mæhanicâl Permit
A¡¡ Hãndl¡ng Un¡t: 10,001 cfm or greâter ea

lvlechanical Perm¡t
Fêes

Evaporative Coolers ea538 Bu¡ld¡ng

lvlechan¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

Vent¡lation Fa n ee539 Buildinc

Mechanical Permit
Fees

Ventilation system Miscel la neous ea540 Build¡nB

Mechanicâl Permit
Fees

Hood54L Bu¡lding

Mechanical Perm¡t
Fees

I ncinerator-Doñest¡c Type542 Build¡ng ea

543 Bu¡ld¡ng
Mechan¡cal Permit

lnc¡nerator-Commercia I or I ndustria I Type ea

Mechãn¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

544 Building eaM¡scellenæus

545 Build¡ng Mechan¡cal Permit
New SFÞTract: 0-1,500 Sq. Ft. each ea

Mechanicel Permit
Fees

New SFÞTract: 1,501-2,500 Sq. FL each ea546 Bu¡ld¡ng

Mechanical Perm¡t

Fees
New SFD-Tract:2,501-4,500 Sq. Ft each eã547 Building

Perm¡t Process¡nB Fee-Residentiã I

PlumbinB Permlt
ea

Fees
548 Building

549 Building
Plumb¡ng Perm¡t

Fees
Perm¡t Processing Fee-Commerc¡êl ee

Mechan¡cal Permit
Fees

Comprssor: 3.1-15 Horsepower527 Bu¡lding ea

528 Building Mechan¡cal Permit
Compressor: 15.1-30 Horsepower ea

Mechan¡câl Permit
Comprssor: 30.1-50 Horsepower ea529 Bu¡lding

Mechanical Perm¡t

Fees
Comprssor: 50 1 Horseporer ee530 Building

Mechan¡cal Perm¡t
Absorption System: 0-100,000 BTU/h ea531 Bu¡ld¡ng

532 Building
Mechânical Permit

Fees
Absorption System: 100,001-500,000 BTU/h eâ

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostUn rtProject Threshold NoteFeeRefS Department MajorGroup Group

Current
Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

3.58s

3.58s

LO,74s

to-74s

8.96s

1.80s

8.96s

17.925

3.58s

0.8ss

291.80s

334.76s

7.16$

7,76s

7.t6s

L7.92s

L7.92$

7.L6s

26'a7s

53.75s

8.96)

8.96s

1433s

3.5ts

3.58s

100%

700%

loo%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

too%

700%

100%

IOOPÀ

700%

100%

700fÁ

100%

700%

!oo%

too%

700%

700%

100%

700%

700%

IOO%

S 10.74

S 10.74

s 8.96

S 1.80

S 8.96

S r7.s2

5 3.58

s 0.89

S 291.8c

s æ4.7e

s 17 -92

s L7.92

s 7.L6

S 26.87

s s3.7s

s 8.9€

S 8.eÉ

S 1433

s 3.s8

S 3.sB

5 3.s8

S 3.s8

S 7.16

S 7.16

S 7.16

3.s8s

3.s8s

10.74s

70.74s

8.96s

1¡0s

8.96s

77 -92s

3.58s

0.89s

29130s

334.76s

7.76s

7.76s

7.16s

77.92s

L7.92s

7.t6s

26.47s

53.75s

8.96s

8.96s

14.33s

3.58s

3.s8s

576 Build¡ng
Plumb¡nB Permit

New SFD-Tract:1,501-2,500 5q, Ft. each ea

562 Bu¡ld¡ng I nduslriâ I Waste P¡etreathent I nterceptor
Plumbing Perm¡t

ee

563 Building Water Pip¡ng
Plumb¡ng Permit

ea

564 Building Wêter-Treal¡ ng Equipment
Plumbing Permit

e¿

565 gu¡ld¡ng Dra ¡nage
Pl umbint Permit

ea

566 Bu¡ld¡ng
Plumbing Permit

Vent Repêir or Alteration ea
Ê

567 Building Lawn Sprinkler
Plumb¡ng Perm¡t

ea

Plumb¡n8 Permit
Fees

Backflow Protect¡on568 Building ee

569 Building Atmospher¡c-type Vacuum geâke.s: 1 to 5
Plumbing Permit

ea

Atmospheric-type Vacuum Bea kers: over 5, per outlet
Plumbing Perm¡t
Fees

570 Bu¡ld¡ng

571 Building Backflow Protect¡ve Dev¡ce:2 ¡n and sm¿ller
Plumbing Permit

ea

Backflow Protective Device: over 2 ¡nches
Plumbing Perm¡t572 Bu¡ldinB ee
Fees

573 Bu¡lding Gas P¡p¡nE:1-4 outlets
PlumbìnB Permit

ea

574 Bu¡lding Gês Piping:5 or more, per outlet
Plumbing Perm¡t

ee

575 Bu¡lding New SFD.T¡act 0-1,500 Sq FL eãch
P¡umb¡ng Perm¡t

ea

552 Bu¡lding PlumbinE F¡xture
Plumb¡ng Permit

eâ

Plumb¡ng Permit
eeTrap553 Building

554 Bu¡ld¡ng set of Fixture on 1 Trðp
PlumbinB Permit

ea

sewetrBuildlng
PluhbinB Perm¡t

ea
Fees

555 Building

556 Su¡ld¡ng Sewer-Trailer Pa rk ea
Pl umbing Permit

Rã¡ nwater Svstems
Plumbing Perm¡t557 Build¡ng ea

558 Building
PlumbinS Permit

eacesspool

559 Bu¡lding Private SêwaEê Disposâl System
Plumbint Permit

eã

550 Build¡ng
Plumb¡ng Perm¡t

Wâter Heater ea

561 Build¡ng Plumb¡n8 Perm¡t
eâ

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject Th reshol d Un itN oteFeeRef# Department Malor Group Group

Curren t

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

l7 -92s

L7.92s

538s

s.38s

5.38s

5.38s

s.38s

L7.92I
t7,929

8.96s

8.96s

a.96s

193.33$

L67.25s

0.8ss

0.53s

371¡5s

129¡0s

225.00s

0.03s

0.04s

0.41s

207A9s

251.16s

334.94s

100%

700%

100%

roo%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

100%

700%

700%

LOO%

700%

100%

IOO%

700y6

100%

100%

700%

700%

700%

t00%

700%

roo%

S s.38

5 s.38

s s.38

S s.38

5 17.92

5 !7.92

S 8.96

5 8.9€

s 8.s€

5 193.33

s 167.2s

5 0.89

S o.s3

s 371.4s

5 129.03

s 22s.83

s 0.03

5 0.04

5 0.41

s 207.49

5 2s1.16

s 334.94

S L7.s2

s L7.92

S s.38

334.94s

l7 -92s

L7.92s

s.38s

5.38s

s.38s

s.38s

s.38s

t7,92s

17.92$

8.96s

8.96s

8.96s

19333s

167.25s

o.89s

053s

371.45s

129.03s

22543s

0.03s

0.04s

0.41s

207,49$

257.76s

Electr¡cãl Permit

Fees
Receptacle: Over 20, each ea601 Building

Electricâl Permit
New SFDTrect Standerd, per Sq. Ft ea582 Bu¡ld¡ng

Electrical Permit

Fees
New SFD-Tract Non-sta nda rd:0-1,500 sq. FL ea583 Building

584 Building
Electrical Perm¡t

New SFD-Tract Non-Stênda rd: 1501-2,500 Sq, Ft. ea

Electricâl Permit
Fees

New SFD-Tract Non-Sta ndã rd: 2,501.4,500 Sq. Ft. ea585 Building

586 Building Electr¡cãl Permit
Cêrn¡valr and Cruisês: Generetor ee

Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

Carnivâls â nd Cruises: Rldes, electrica I ly dr¡ven eê587 Bu¡lding

588 Building Electricel Perm¡t
Carn¡vals and cruises: Rids, mechan¡ca lly driven ea

Electrical Perm¡t
Fees

Ca rnivels and Cru¡ses: Wal k Through Attract¡ons ea589 Building

590 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electrical Permit Carnivâls and Cruises: Displêys havinB electrical

ea

Electricôl Permit
Fees

Carnivals and Cruises: Area Lighting ea591 Building

EIectr¡cal Permit
Fees

Carn¡vals and Cru¡ses: Booth L¡Bhting592 Bu¡lding ee

Elect.icãl Perm¡t
Fees

Temporary Power Pole593 Building ea

Electrical Perm¡t

Fees
Temporary Pedestal594 Building ea

Electrical Permit
Fees

Tempora ry Distr¡but¡on System595 Build¡ng ea

Electricâl Permit
Fees

Tempo.ary Light¡nE596 Bu¡ld¡ng eâ

Electr¡cãl Permit
Fees

eaReceptaclê Outlets597 Building

Electricãl Permit
Fees

Connection of tempora ry elætr¡ca l, prior to perm¡t
ea

f¡nêl
598 Building

Electrical Perm¡t
Fees

Connection of tempore ry elætrica I w/ release of
temooreru eas

ea599 Building

Electrical Permit

Fees
Receptãcle: F¡rst 20, each eâ600 Build¡ng

New SFD-Trâct: 2,501-4,500 Sq Ft each
Pluñbing Permit

ea577 Bu¡lding

Electr¡cal Perm¡t

Fees
Permit Processing FeèResidentiâl ea578 Building

579 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electr¡cal Perm¡t

Permit Processing Fee-Commerclal ea

Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

Mult¡fam¡lv Building, per Sq. Ft eâ580 Bu¡ld¡ng

581 Building
Electr¡calPeh¡t
Fees

Single ãnd Two Fð m¡ly Buildlng, per Sq. Ft. eâ

Ta rge te d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull CostProject Threshold UnitNoteFeeReffl Department MajorGroup croup
Curren t

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

0.53s

0.89s

0.53$

0.89s

049s

0.89s

0.89s

3.58s

3.58I
3.s8s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.stI
358s

0.89s

0.53s

0-89s

roo%

700%

LOO%

r00%

700%

700%

700%

700%

tooyo

100%

100%

700%

700%

700%

lo0%

700%

100%

700%

too%

700%

IOO%

700%

700%

toovo

r00%

S o.s3

5 089

5 0.89

s 0.89

s 0.89

5 3.s8

S 3.s€

S 3.sE

s 3.S€

S 3.sE

S 3.sE

S 3.st

s 3.sE

s 3.s8

S 3.s8

s 3.s8

S 3.s8

s 3.58

s 3.s8

5 3.s8

s 0.89

5 0.s3

5 0.89

s o.s3

S 0.89

3.s8s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

0.89s

0,s3$

0.89s

0.535

0.89s

0.89s

0.89s

0.89s

3.s8$

3.58s

3.s8s

3.58s

3.58s

3.s8s

3.58$

3.58s

3.58s

3.s8s

3.58s

0.89s

0.s3s

Electrical Permit
Air Cond¡tioners-Through-Wã ll ea617 Build¡ng

Electricâl Permit

Fees
eaHeaters-5pace618 Bu¡ld¡ng

Electrical Permit
Food WasteGr¡nders ea619 Bu¡ld¡ng

620 Bu¡lding Electr¡cal Perh¡t
Fees

eaDishwashers

Electrical Perm¡t
Washing Mach¡nes ea621 Bu¡lding

622 Building Electrical Permit

Fees
Wêter Heêters eã

Electrical Perm¡t
Clothes Dryers ea623 Building

624 Bu¡ld¡ng
E¡ectricãl Permit

Fees
Motor-Operated Appl¡a nces eè

Electr¡cal Permit
Non-res¡dentia I Appl¡ê nces ea625 Bu¡lding

626 Building
Éleclrical Permit

Fees
Medicel Devices ea

Electrical Perm¡t
Switch: First 20, each ea602 Building

603 Bu¡lding Electr¡cal Perm¡t

Fees
Sw¡tch: Over 20, each ea

604 Building Electrical Permit
l-¡ghting Outlets: First 20, each eã

Electr¡cal Permit
Fees

Light¡ng Outlets: Over 20, each ea605 Building

606 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electrical Perm¡t

Fees
LiEht Fixtures: F¡rst 20, eãch eã

Electrical Perm¡t
Fees

L¡ght Fixtures: Over 20, each ea607 Building

608 Bu¡ld¡nB
Electr¡cal Permit

Fees
Ughting Flxtures-Pole eâ

Electr¡cal Permit
Fees

LiEhti n g Fixtures-Pl ¿tform-Mounted609 Bu¡ld¡ng ea

610 Bu¡lding
Electrical Permit

L¡ghting F¡xtures-Theatricê l-type ea

Electricål Permit

Fees
Res¡dentiel Appl¡ênces511 Bu¡ld¡nB ea

61.2 Building Electr¡cal Permit
ElectrÍc Ovens-Wê I I lvlounted eã

Electr¡cal Permit
Fees

eaCooki n g To ps-Cou nter-Mounted613 Building

Electr¡cãl Perm¡t
Fees

R¿ nges-Elstr¡c61,4 Building

Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Self-Contained Room ea615 Building

616 Building Electrical Perm¡t

Fees
console ea

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull costNoteProject Threshold Fee

Cu rrent

UnitFeeRef# Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

3.27s

8.16s

16.33$

32.66s

/r8.99s

3.27s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

3.27s

8.16I
1533s

32.66s

4899s

3-27s

8.16s

16.33s

32.56s

/+8.99I

3.58s

3.s8s

3.5€s

3.s8s

3.s8s

100%

700%

L00%

100%

700%

700%

L00%

roo%

700%

100%

too%

700%

100%

100%

100%

700%

roo%

too%

700%

700%

700%

7000Á

100%

100%

100%

5 16.33

s 32.66

s 48.s9

S 3.2i

$ 3.58

5 3.s8

5 3-2t

5 8.16

S 16.33

S 32.6É

5 +s.gç

S 3.27

S 8.1€

s 16.33

S 32.66

s 48.99

s 3.27

5 8.16

s 3.se

s 3.sÉ

s 3.s8

5 3.s8

s 3.s8

S 3.s8

48.99s

3.2ts

8-16s

16.33s

32-66s

48.99s

3-21s

3.58s

3.s8s

3.58s

3.58s

3.27s

8-16s

1633s

32.66s

48.99s

3.27s

8.16s

r6.33s

32.66s

3.58s

3.58I
3.58s

3.58s

3.58s

642 Bu¡ld¡nB
Electr¡cãl Permit

Power Apparãtus, Generators: 1-10 ea

Electr¡c¿l Perm¡t
Fees

Power AÞpa râtus, Generators: 11-50643 Building

644 Building Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Power Appa ratus, Generators: 51-100 eã

Electrical Pe¡m¡t
Fees

Power Appa ratus, Generators: >100 ea645 Build¡ng

646 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electrical Permit

Power Appa ratus, Tra nsformersi <=1 ea

Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

Power Appa ratus, Tra nsformers: 1-10 ee647 Building

648 Bu¡lding Electrical Perm¡t
Power Apparatus, Transformers: 11-50 ea

ElecÈrical Permit
Fees

Power Apparêtus, Transformersì 51-100 ee649 Building

650 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electr¡cal Permit

Power Appa ratus, Tra nsformers: >100 ea

Electr¡cal Permit

Fees
Power Appa ratus, Rectifiers: <=1 ea651 Building

Electrical Perm¡t
Food CabinetsBuilding ea628

629 Building
Electr¡cål Perhit

Beverage Ca binets ea

630 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electr¡cal Permit

lce Cr€ m Cabinets ea

631 Build¡ng lllum¡nâted Show Câses
Electr¡cal Perm¡t

ea

632 Building
Electr¡cål Permit

Drink¡ng Fountains eâ

Electrical Permlt
Fees

Vend¡ng lvlachlnes ea633 Bu¡lding

634 Building Electrlcal Permit
Laundry Mâch¡nes ea

635 Building Other Sim¡ler Equ¡pment
Electr¡câl Permit

ee
F

636 Bu¡lding
Electr¡cal Perm¡t

Power Apparatus, Motors: <=1 ea

637 Building
Electrical Perm¡t

Power Appa ratus, Moto¡s: 1-10 eâ

638 Building Electr¡câl Permit
Power Apparãtus, N¡otorsi 11-50 ea

Electricâl Permit

Fees
Power Appa ratus, Motors: 51-100 ea639 Building

640 Building Electrical Perm¡t
Power Apperatus, Motors: >100 ea

Electrical Perm¡t
Fees

Power Apparatus, Generatorsi <=1 eã641 Bu¡ld¡ng

627 Building
Electrical Permit

Dental Devices ea

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended Feetull CostUn itProject Threshold NoteFeeRefl Departmenl MajorGroup Group

Cu rrent

Fee
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City of Hemet

Commun¡ty Development Fees

32,66s

48.99s

3.27s

8.16s

1633s

32.66s

48.99s

3.21s

8.16s

1633s

32.66s

48.99s

8.r6s

1633s

32.66s

48.99s

3.27s

8.16s

1633s

12.66s

/r8.99s

3.27$

8,16s

1633s

700%

700%

700%

roo%

700%

700%

r00%

700%

700%

too%

100%

700%

toofa

700%

100%

700%

100%

lo0%

roo%

toooa

r00%

L00%

7000Á

100%

S 3.27

S 8.16

S 16.33

S 32.66

S 48.99

S 3-2i

S 8.16

5 16.33

s 3266

5 48.99

s 8.16

S 16.33

s 32.66

S 48.99

S 3.27

s 8.16

s 16.33

s 32.6€

s 48.e9

S 3.27

s 8.16

S 16.33

5 32.66

S 48.99

1533s

32.66s

48.995

3,27s

8.16s

r5.33s

32.66s

48.9Ss

3.27s

8.16s

16.33s

32.66s

48.995

8.16s

15.33s

32.66s

48.99s

3.21s

8-15s

15.33s

32-66s

48.99s

3.27s

8.16s

674 Build¡ng
Electrical Permit

Power Appa ratus, Cook¡ng Equipmene 51-100 eê

675 Building
Electr¡ca¡ Permit

Power Apparatus, Cook¡ ng Equipment >100 ea

660 Bu¡lding
Electrlcãl Permit

Power Appa ratus, Synchronous Converters: >100 ea

661 Building
Electr¡cal Permit

Power Apparatus, Ca pêcitors: <=1 ea

662 Build¡ng Electrical Perfrit
Power Apparâtus, Cê pacitors: 1-10 ea

663 Build¡ng
E¡ectr¡cal Permit

Power Appa ratus, C¿pacitors: 11-50 ea

664 Building Power Appa ratus, Capac¡tors: 51-100
Electr¡cal Perm¡t

ea

665 Building Electrical Permit
Power Appa ratus, Ca pacitors: >100 ea

Electrical Permit
Fees

Power Appa râtus, Heat¡ng-l ndustria l: <=1 ee666 Build¡ng

667 BuildinB
Electr¡cãl Permit

Power AÞpa ratus, Heating-lndustria l: 1-10 ea

Electrical Perm¡t
Fees

Power Appã ratus, Heatingindustr¡ã l: 11-50668 Building eå

669 Building Electrical Perm¡t
Power Appa.atüs, Heat¡nB-l ndustriâl : 51-100 ea

Electrical Permit
Fees

Power Appa ratus, Heãt¡ng-l ndustria l: >100 eå670 Building

571 Building Electr¡cãl Permit
Power Appa rãtus, cooking Equiphene <=1 ea

Electr¡cel Permit
Fees

Power Appê ratus, Cooki ng Equipment 1-10 ea672 Building

673 Building
Electrical Perm¡t

Power Apparatus, Cook¡ ng Equ¡pment 11-50 ea

652 Building Electrical Perm¡t
Power Appa rêtus, Rect¡fiers: 1-10 eê

Electr¡cãl Permit
Power Appa ratus, Rectif¡ers: 11-50 ee653 Building

654 Build¡ng Electr¡cal Permit
Power Appã ratus, Rectifiers: 51.100 ea

655 Bu¡lding Electricel Perm¡t
Power Apparatus, Rect¡f¡ers: >100 ee

656 Build¡ng Electr¡cal Permit
Power Appa râtus, Synchronous Converters: <=1 ea

657 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electr¡cel Perm¡t

Power Appêratus, Synch¡onous ConveÊers: 1-10 eã

658 Building Electrical Permit
Power Apparatus, Synchronous Converters: 11-50 ea

659 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electric¿l Permit

Power Appa râtus, Synchronous Converters: 51-100 ea

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recove ry

Level (%) Recommended teeFull CostProject ThresholdFee Un itNoteRef# Department MajorGroup Group

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

L7.92s

t7,92I
447s

3.58s

22Ã9s

44.79s

8957s

13.14s

13,14s

13-14s

3.27s

8.16s

16.33s

32.66s

48.99$

3.27s

8.16s

1633s

32,66s

/r8.99s

s.38s

5385

17,92I

100%

700.Á

700%

loolÁ

700%

L00%

100%

100%

700%

LOO%

700%

100%

100%

700%

t00%

lo0%

700%

700%

L00%

7000Á

LO00Á

700%

100%

S 481

S 3.s8

s 22.09

S 44.79

s 8e.57

5 13.14

s 13.14

S 13.14

s 3.27

s 8.16

S 16.33

s 32.66

S 48.99

s 3.21

S 8.1É

s 16.33

s 32.6(

S 4899

S s.38

S s.38

S 17.92

S L7.92

S 17.92

77.92s

77.92s

L7,92s

4.81s

3.58$

22Ã9s

44-79s

89.57s

13.14s

13.14s

13-14s

3.27s

8.16s

16.33s

32.66s

48.9Ss

3,27s

8.16s

16.33s

32.66s

48.99s

s-38s

5.38s

EIectr¡câl Permit
Fees

Power Appâ râtus, Appa ratus-Other: >100 ea685 Bu¡ld¡ng

686 Building Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Trolley, eêch 100 ft ea

Electricel Perm¡t
Buswãys-Plug ¡n Type, each 100 ft ea687 Building

688 Building Electrical Permit
Fees

Slgns-One Branch C¡rcuit

Electricâl Permit
Outl¡ne L¡ghting Systems e¿689 Building

690 Building Electrical Perm¡t

Fees
eaMarques

Electrical Permit
Fees

S¡ens-Add¡tionâl Br¿nch Circuits ea691 Bu¡lding

692 Building Electrical Perm¡t
Outline Light¡nE Systems Add¡t¡onal Brãnch Circu¡ß ea

Electr¡cal Permit
Fees

Serv¡c6: up to 600 volts and 200 amperes ea693 Building

694 Bu¡lding EIectr¡cêl Permit
Servics: up to 600 volts ând 201-1,000 ãmperes e¿

Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

Seryices: over 600 volts or over 1,000 ãmperes695 Bu¡ld¡ng

Electrical Permit

Fees
Apparatus-E¡ectr¡ca I695 Bu¡lding ea

Electrical Permit
Feês

597 Building eêConduits

698 Building
Electricâl Permit

Fees
eeConductors

Electrical Permit
Power Apparatus, ga king Equ¡pment: <=1 ea676 Building

677 Build¡ng
Electrical Perñit
Fees

Power Appa râtus, BêkinB Equipment 1-10 ee

678 Bu¡ld¡nB
E¡ectr¡cal Permit

Power Apparatus, gaklnt Equ¡pment: 11-50 ea

Electr¡cal Perm¡t
Fees

Power Apperatus, Ba king Equ¡ pment: 51-100679 Bu¡ld¡ng ea

680 Bu¡lding Electrical Permit
Power Apparâtus, BakinB Equipment: >100 ee

Electricâl Pe.ñit
Fees

Power Appe ratus, Appe retus-Other: +1681 Bu¡ld¡ng ea

682 Bu¡ld¡ng
Electr¡câl Permit

Power Appâ ratus, Appã ratus-Other: 1-10 ea

Electrical Perm¡t
Fees

Power Apparatus, Apparatus-Other: 11-50 ea683 Building

684 Building Electricel Permit
Power Appa ratus, Appa rêtus-Otheri 51-100 ea

Ta rgete d

Cost

Recovery

Level (%) Recommended FeeFull costProject Th reshol dFee Uni tNoteRef# Department MajorGroup Group

Current

Fee
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City of Hemet

Commun¡ty Development Fees

177 30s

4.70s

189.00s

777 rOs

ln¡t¡rl DêÞoslt of4%ol
3Ed¡n8 @nsl.!d¡o¡

@l.whh FBHR ol

¡nvo¡@d pa¡sonna

plus Oútidê Cost!

777 DA$

139¡(I
234¡Cs

430¡(s

L7t Ots

47.60s

143¡0s

192¡0s

96.00$

220þOs

Maîos

116¡04

607¡0s

lnit ial Dêposit of 4% d
BÉdin8 @nslrud¡or

@*sw¡th FBHR 01

¡nrclEd pêMnne

dBOuts¡dc cost!

lnlti¡l D.Fs¡t of 4%ol

3r.d¡u@ß1ild¡on
dJw¡th FBHR ol

¡nvolEd pêEonnrl
plusOúsid. Cd!

390¡0s

21t¡0q

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

1000Á

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

NEI¡/

NEW

NEW

NS

S 3.oc

Nfu

NE\¡!

NE!!

NEW

NEW

Nil
S 3.0(

.3slÕ

s 2s.0(

NE\A

NE\À

29 0aq

From S44
þ S14so

depend¡nE

on cubic
yards

NEW

NM

Nil

777 52s

1393Ss

238¡Ss

430.1Ss

777 57s

47.6:s

143S7s

L92,62s

96.7ts

2204(s

444-rts

1f65¡ç

L77 52s

4.71

v¡riâbl.

Vâr¡åblê

390¡3s

2L7 28s

189!4s

177 32

v¿riablc

607 a1s

Md¡t¡onâl btrecise Grãdin¡

707 Eng¡neer¡ng Plan checkins Grãding
Eros¡on & Sedimenl control

1st Rd¡M per sheet

708 Eng¡neering Plan ch$kin8 crading
Erosion&Sedimentftntrol - . - per sheet

709 En8¡neerlng Plãn chæking crâdlnB
Eros¡on&sed¡mentcontrol - ,- - -
;ì;-. --: -.': - - 3rd Review&Approval per sheel

710 Engineer¡ng Plan check¡ng Gred¡ng
Eros¡on & sediment Control sWppp
Plåns

per shæt

Revis Submi ned Documenbt¡onGradine Perm¡t lssuance711 Eneineer¡nE Pl¿n check¡nc Grad¡nc

GradinÂ Perm¡l lssuance lssoance712 Enc¡neer¡ns Plân chtrkìnr Grad¡nr

713 Eng¡neer¡ng Plån chftkinr cråd¡ng Rseãrch Prwious Permit Documentation
FvrÞñ.¡ôñ/PÁñil,1
GrådinB Permìt

714 Eng¡neer¡ng Plan chæk¡ng cradin8
Grad¡n8 Permit
Fvr.ã<¡áñ/ÞahÂMirl

715 Eng¡neerlng Plan ch€cking Grading
Grâdin8 Perm¡t
Fv+on<i^ñ/pêñq!ãl

lssuãnce

Þer sheet4th &Subsequent Reviil716 Ene¡neer¡ne Plan checkina Gr3dìnr

per sheet717 Ensineer¡ns Plan chftkinÂ GredinE

Trãffìc Contsol Plans per sheet718 EnsineerinE Plan chækin8 crad¡na

Encroachm€nt Perm¡t719 EnpinêêrinÊ Plan checkinc Grâd¡nc

per CYlmoory'Exoort Fee720 Ensíneerine Plân check¡nc Grad¡nR

699 Engineer¡ng Plan check¡ns cradin8
3 Rs¡ews

sinBle Fâmily Home - 1ftre or less
clear&crub-stockpile

ln¡t¡al &positof
496 ofsradi ng

construcüon
coss with FSHR

plus Outs¡de

Cosb

RÉident¡el 50bdiv¡sions700 Engineer¡ng Plan chæking crading
clear&Grub-slockp¡le
lvlass - Rou8h

lnit¡âl Depositof
4% ol Sradins

COSB W¡th FBHR

plus Outside

Cosb

Cohherc¡al S¡t6701 Engineer¡ng Plãn ch<kinB cradin8
clear & Grub - stockp¡ le -
Mass - Rou8h

sinrle Fam¡lv Home - 1 Acre Or less - 1st Rev¡sPr€ise crådinc702 EnE¡neer¡nE Plen check¡n¡ credin.

s¡n¡le Fam¡lv Home - 1 kre Or Less - 2nd R4¡sPrec¡se cradin¡703 EnE¡neerlng Plân ch*kinR cradin.

704 Engineefíng Plan chæking Grading
Single Fãm¡ly Home - 1ture Or bss - 3rd Rd¡ew &

Prec¡se crading

705 Ensíneerins Plân check¡nc Grad¡nR

lnit¡al Depoiitof
4% ofgradlnE
constsuction

costs w¡th FBHR

p¡us Outs¡de

costs

commscial sitesPrec¡se GradinB706 Engineering P¡an ch*kins Grad¡ns

Cost

Leve (%) RecommendedFee AdditionalNotesFu I CôslFee5ub Group

Current
UnrtNoteRefä Department MajorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

Þs. F.. +p.r paræl f.ê ol
42s

&se fêr +per Frelf.. ol
(r.

2,555¡os

3,484,00s

6.00s

509¡0s

34¡0s

596¡0s

434¡!s

1,703.00I
507.o(I

2.708-OIq

8500cs

3.206!rs

4,871.0Cs

2,083.0CI
2,256¡(I
6.614¡f3

318¡Os

1,195.00s

767¡Os

365O03

1,842¡03

1,119.00

1.009¡03

835¡0s

177 ros

lnit¡al Drps¡l of 4%of
construd¡on @iswith

FBHRof¡nvolved
pêrsonncl plus out!¡de

ø*

355¡0$

109¡0Þ

220.005

4400$

L77 SOs

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

700%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

2700aq

NEW

S 14oooo

S 1.640.00

NEW

NM
S 1 2oo.oc

S 2,ooo.oc

NE\4/

Nil
NM
NE\AI

Nil
Nfu
NEU

NEU

s s,ooo oc

I 9,ooo o(

S 3.oc

NEllr

NE\À

NE\/!

s 3.0r

NE\[

NM

NM

NEW

NEW

270-O0E

NEW

4%ol
constructio

6lihatÉ

507.12s

2-70447s

85034s

3.20642s

4,47L5Ís

2,083.6:s

, ,\67tq

6.6t422s

3182(s

1,195,01s

767 a1s

365-71s

1,842¿!s

S 1,r19s(

1.00949s

83673s

177 52$

s 2,sss¡o

S 3,484¡0

ve¡¡¡bl!

356¡!s

10952s

2204(s

444f,7s

177 52s

646s

509.71s

344¡8s

59629

434,56s

1,70335s

vecet¡on - lst Review & ReseerchEãsements730 EnEineerinE Plan ch*kinc MaoÞinr

731 Eng¡neering Plan ch{kins MappinB
Vacation'2nd RwiM- Process Documents - 5Þff

EasemenE

StreetVacet¡on732 Enslneer¡nc Plan check¡ns Mâpping

733 Eng¡neer¡ng Plan checkìn8 MeppinS
Sumhery - 2nd Revjs - Process oocuhenÈ - SÞff

SbælVåcation

DêÞil€d - 1st R€vi.w & R8eârch7?4 Eng¡nÞÞrlnE Plån ch*kinp MáooinÊ

735 Eng¡neeríng Plan checkinB lvlapp¡ng
Deb¡led - 2nd Review - Process Documents - steff

StsedVacetion

Uo To 4 PercelsPeacel MaDs736 Eneinêerine Plen chækins MaDo¡nE

MoreTh¿n 4 Pårce¡s fcommerc¡al)Percal Meps737 Ensineer¡ne Plen check¡hr MeÞD¡h.

3 rev¡ilsPârcel Map Wa¡verParcel Maps738 Encíneef¡ng Pl¿n check¡nE MaÞpìnÊ

3 reviilsRwersion To kreâgeParcel Maps739 Ensineer¡ns Plan checking Mapping

Uo To 25 totsFinal MaDs740 Ene¡neer¡nE Plån chftkinE Mâooinc

3 rev¡4sMor€lhan 25 Lob -->pdd t hr/LolAbove25F¡nal Maps741 Englneerins Plån checkinR MaoDinc

Subdivis¡oh ARreement And Bonds Process¡nRF¡nal Mãps742 Eneineeríns Plân chftkins Mâpp¡na

Bond ReDlâcemênt/ReductionF¡nal Maos743 Ensineer¡np Plan ch*kinc Maoo¡nc

oer shætMaÞs - 4th And subsequent Rs¡ew744 EnEineerínE Plan chæk¡nc lvlaÞD¡nr

R*ord Ofsurvey745 Ens¡neeríne Plân check¡nÂ N4åpÞ¡nc

Amended Mep746 Ensineer¡ns Plan check¡ng Mepping

Certifr câte Of Comoliance747 Eneineerinp Plan check¡ha MeDoinc

certificât€ Of corr*l¡on748 Ene¡neer¡ns Plan checkinE MaDoin¡

centerl¡nelies Rev¡ew749 Engineer¡ng Plan ch*kins Mapping

750 Eng¡neer¡ng Plan check¡ng Mapping LWD Formaùon-pe.cels 1 th.u 10 w/ Engineers Repod 
Bõ€fes+ per pårcel

ConFected

751 Engineer¡ng Plan checkinB Mãppins
LIMD Fo¡metion-Parcels 11 thru 15ow/Enginêers Båse fee+per parcel

fêê ôft2o conùacted

lnit¡al Depositof
4%oi
consbuction
cosb w¡th FBHR

plus outs¡de
Cos ts

lmprovemenl P¡ans Review721 Eng¡neer¡ng PIån chæking
Public/Pr¡vate
lmprovehmts

722 Engineer¡ng Plan check¡ng Permit lssuance - On/Off-S¡te lmprovements
Public/Pr¡vate

Public/Pr¡vate
per sheelTraffìc Contol Plãns723 Eng¡neer¡n8 Plån checking

724 Engineer¡ng Plancheck¡ng
Publ¡c/Private

per sheet4th & Subsequent Revìew

725 Eng¡neering Plan checkìn8 per shedlmprovement Plan Rd¡sion
Public/Pr¡vâte

726 Eng¡neering Plan ch{kins Encroachment Permit
Public/Pr¡vaþ

727 Engineeríng Plan ch<k¡nB per shætPlehs StoråEe/scanh¡nB
Publ¡c/Prìvete

Dedication/ou¡tcla¡m - 1st Revis & ResearchEasementsMåoo¡nc728 Ene¡neerinP Plãn ch€ckinc

729 Eng¡neer¡ng Plån checkin8 MappinS
Ded¡cation/Qu¡tcla¡m - 2nd Rw¡ew - Process
ñô.Íhcnr< - qhff Râñôrt

largeted
Cost

Level (%) Recommended Fee Additíon¿l NotesFull CostUô itSub Group Fee

Current
NoteFeeRelà Depafrment MalorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Commun¡ty Development Fees

hsê fee +pea frelfec pi

Minihum &pos¡t, Based on
Aduâl Cols

&s. fee +per parel lêe 01

(1a

34.00$

502¡0I

2803¡!s

ln¡ti¡l D.pos¡t of4%d
ænstrudion @stsw¡tf

FBHRoliMlvêc
pêÉonnôl plurodsid.

Cd!

242þ(s

300¡(s

97-O(s

lnitlâl &poslt of 4%ol
@nstrud¡on dsw¡th

FBHñof¡nvolÊd
pcrsonnêl plut Oúts¡d.

cosü

4,416¡0s

5,347¡os

3¡00¡[$

a41¡(s

1,669¡(I
7-720rOs

4ßJ0s

Æ.00s

ala¡oq

525r0s

2,333¡0s

3/450¡0s

100%

100%

too%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

S z5.oo

s 2s.00

25-OCs

4% o1

consùuctic
n co5l

6tlmak

NM
NEW

40 0cs

S 4ooc

S 4ooc

s 40.0t

NElT

NE\¡r

NE\I

NM

NEW

s s,000.0(

5 s,ooo.oo

Deposlt

24254s

300¡l$

97 -14

Var¡abl.

84131s

1,669.1(s

17203ts

44f,7s

444,7is

a1a¡t
525.64s

2,333.49s

$ 3,46091

344.03s

502.66

S 2,90323

variabl.

$ 4415¡0

S s,347oo

varieb¡.

sinÊle Familv Home - 1 Acre or LessPrecise Grad¡ncGrãd¡nR768 Eneineer¡ns lnspection

Up to4 parcelsSubdiv¡sion LotsPrec¡se Grad¡nBGrading769 Ensineer¡nE lnspection

Add¡tional btPrec¡se Grad¡ncGradinc770 EnsineerinE lnsoect¡on

ln¡t¡al Depos¡tof
4"ß o¡
consruction
costs with FBHR

plus outs¡de
CosE

Commercial S¡lesPrecise Grad¡ngGrãd¡ng771 Eng¡neering lnspection

ItMD Processinr755 Engineer¡nE Plan check¡nc MaoDìnc

756 Ene¡neer¡ns Plån checkinc stud¡es

Condit¡onãl þhêr Of Meo Rêvis¡on ICLOMRIFnpinêêrins Plâñ chft kinÞ FEMA7\7
bter Of MeD Revis¡on ILOMRìFEMA758 EnE¡neer¡ns Plãn ch*kin¡ studies

hter Of MeD Amendment {LOMAIFEMA759 EnEineerinE Plan ch4klnc studies

Elevat¡on cert¡ficeteFEMA760 Encineerins Plan check¡ns Studies

Flood Zone Clearance Her/FlRmêfreFEMA761 Enøineerlnc Plan checkin! studies

HvdrolowAnd Hvdràulics 0To50kres762 Enp¡neerine Plan Checkinr Stud¡es

50 To 100 kr€s763 Ens¡neerinE P¡ãn chftkinR stud¡es

7@ Eng¡n€er¡ng Plan chsking studies Hydrologyhd Hydrâulics MoreThah 100Acrês
Each ådd¡t¡onal

WåÈr ouåliN Manå!.m.nÌ
ptan (waupi 

- Prel¡minarv765 Engineer¡ng Plan checking Studies

Wâter QuellW Månågement 
F.hel

Plen (wQlvlP)
766 Engineering Plan chskins stud¡€s

lnitiãl Depositof
4%01

conslruct¡on
cosE with FgHR

plus OuÈide
Costs

Clear & Grub -Stockp¡le - Mass - RoughGrådint767 Engineer¡ng lnspect¡on

752 Engineer¡ng Plån check¡hg Mepping
UMD Forhetion-Peacels 151 thru 40OVEng¡neers Base fee+ per percel

Conlråcted

753 Engíneer¡ng Plan checkin8 Mapping LuvlD Formatjon-Parcels 401 + VEnBineers Reporl
Base fee+per parcel

con trâcted

ConÍected -

deposlt of
93,ooo.Add1
cosÈ wìll bê

based on proj€ct
s¡ze ãnd level of
effort s pecl fi c 1o

the d4dopment

cFD (Pub¡lc sâfety) Formation754 Eng¡neer¡ngPlanch€ck¡hg Mãpp¡ng

Targeted

Cost

Level (%) Recommended Fee Addrtron¿l NotesFul Cost5ub Group

Curren t

unilNoteReffr Depanment M¿jorGroup Group
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

345¡0s

23000s

304!0I

lnitiâl D.Þoslì of 4%of

FBHRof¡nvolv.d
pc.@nnêl plur ods¡dê

CBtr

177 nos

24iOs

438¡0s

25400$

177 þOs

10900s

lnitl¡l Depos¡t of4%01
construdlon dswlt¡

FBHRoflnvolv.d
p.rsonnêl plus outs¡d.

CosÈ

lnitl.l Dcæ.lt of 4% of
ænrlrud¡on Gbw¡th

FBHRof involvêd

prÉonn.l plu¡ outsidc
Cñ.

lnitl¡l Depodt of496ol

FBHRof ínrclvêd
pcr¡onnel plus ods¡d.

Gsts

lnit¡al Dêæslt of 4% ol

FBHRofinvolv.d
pcßonn.l plu¡ outsidc

C6s

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

s 3.0c

3-OCç

S 3.0(

S 30(
3.Ots

s 3.0(

S 3.0(

NE\ù

NM

NEW

NEW

NEU

4%of
consfucÙo

n cosl

sllhet!

NEW

1r7 52s

2643!3

438Sts

26495

1r7 94s

345Á3s

230-74s

v.ri.bl.

vår¡ebl.

30427s

V¡.þbk

Veriablê

10952s

V¡.¡¡bl€

lnìt¡al Depositof
4%o1

consûuction
costs w¡th FBHR

plus outs¡d€
&sts

WQMP - Annual lnspecùon PerS¡te778 Engineering lnspection
Pub¡¡c/Pr¡vaþ

Encroachment Perm¡tPerm¡ts

Rs¡dentia I7m EnE¡neerínE Permiß

781 Ensineerlns Permits

s€cond AÞDaoechFnÊinÞÞr¡np Perñ¡ts7A)
Max,2 per lotCurb Core783 Ensineêr¡ns Perm¡ts

S¡ock Pãrty784 Ens¡neerins Permiß

785

ln¡t¡al Depositof
4%or
construct¡on

costs w¡th FBHR

plus ouEide
Costs

Traffic Conlrol lnspælion775 Engineer¡ng lnspect¡on
Publ¡c/Private
lmprovements

ln¡lial Depos¡tof
4%ol
constuction
coss with FBHR

plus OuEide
CosB

776 Eng¡neer¡ng lnspect¡on
storm waler Pollution Prwent¡on Plôn (SWPPP)

lnspftlion
Public/Pr¡vate
lmprovements

ln¡lial oepos¡tof
4% o1

consüuction
cosß wilh FBHR

plus OuEide

777 Eng¡neer¡ng ¡nspection
Wãter Quallty lvlgmt, Plan (WqMP) Fâc¡litjes

lnspect¡on
Public/Pr¡vete
lhprovemflts

lnit¡al Depositof
4%ol
consùuct¡on
costs w¡lh FgHR

plus outs¡de
cos ts

Eros¡on tud Sediment Control Fac¡lil¡es772 Eng¡neerinB ¡nspection Gradins

per hourspec¡ål lnsÞ*tjoncrâd¡ng773 Eng¡neering lnspection

ln¡tial Depos¡tof
4%o1

construction
cosE with FBHR

plus ouEide
Costs

lmprovemenE lnsp&Ùon774 Eng¡neering lnspeclion
Public/Pr¡vale
lmprovemfrts

Ta rgete d

Cost

Level (%) Recommended Fee Additronal NotesFull CostSub Group UnitNoteRef H 0epaftment MãjorGro!p Group

Current
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City of Hemet

Community Development Fees

105J0$

180¡0s

8000s

90.ocs

85.0Cs

lnitlal DêFs¡t of 4% oi
@ßtrud¡on d3wlth

FBHRof¡nvolvêd
pcEonncl plu3 outsld.

cd

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%

100%NEW

S 12o.oo

S 16oo

s 90.00

s 90.00

NÙ
18094s

90-94s

85.83s

Vâr¡abl.

10694s

18094s

per Calkans749 TransporÞlionPsm¡l Mult¡-Trip

per hourDocuments/Plåns Research790

Shoppi na Cå d lmpound Fee {Publ ¡c work)791 Plann¡ne

lnìtiâl Deposltof
4%of
conskuct¡on
costs w¡rh FBHR

plus outs¡de
cosß

ParellelExcavation786 Engineer¡ng PermiÈ

per calFans5¡nEle Trip787 EnP¡neer¡ne Permits

CâlfensPermiB788

Cost

Level (%) Recommended Fee Additronal NotesFul Cost5ub Group UnitNoteRefH Depêrtment MajorGroup Group

Curre¡t
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APPENDIX C - FULLY BURDENED HOURLY RATES

Below are fully burdened hourly rates of staff positions that provide for the services detailed in Appendix B. The

FBHRs were used to determine the full cost of each service. They include the salary and benefit costs for each

position as well as a percentage of departmental overhead and central service overhead applicable based on the

position's department.
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City of Hemet - User Fee
Fully Burdened Hourly Rates

Fully Burdened

Hourly RatePosition Title

Building - Administrative Assistant

Building - Building lnspector I

Building - Building Official

Building - Building Tech ll

Building - Community Development Director

Building - Office Specialist I PT

Building - Senior Building lnspector

Code - Code Comp Manager

Code - Code Enforcment Officer ll

Code - Community Development Director

Code - Office Specialist I

Code - Office Specialist ll

Engi neering - Admi nistrative Assistant

Engi nee ri ng - Engi ne e ri ng Di rector/City Engi nee r

Engineering - Engineering Tech ll

Engineering - Principal Engineer

Engineering - Public Works lnspector ll

Engineering - Sr. Public Works lnspector

Fire - Administrative Assistant

Fire - Fire Captain

Fire - Fire Captain (Admin Capt)

Fire - Fire Chief

Fire - Fire Engineer

Fire - Fire Engineer (Acting Captain)

Fire - Fire Engineer CFD

Fire - Fire Fighter

Fire - Fire Fighter (Acting Fire Engineer)

Library - Librarian

Library - Librarian (currently Acting Sr Librarian)

Library - Library Assistant I PT

Library - Library Assistant ll

Library - Library Associate I

Library - Library Associate ll

Library - Library Page PT

Library - Literacy Coordinator PT

81.16

il.70
146.33

68.6s

t92.s9
21.74

88.49

ttz.65
81.31

2tt.t6
48.89

s9.34

87.86

t96.20

86.58

159.04

87.ü'
10s.25

æ.02
tLg.28

130.69

t76.6L

101.75

113.53

101.45

86.10

9s.18

108.57

125.98

41.26

86.89

92.27

93.05

24.69

63.15
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City of Hemet - User Fee
Fully Burdened Hourly Rates

Fully Burdened

Hourly RatePosition Title

Parks - Lead Maintenance Worker

Parks - Lead Tree Trimmer

Parks - Maint Wkr I

Parks - Maint Wkr ll

Parks - Maintenance Worker ll

Parks - Parks Supervisor

Parks - Tree Trimmer

Planning - Administrative Assistant

Planning - Associate Planner

Planning - Community Dev. Specialist

Planning - Community Development Director

Planning - Planning Tech

Planning - Principal Planner

Police - Community Service Officer
Police - Crime Scene Tech

Police - Deputy Chief of Police

Police - Dispatcher PT

Police - lnvestigator

Police - lnvestigator - Limited Term Prog. PT

Police - Management Assistant

Police - Office Specialist I PT

Police - Police Chief

Police - Police Corporal

Police - Police Lieutenant

Police - Police Officer
Police - Police Officer CFD

Police - Police Sergeant

Police - Property/Evidence Tech

Police - Property/Evidence Tech PT

Police - Public Safety Dispatcher

Police - Public Safety Office Specialist

8L79
87.U
63.32

76.t4
75.39

103.18

80.90

80.42

103.20

60.93

2L5.45

81.rt6

149.95

51.96

æ.72
200.55

1¿l8.38

t04..75

57.L!
86.39

25.94

223.16

111.98

168.96

97.24

96.19

138.78

54.18

30.93

s9.88

47.56
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APPENDIX D - STAFF REPORTS

The documents following were provided by staff and were developed using the analysis from this User Fee Study.

Willdan Financial Services did not review or assist with the staff reports in Appendix D.
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CBC-California Building Code

Buildings are classified by L of S COnStfUCtiOn typeS, each of which can be broken down further into type A

or B,

..- Jyp" I qnd ll are construction types which the building elements are made of noncombustible materials.

Type lll ¡s a construction type where the exterior walls are noncombustible and the interior has different

construction make up.

Type lV is a construction type where Heavy Timber is used and the exterior walls are of noncombustible

materials and the interior has different construction make up,

Type V is combustible construction.

Occupancy Classifications (CBC Clasq are as fottows:

A-ASSembly: Occupancy where persons gather for the purposes of civic, social or religious functions;

recreation, food or drink consumption or awaiting transportation.

A-1: Usually with fixed seats, intended for the production of viewing performing arts or motion pictures,

A-2: Use intended for food and/or drink consumption

A-3: Use for worship, recreation or amusement.

A-4: use for viewing of indoor sporting events.

A-5: Use for participation in or viewing outdoor activities,

B-BUSíneSS,' Occupancy where the use is for office, professional or service-type transactions, including storage

of records and accounts; Banks, post office, car wash.

E-EdUCAtiOllOli Occupancy by more than 6 persons at any one time for educational purposes through the

12th grade.

F-FACtOry.' Occupancy for assembling, disassembling, fabricating, finishing, manufacturing, packaging, repair or

processing operations that are not classified as a Group or S occupancy.

F-1: Moderate-hazard; boats, clothing furniture, etc.

F-2: Fabricating or manufacturing noncombustible materials which do not involve a significant fire

hazardi Beverages; lce, Glass products.

H-HAZilfdOUS: Occupancy where the use, manufacturing or storage of a product creates a hazardous

condition.

':--ã.-
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CBC-California Building Code

H-1: Materials pose a detonation hazard.

H-2: Materials that pose a deflagration hazard or a hazard from accelerated burning.

H-3: Materials that readily support combustion or that pose a physical hazard'

H-4: Materials that are health hazards.

H-5: Seq:r_içonductor fabrication facilities and comparable research and development areas which use

hazardous production materials.

l-lnStitUtiOlldl! occupancy where care or supervision is provided to persons who are not capable of self-

preservation without assista nce.

l-1: Not Used

l-2: Medical care on a 24 hours basis

l-3: Occupants are under restraint or security; jail

l-4: Day Care Facilities; Adult or Child

M-MefCAntile: department store, super market, retail

R-Residential

R-1: Hotel/Motel

R-2: Apartment house, timeshares.

R-3: Single Family Dwelling

R-4: House 6 ambulatory clients, but not more than 16 persons, who reside on a24 hour basis.

S-StOfAge.' occupancy used for storage of non-hazardous occupancy.

S-1: Storage of moderate-hazard storage

S-2: Low-hazard storage;

U-Utility: occupancy that is an accessory structure; carport, retaining wall, tower.
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Police Department
User Fee Study

Fee Compaiison by City

20

19

t4

9

6

Item

32

31

29

27

23

22

27

C¡tat¡on S¡gn off

Sub Code

Abandoned Vehicle Removal

Traffic Collision w / injury

Call for Seruice

Police Report (Non-Collision Report)

Other Agency Citat¡on: Non-

Resident/Resident. HPD Citation Non-

Resident

False 9L1 calls

Witness Fee (Civil)

Clearânce Lètter

Vehicle lmpound Fee

Repossession Fee

Agency Live-scan fee

Traff¡c Collision without injury

Reso 3891

G.c.6253(B)

New Fee

New Fee

Reso 3891

per GC 68097.2 (per

dav)

Reso 3891

22850.5 CVC

Reso 3891

Reso 3891

Reso 3891.

Reso 389L

No charge

Current Fee

s 10.00

5 30.00

5.005

10.00s

275.OO

5.00s

180.00Þ

5 15.00

) 10.00

26.005

s 68.00

s 58.00

Pro00sed Fee

s 198.00

15.005

11.005

15.005

s 31.00

) 5.00

5 10.00

Set by Gov't Code

s 70.00

27.OO5

s 88 00

Menlfee

s 10.00

s 15.00

15.00s

15.005

515 for all

Statute

77.OO5

5 150.00

5 15.00

City residents - No

charge; Non-C¡ty

residents S10

Penal Code 148.3

Murrieta

5 15.00

s 20.00

5 18.00

5 18.00

5 10 00

S18 per report

275.OO)

520 notarized; 515 not
notarìzed

Þ 150.00

27.OO5

s 75.00

Perr¡s

15.00s

s 10.00

5 15.00

5 15.00

s 15.00

515 for all

Statute

17.00s

5 150 00

0 to s150

51oo and over

San lacinto

S20 - all report types

S20 - all report types

No fee

520 - all report types

All are 527.00 No

stipu lations

Statute

see #6

see #6

did not ask

Penal Code 148.3

No pr¡vate property

tows See #29 for
storage fees

Temecula

5 10.00

520 city Resident

S13 county Resident

S20 c¡ty Resident

S13 County Resident

No charge

520 City Resident

$13 County Resident

Statute

17.005

150 005

15.005



Fire Department
User Fee Study

Fee Comparison by City

33

31

30

24

22

18

L0

7

Item

81

80

77

76

50

49

44

37

Sub Code

Commercial Systems

Commercial Systems

Commercial systems

Commerc¡al Systems

Commerc¡al Systems

Commercial Systems

Commercial Systems

Commerc¡al Systems

CommercialSystems

Hazardous Processes Or Occupancies

Hazardous Procèsses Or Occupancies

Speciaf Hazard Services -

Underground or Above Ground

Tanks

5pecral Hazard 5ervrces -

Underground or Above Ground

Spec¡èl Fire Protection Systems

Special Fire Protection Systems

Underground F¡re Sprinkler Piping

lnspection Tenant lmprovement Fire Alarm

Plan Check Tenant lmprovement Fire Alarm

lnspect¡on New Fire Alarm System

Plan Check New Fire Alarm System

Plan Check Tank lnstallation Or Removal

lnspection Hood & Duct Systems

Plan Check Hood & Duct Systems

Plan Check Underground Piping

lnspection Tenant lmprovement

Plan Check Tenant lrnprovement

Sprinkler lnspection New 1-100

Plan Check New Fire 5prinkler System

Plan Check New F¡re Sprinkler System

Annual Permit Hazardous Processes Or Occupancies

lnitÌal Plan Review Hazardous Processes Or Occupancies

lnspection Tank lnstallation or Removãl

5 364.74

s 729.48

$ 364.74

) 227.96

5 227.96

s 273.56

5 273.56

Description Cunent Fee

s 136.78

5 782.37

s 364 74

s 364.74

5 227.96

s 782.37

s 273.56

s 273.56

5 273 56

5 292.OO

s 445.00

s 274.OO

s 330.00

s 242.OO

s 374.OO

Proposed Fee

Hemèt

s 242 00

5 372.OO

s 372.OO

5 368 00

s 274.OO

s 292.OO

s 368.00

s 307.00

5 368.00

s 307.00

Menifee

o
o
o

oz

S 1,086.00

s 5r.6.00

S 18o.oo

S 263 oo

s 180 00

s 573.00

Murrieta

s

s

5 361.00

5 740.OO

s 361.00

s 40o.oo

5 ¡og.oo

s 180.00

s 263.OO

5 srr.oo

S 1,029.00

s 531 00

5 717.OO

5 531.00

510

s 531.00

Temecula

s 964.00

S 948 oo

s 614.00

5 287 00

s 415.00

s 615.00

s 510.00

5 365.00

s 583.00

s 559_00



Library
User Fee Study

Fee Comparison by City

1.

Ref #

8

3

2

2

10

Late Fees: DVDs

Late Fees: Media & Other

Juvenile

Adult
Late Fees: Books - Daily Fee

Þescription

Replacement Card

+ Admin Processing Fee

Replacement Books

Maximum Fee - Juvenile

Maximum Fee - Adult

Computer Time *

s o.so

Hemet

Current

5 4.s0
s 7.oo

Actual Cost

s o.so
5 o.so
s o.so
s o.so
s o.so

t hour free

with Library

card

additional

time 55.00
per hour

s 0.50
$ 0.50
s 0.s0
s 0.s0
s 0.50
s 0.50

l-lemet

Proposed

$7.00 per 60

minutes

s 3.00
s 7.00

Actual Cost

s o.2s

Banning

5 1.oo

$ 10.00

Book Cost

n/a

n/a
5 L.00
s L.00

s 0.2s

No Charge

Beaumont

$ 1.00
s s.oo

Book Cost

n/a
n/a
s o.2s
s ' 0.25
S o.ro
S o.2s

No Charge

s o.2s

Murrieta

5 2.oo
s

Book Cost

S 3.oo
s s.oo
s o.2s
s o.2s
s 0.10

No Charge

s o.2s

s 0.L0
s o.2s

San Jacinto

s 1.00

s 10.00

Book Cost

5 3.00
5 s.oo

No Charge

* Sessions may be timed and/or limited per Day



COMPARISON OF PLANNING FEES - Sept. 2014

conditiônal Use Pèrm¡t:

Major

To City Counc¡l of
Pc decision

To Planning
comm¡ss¡on of
D¡rector decis¡on

Appeals:

. Perm¡t Review

sisns

Pre-Application Rev¡ew-
conceotual

Home Occupat¡on
Permit

Extens¡on of Time

r Minor

Major (PC)

Site Development
Review

Temporary or
Banner

comprehensive
Progra m

Tentative Tract Map

Temporary Use Permit

Specific Plan

Amendment - Maior

Minor
(Director)

Zoning Letter - Basic

Zone Change - Map
DesiEnation

Variance

s1,s10 (Pc)

S925 {Director)

s1,630

54,100

52zo

5220

532

NEW

572s

NEW

522

s11,40o
( Deposit)

s2,o1o

s2,o1o

54,oso

s3,400

Ss,41o

sloo
(for prof¡t)

so
( Non-profit)

524s

Sesl

Ss47

llÊmet
lÞronosedì

s80

s938

540

S1,7oo (Pc)

S725 (D¡rector)

52,036

ss,684

s4,e36 + s10/du
(Res)

54,384 + S15/ac
(Com/lnd )

$¿o

5r,o42

5130
(for profit)

So
( Non-profit)

slo,ooo
(Deposit)

s2,634

slso

54,216

s2,110

57,130 + Sls/lot
(Res)

s6,796+ s2sllot
(Com/lnd)

7.780'

Corona

6,0851

ssos

s78s

r25

4,2654

1,8153

6,485 plus

15ldul

180

7,670 plus

35/lot1

160

g,4!oL'6

1,305

315

4,1951

6,155
+ $20llot

Lake

Elsfnore

3,407'

5,6017

200

S2oo

Per Design

Review

75 (counter)

200(staff)

2,8007

3,1507

6,76O + 121/ac'
(com/lnd);

s,200+
3/du?(sFR);

6,060+
3/du7{ M FR)

50

19,0637

75 - 3 days;

8oo7 - 120 days

21,6777

2,0507

5,851r

2,829

Menifee

s5,38s (1't)

3708

3,155

2,345

1o,oo07

3,3s0 (2"d)

3,970

400 (on bldg )

2,000 (comm)

1,000 (non-com)

1o,ooo7

2,5007

Lo,oo07

480

5,0007

s,375

2o,ooo7

2,400 {minor)
5,000 (major)

1,030 (outdoor)
320 (holidav)

sTso

Mdrèno
Vallev

95

3,611

6,365'

10,9261

750

43

1,3007

121(wall)
483(monu ment)

784

8,0007

8,113'(no
hear¡ng/notice)

4,315 (no hearing or
notice)

'J,1,,6371 + 42 / du lmf r)

114 (basic)

2507( research)

3,5007

NA

329

3,80s'

1,000

s1,ooo

I Murrleta :

1,000

50

L,200

6,0581

NA

938

427e

10,ooo7

5,1041+L5/d u

or 67lac lcom/indl

14,787r +15/du
or 67lac (com/ind)

143 (basic)

71 (add'l /hr)

1o,ooo7

2,971

I2JOO1 +zsllot

s9647

Rlverslde 
:

Countv

1,5007

NA

6981

9,64614'

9,646 1.4'

+5 10/lot

1,5407

NA

NA

NA

9,347.287

4,023 gO7

4,79r.961

92/hour

3,684 541

2,6257

g,rog 621

+24/¿c and 19/lot

2,701.981

Temecula

407

S407

20

2,860 w/hearing
1,450 wo/hearins

3,411,

g,20610

8,2061 (> than 10,000 sf)
11,1481 (10-10O,OOO sf)

1 3,4101 (< than 10o,ooo)

27

2,63r

NA

300-Major
150-M¡nor

34,520\

8,206

26

6,O701

3,946

10,738 (5-34 lots)
12,147 (35-75 lots)

13,919 (7s-166)

15,564 (166+)

1 
Plus fees for public noticing, scanning, and environmental assessment

2 
Plus fees for env¡ronmental assessment

3 Processed as a CUP
aForCommercial/lndustrial/AllOthers TheC¡tyhasarangeoffeesfordifferenttypesofapplications.
s 

PIus fee for scanning
6 Def¡ned as "New chapter"

t lnitial o, M¡nimum Deposit
I 

Site plan conceptual review
e Non-profits get a 25% reduction
10 

No site changes
t1 With development plan



Building Department
User Fee Study

Fee Comparison by City

Ove r-The-Counter Pe rmit
Single Family Dwelling
8,750 5q. Ft. Retail Building Tl Only

8,750 Sq. Ft. Retail Building Shell Only

2500 Sq. Ft.

Plon Review Tosks

s 2,183

Estimated
s E,rsr
Current

$ 740
s 6os
S 1,274

Proposed

Hemet

s e86
5

s 1,170

s 838

5 2,48s $ 874
Menifee Temecula Murrieta

$ßt
s s23

Re-Roof

Swimming Pool

Tract Production Single Family Dwelling

Single Family Dwelling
8,750 Sq. Ft. Retail Building Tl Only

8,750 Sq. Ft. Retail Building Shell Only

Awning

Water Heater

8,750 Sq. Ft. Retail Building Shell Only

Awning

Water Heater
Re-Roof

Swimming Pool

Tract Production Single Family Dwelling

Awning

Water Heater
Re-Roof

Swimming Pool

Tract Production Single Family Dwelling
Single Family Dwelling
8,750 Sq. Ft. Retail Building Tl Only

2500 Sq. Ft.

Permit Fee Tasks

2500 Sq. Ft

2500 Sq. Ft

2500 Sq. Ft.

2500 Sq. Ft.

Total Project Fee

5

s 666

s 3,567

Estimated
S 3,073

Current

S6s
s

s

Current

5 1e3

s 138

S 310
s 7e1
5 2,786

$ 2s8
s L38
s 310
5 7e1
s 3,451
S 5,750

Estimated
5 3,344

5 2,279
Proposed

s

s

s

s

s

S raz
s 50
s 21s
s 486
s 1,690
5 2,7!3
S 2,s14

s 50
s 21s
$ 486
s 1,690
5 3,453
s 3,119
5 ¡,ssg
Proposed

5 212

$

5 s86

s 3,784
5 4,402
s 3,132

Menifee

s

s

s

5 4,302
Menifee

5 278
$ r.r.i.

s L26
$ so1
$ ¡,zs¿

5 278
s 111

s 126

$ sor
5 4,770
5 4,770
$ 4,402

s

S 310

S rsr
S 3se
s 46s
5 7,257

5 3,727

Temecula

5 776
S 2,095

N/A
5 6,212

Temécula

s 136

$82

s 136

s82
s 181

S 3ss

s3s
(
$23
$3s
5 ¡oz

5 132
5 132

S 7s3
$ 838
$ ssz
5 L,249
Murrieta

s 1,060
5 L,62s
5 r.,110
5 2,123

Murrieta

5 206
s84

$ 241
S84
s 1ss
s 167



Engineering Department
User Fee Study

Fee Comparison by City

732-

735

72r

Ref #

740

774

Street Vacation

Public lmprovements Plan Check

Task

Public lmprovements lnspection

Final Tract Map

4% of Construction Cost -

Estimated

Hemet Current Fee

S1,2oo

Summary: 5270
Full: 5540

4% of Construction Cost -

Estimated

lnitial deposit (4% of constr. cost)

with charges at FBHR of
personnel, plus any outside costs

Hemet Proposed Fee

56,614 (<25 lots) plus L-hour/lot
over 25 lots

Summary: 52,2L0 Full: 53,558

lnitial deposit (4% of constr. cost)

with charges at FBHR of
personnel, plus any outside costs

5820/sheet

Menifee

lnitial deposit of $10,Q00

with charges at FBHR of
personnel, plus any outside

costs

Initial deposit of S2,000 with

charges at FBHR of
personnel, plus any outside

costs

nitial deposit (3% of constr

cost) with charges at FBHR

of personnel, plus any

outside costs

Small-3% Constr. cost

Med.-2.5% Const cost

large-2% Const cost

Murrieta

Small-5% Constr. cost

Med.-4% Const cost

Large-3%o Const cost

57,ooo (<25 lots)

Si.o,ooo (<85 lots)

S15,000 (>86 lots)

s3,eoo

$za5 plus 4% of first

520,000 cost estimate, plus

3.5% of next s80,000, plus

3.25Yo over s100,000

Temecula

$+,+u plus 562 per lot

Summary: $983
Full: 53,140

4% of first 520,000 cost

estimate, plus 3.5% of next

580,000, plus 3.25% over

Sloo,ooo
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