
City of Costa Mesa

REGULAR CITY COUNCIL AND SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND HOUSING AUTHORITY

Agenda

City Council Chambers
77 Fair Drive

6:00 PMTuesday, May 3, 2022

*Note: All agency memberships are reflected in the title "Council Member"
4:00 P.M. Closed Session

The City Council meetings are presented in a hybrid format, both in-person at City Hall and 
virtually via Zoom Webinar. Pursuant to the State of California Assembly Bill 361(Gov. Code 
§54953(b)(3))  the City Council Members and staff may choose to participate in person or by 
video conference.
You may participate via the following options:

1. Attending in person:  Attendees are encouraged to wear masks at their discretion. If you 
are feeling ill, you may still participate in the meeting via Zoom.

2. Members of the public can view the City Council meetings live on COSTA MESA TV 
(SPECTRUM CHANNEL 3 AND AT&T U-VERSE CHANNEL 99) or 
http://costamesa.granicus.com/player/camera/2?publish_id=10&redirect=true and online at 
youtube.com/costamesatv.
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3. Zoom Webinar: (For both 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. meetings)
Please click the link below to join the webinar: 
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/98376390419?pwd=dnpFelc5TnU4a3BKWVIyRVZMallZZz09
Or sign into Zoom.com and “Join a Meeting”
Enter Webinar ID: 983 7639 0419/ Password: 905283
• If Zoom is not already installed on your computer, click “Download & Run 
Zoom” on the launch page and press “Run” when prompted by your browser. If Zoom has 
previously been installed on your computer, please allow a few moments for the application to 
launch automatically. 
• Select “Join Audio via Computer.”  
• The virtual conference room will open. If you receive a message reading,
“Please wait for the host to start this meeting,” simply remain in the room until the meeting 
begins. 
• During the Public Comment Period, use the “raise hand” feature located in 
the participants’ window and wait for city staff to announce your name 
and unmute your line when it is your turn to speak. Comments are limited to 3 minutes, or as 
otherwise directed.

Participate via telephone: (For both 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. meetings)
Call: 1 669 900 6833 Enter Webinar ID: 983 7639 0419/ Password: 905283
During the Public Comment Period, press *9 to add yourself to the queue and wait  
for city staff to announce your name/phone number and press *6 to unmute your line when it 
is your turn to speak. Comments are limited to 3 minutes, or as otherwise directed.

4. Additionally, members of the public who wish to make a written comment on a specific 
agenda item, may submit a written comment via email to the City Clerk at 
cityclerk@costamesaca.gov.  Comments received by 12:00 p.m. on the date of the meeting 
will be provided to the City Council, made available to the public, and will be part of the 
meeting record.

5. Please know that it is important for the City to allow public participation at this meeting. If 
you are unable to participate in the meeting via the processes set forth above, please contact 
the City Clerk at (714) 754-5225 or cityclerk@costamesaca.gov and staff will attempt to 
accommodate you. While the City does not expect there to be any changes to the above 
process for participating in this meeting, if there is a change, the City will post the information 
as soon as possible to the City’s website.
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Note that records submitted by the public will not be redacted in any way and will be posted 
online as submitted, including any personal contact information.  All pictures, PowerPoints, 
and videos submitted for display at a public meeting must be previously reviewed by staff to 
verify appropriateness for general audiences. No links to YouTube videos or other streaming 
services will be accepted, a direct video file will need to be emailed to staff prior to each 
meeting in order to minimize complications and to play the video without delay. The video 
must be one of the following formats, .mp4, .mov or .wmv. Only one file may be included per 
speaker for public comments. Please e-mail to the City Clerk at cityclerk@costamesaca.gov 
NO LATER THAN 12:00 Noon on the date of the meeting.

Note regarding agenda-related documents provided to a majority of the City Council after 
distribution of the City Council agenda packet (GC §54957.5):  Any related documents 
provided to a majority of the City Council after distribution of the City Council Agenda Packets 
will be made available for public inspection. Such documents will be posted on the city’s 
website and will be available at the City Clerk's office, 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 92626.

All cell phones and other electronic devices are to be turned off or set to vibrate. Members of 
the audience are requested to step outside the Council Chambers to conduct a phone 
conversation.

Free Wi-Fi is available in the Council Chambers during the meetings. The network username 
available is: CM_Council. The password is: cmcouncil1953.

As a LEED Gold Certified City, Costa Mesa is fully committed to environmental sustainability. 
A minimum number of hard copies of the agenda will be available in the Council Chambers. 
For your convenience, a binder of the entire agenda packet will be at the table in the foyer of 
the Council Chambers for viewing.

The City of Costa Mesa aims to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) in all 
respects. If, as an attendee or a participant at this meeting, you will need special assistance 
beyond what is currently provided, the Clerks office will attempt to accommodate in a 
reasonable manner. Note, Closed Captioning is available via the Zoom application. Please 
contact the City Clerk’s office 24 hours prior to the meeting to inform us of your particular 
needs and to determine if accommodation is feasible 714-754-5225 or at 
cityclerk@costamesaca.gov. 
El objetivo de la Ciudad de Costa Mesa es cumplir con la ley de Estadounidenses con 
Discapacidades (ADA) en todos los aspectos. Si como asistente o participante en esta junta, 
usted necesita asistencia especial, más allá de lo que actualmente se proporciona, la oficina 
del Secretario de la Ciudad intentara de complacer en una forma razonable. Favor de 
comunicarse con la oficina del Secretario de la Ciudad con 24 horas de anticipación para 
informarnos de sus necesidades y determinar si alojamiento es realizable al 714-754-5225 o 
cityclerk@costamesaca.gov.
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CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

PUBLIC COMMENTS Members of the public are welcome to address the City Council 
only on those items on the Closed Session agenda. Each member of the public will be 
given a total of three minutes to speak on all items on the Closed Session agenda.

CLOSED SESSION ITEMS:

1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL-EXISTING LITIGATION
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(1)
Name of Case:  Katherine Sherouse individually and doing business as Camp 
Lila v. City of Costa Mesa, et al., United States District Court, Central District of 
California, Civil Action No. 8:22-cv-00756-JVS-ADSx

2. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL   EXISTING LITIGATION
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(1) 
Name of Case: RDX CATALYST – COSTA MESA LLC, a California limited 
liability Company v. City of Costa Mesa, Orange County Superior Court of 
California, Case No. 30 2021 01214880 CU WM CJC

3. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION – ONE 
CASE 
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(1)
Name of Case: Costa Mesa v. Newport Mesa Unified School District, Orange 
County Superior Court Case No. 30-2021-01179397-CU-WM-CXC.

4. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL   EXISTING LITIGATION – ONE 
CASE 
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(1)
Name of Case: Insight Psychology and Addiction, Inc. v. City of Costa Mesa, 
U.S. District Court, Central District of California, Case No. 8:20 cv 00504 JVS 
JDE
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND HOUSING AUTHORITY

MAY 3, 2022 – 6:00 P.M.

JOHN STEPHENS 
        Mayor 

MANUEL CHAVEZ                           ANDREA MARR
 Council Member - District 4            Mayor Pro Tem - District 3

   JEFFREY HARLAN                     LOREN GAMEROS
Council Member - District 6        Council Member - District 2

      
ARLIS REYNOLDS                      DON HARPER

 Council Member - District 5       Council Member - District 1

 KIMBERLY HALL BARLOW      LORI ANN FARRELL HARRISON
City Attorney                                  City Manager

CALL TO ORDER

NATIONAL ANTHEM  AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Led by Mariachi Juvenil Herencia Michoacana

MOMENT OF SOLEMN EXPRESSION

[Per Council Policy 000-12, these presentations are made by community volunteers
stating their own views. The City Council disclaims any intent to endorse or sponsor the
views of any speaker.]

Pastor Christine Wallington, Seventh Day Adventist Church

ROLL CALL

CITY ATTORNEY CLOSED SESSION REPORT

PRESENTATIONS

1. Proclamation:  Asian American Pacific Islander Heritage Month 22-673

Proclamation:  Asian American Pacific Islander Heritage MonthAttachments:
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2. Proclamation:  Lupus Awareness Month 22-674

Proclamation:  Lupus Awareness MonthAttachments:

3. Proclamation:  National Bike Month 22-675

Proclamation:  National Bike MonthAttachments:

4. Presentation:  Orange County Housing Finance Trust Update 22-677

PUBLIC COMMENTS – MATTERS NOT LISTED ON THE AGENDA
Comments are limited to 3 minutes, or as otherwise directed.
Comments on Consent Calendar items may also be heard at this time.

COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS, COMMENTS, AND SUGGESTIONS
Each council member is limited to 4 minutes.  Additional comments will be heard at the 
end of the meeting.

1. Council Member Gameros

2. Council Member Harlan

3. Council Member Harper

4. Council Member Reynolds

5. Council Member Chavez

6. Mayor Pro Tem Marr

7. Mayor Stephens

REPORT – CITY MANAGER

REPORT – CITY ATTORNEY

CONSENT CALENDAR (Items 1-6)

All matters listed under the Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and will be
acted upon in one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless
members of the City Council, staff, or the public request specific items to be discussed
and/or removed from the Consent Calendar for discussion.
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1. PROCEDURAL WAIVER: APPROVE THE READING BY TITLE ONLY 
OF ALL ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

22-599

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council, Agency Board, and Housing Authority approve the reading by title 
only and waive full reading of Ordinances and Resolutions.   

2. READING FOLDER 22-671

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council receive and file Claims received by the City Clerk: Linda Fredrick 
Oneill; Debra Von Trapp.     

3. ADOPTION OF WARRANT RESOLUTION 22-670

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council approve Warrant Resolution No. 2679

Summary Check Register week of 4.11.22

Summary Check Register week of 4.18.22

Attachments:

4. MINUTES 22-672

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council approve the Minutes of the Regular meeting of April 5, 2022.  

04-05-2022 Draft MinutesAttachments:
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5. WILSON STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, CITY PROJECT NO. 
22-01

22-663

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Adopt plans, specifications, and working details for the Wilson Street 
Improvement Project, City Project No. 22-01.

2. Award a Public Works Agreement (PWA) for construction to All American 
Asphalt, 400 East Sixth Street, Corona, California 92879 in the amount of 
$1,795,390.50 (Base Bid including Additive Bids).

3. Authorize the City Manager and City Clerk to execute the PWA for All 
American Asphalt and future amendments to the agreements within Council 
authorized limits.

4. Authorize a ten percent (10%) contingency in the amount of $179,539 for 
construction and unforeseen costs related to this project. 

5. Approve a budget transfer, reallocating available Community Development 
Block Grant (CDBG) budget in the amount of $600,000 to the Wilson Street 
Improvement Project.

6. Authorize appropriation of Gas Tax Fund balance in the amount of $435,000 
to the Wilson Street Improvement Project.

1. Public Works Agreement

2. Location Map

3. Bid Abstract

Attachments:
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6. AWARD OF CITYWIDE TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE 
CONTRACT

22-665

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Approve the proposed Maintenance Services Agreement (MSA) with Yunex 

LLC for the maintenance of the City’s traffic signals in an amount not to 
exceed $400,000 annually, for an initial term of three (3) years with two (2) 
one-year renewal options for a total of five years.

2. Approve a 10% contingency annually for unforeseen costs relating to the 
City’s traffic signals.

3. Authorize the City Manager and the City Clerk to execute the agreement and 
future amendments to the agreement. 

1. Maintenance Services AgreementAttachments:

AT THIS TIME COUNCIL WILL ADDRESS ANY ITEMS PULLED FROM THE CONSENT 
CALENDAR

------------------------------END OF CONSENT CALENDAR-------------------------------
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

(Pursuant to Resolution No. 05-55, Public Hearings begin at 7:00 p.m.)

1. FISCAL YEAR 2022-2023 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN IDENTIFYING 
FUNDING PRIORITIES FOR THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) AND HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS 
GRANT (HOME) PROGRAMS

22-667

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Hold a Public Hearing regarding the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan.
2. Approve the recommended allocation of $1,137,737 for the Fiscal Year 2022

-2023 Community Development Block Grant.
3. Approve the recommended allocation of $501,749 for the Fiscal Year 2022-

2023 HOME Investment Partnerships Grant.
4. Adopt Resolution No. 2022-XX in order to:

a. Approve the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan.
b. Authorize the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, to submit 

the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development.

c. Designate the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, as the 
official representative of the City to administer the programs and to 
execute and submit all required agreements, certifications, and 
documents required by HUD, and execute all subrecipient agreements for 
the use of funds approved in the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan.

5. Authorize the City Manager or designee to approve staff procedures and 
guideline for the implementation of CDGB- and HOME-funded programs.

1. Resolution

2. Public Service Grant Recommendations

3. 2022-2023 Draft AAP

4. AAP 1 & 5-Year Accomplishment Table

5. AAP Public Hearing & Comment Period Public Notice

6. AAP Map of CDBG Eligible Areas

7. AAP Analysis of Impediments Details

8. AAP Increase Median Area Purchase Price Limit

Attachments:
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2. SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022 
ANNUAL ACTION PLAN IDENTIFYING FUNDING PRIORITIES FOR 
THE HOME-AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN (ARP) ALLOCATION PLAN

22-668

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Hold a Public Hearing regarding the FY 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment 

to the Annual Action Plan.
2. Approve the recommended allocation of $1,816,742 for the HOME-ARP 

Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to the FY 2021-2022 Annual 
Action Plan.

3. Adopt Resolution No. 2022-XX in order to:
a. Approve the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to 

the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan.
b. Authorize the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, to submit 

the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan Substantial Amendment to the U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development.

c. Designate the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, as the 
official representative of the City to administer the programs and to 
execute and submit all required agreements, certifications, and 
documents required by HUD, and execute all agreements for the use of 
funds approved in the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan Substantial 
Amendment.

4. Authorize revenue and expense appropriations, respectively, each in the 
amount of $1,816,742, for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan.

1. Resolution

2. HOME ARP Allocation Plan FY21-22 Draft

3. Public Notice

4. HOME-ARP Survey Results 04272022

Attachments:

OLD BUSINESS:

NONE.
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NEW BUSINESS:

1. RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING PROGRAM 22-639

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Approve revised Residential Permit Parking program guidelines and policies. 

2. Approve an annual residential parking permit fee with an escalating rate 
structure and discount for qualifying low-income residents.

3. Authorize staff and the City Attorney to initiate amendments to the Costa 
Mesa Municipal Code (CMMC) incorporating proposed changes to the 
Residential Permit Parking program and return to City Council for approval 
through the Public Hearing process.

1. Draft RPP Program Guidelines and Policies

2. 2016 City Council Guidelines

3. Data Summary Report and Survey Summary

4. RPP Zoning Map - Source of Impact Report

5. Costa Mesa Residential Parking Action Plan

Attachments:

ADDITIONAL COUNCIL/BOARD MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS, COMMENTS, AND 
SUGGESTIONS

ADJOURNMENT
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-673 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

Proclamation:  Asian American Pacific Islander Heritage Month

DEPARTMENT: City Manager’s Department
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-674 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

Proclamation:  Lupus Awareness Month

DEPARTMENT: City Manager’s Department
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-675 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

Proclamation:  National Bike Month

DEPARTMENT: City Manager’s Department
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-677 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

Presentation:  Orange County Housing Finance Trust Update

DEPARTMENT: City Manager’s Department
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-599 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

PROCEDURAL WAIVER: APPROVE THE READING BY TITLE ONLY OF ALL ORDINANCES AND
RESOLUTIONS

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council, Agency Board, and Housing Authority approve the reading by title only and waive full
reading of Ordinances and Resolutions.
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-671 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

READING FOLDER

DEPARTMENT: City Manager’s Office/City Clerk’s Division

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council receive and file Claims received by the City Clerk: Linda Fredrick Oneill; Debra Von
Trapp.
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-670 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

ADOPTION OF WARRANT RESOLUTION

DEPARTMENT: Finance Department

PRESENTED BY: Carol Molina, Finance Director

CONTACT INFORMATION: Carol Molina at (714) 754-5243

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council approve Warrant Resolution No. 2679

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with Section 37202 of the California Government Code, the Director of Finance or their
designated representative hereby certify to the accuracy of the following demands and to the
availability of funds for payment thereof.

FISCAL REVIEW:

Funding Payroll Register No. 22-08 On Cycle for $ 2,812,692.39 and City operating expenses for
$1,544,539.74
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-672 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

MINUTES

DEPARTMENT: City Manager’s Office/City Clerk’s Division

RECOMMENDATION:

City Council approve the Minutes of the Regular meeting of April 5, 2022.
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Minutes – Regular Meeting – April 5, 2022 Page 1 of 9

CITY OF COSTA MESA
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL AND SUCCESSOR AGENCY TO THE 

REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AND HOUSING AUTHORITY

MINUTES – APRIL 5, 2022

CLOSED SESSION 4:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER - The Closed Session meeting was called to order by Mayor Stephens at 
4:01 p.m.

ROLL CALL

Present: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, 
Council Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr and Mayor Stephens.

Absent: Council Member Reynolds.

PUBLIC COMMENTS – NONE.

CLOSED SESSION ITEMS:

1. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(1)
Name of Case: Costa Mesa v. Newport Mesa Unified School District, Orange County 
Superior Court Case No. 30-2021-01179397-CU-WM-CXC.

2. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL–INITIATION OF LITIGATION–TWO CASES -
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(4) Potential Litigation.

3. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.8, APN: 420-012-16
Agency Negotiators:  Lori Ann Farrell Harrison, City Manager
Negotiating Parties:  State of California
Under Negotiation:  Price and Terms of Payment

4. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9 (d)(1)
Name of Case: City of Costa Mesa v. Ohio House, LLC, a California limited liability 
corporation; Richard Perlin, Nancy Perlin, Dolores Perlin, and Brandon Stump as 
individuals, United States District Court, Central District of California, Case No. 
8:19-cv-01710 DOC (KESx).
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Ms. Hall Barlow, City Attorney, requested to add an item to the Closed Session Agenda The 
item came to the City’s attention after the agenda was posted.

MOVED/SECOND:  Mayor Stephens/Council Member Chavez
MOTION:  Add an item to the Closed Session Agenda
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes:  Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays:  None
Absent:  Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried:  6-0

5. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Pursuant to California Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1)
Name of Case:  Katherine Sherouse individually and doing business as Camp Lila v. 
City of Costa Mesa, et al., United States District Court, Central District of California, Civil 
Action No. 8:22-cv-00756-JVS-ADSx 4.

City Council recessed at 4:04 p.m. for Closed Session.

Closed Session adjourned at 5:50 p.m.

REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL AND SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
TO THE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY

APRIL 5, 2022 – 6:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER - The Regular City Council and Successor Agency to the Redevelopment 
Agency and Housing Authority meeting was called to order by Mayor Stephens at 6:01 p.m.

NATIONAL ANTHEM AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
National Anthem was led by Jeanette Chervony and Council Member Gameros led the Pledge 
of Allegiance.

MOMENT OF SOLEMN EXPRESSION
Led by Pastor Ian Stevenson, Trellis.

ROLL CALL

Present: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, 
Council Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr and Mayor Stephens.

Absent: Council Member Reynolds.

CITY ATTORNEY CLOSED SESSION REPORT - No reportable action.

PRESENTATIONS

Mayor Stephens recognized the Costa Mesa High School Cheerleading Team for winning the 
CIF state championship.
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Mayor Stephens recognized the Sage Hill High School Girls’ Basketball Team for winning the 
CIF Division II state championship.  

Mayor Stephens presented a proclamation for Sexual Assault Awareness Month.

Presentation on the Bikeway and Walkability Committee by Chair McDonald.

PUBLIC COMMENTS – MATTERS NOT LISTED ON THE AGENDA

Flo Martin, spoke on speeding on Arlington Drive and requested safety improvements.

Wendy Leece, commended Chair McDonald on the presentation, thanked the City Council for 
the Sexual Assault Awareness Month Proclamation, requested additional police focus on 
massage parlors, spoke on speeding problems, and spoke on Camp Lila.

Speaker, spoke on the Sexual Assault Proclamation, spoke on the importance of prioritizing 
the budget to support bikeway and walkability projects, and spoke on state legislation.

Wendy Simao, spoke on noise problems at The 12 Gym.

Jenn Tanaka, spoke in support of a letter by the Bikeway and Walkability Committee regarding 
budget recommendations and spoke in support of projects that promote bikeability, walkability 
and safer streets.

Kim Hendricks, showed a powerpoint presentation on Fairview Park.  

Chris Collum, spoke on problems associated with a fire at his home.

Daniel Baume, spoke on volunteering for the Labors of Love events and invited volunteers to 
join the Fairview Park Alliance to remove non-native plants at Fairview Park.

COUNCIL MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS, COMMENTS, AND SUGGESTIONS

Council Member Chavez congratulated the Sage Hill Girls’ Basketball team and the Costa 
Mesa High School Cheerleading team, thanked the volunteers that participated in the Shalimar 
neighborhood clean-up event, congratulated Brenda Emrick on being recognized at the 
Orange County Women Making a Difference awards ceremony, spoke on the police 
department’s appreciation banquet, and spoke on a free eye clinic.

Council Member Gameros, spoke on attending the police appreciation banquet and thanked 
the police and fire departments.

Mayor Pro Tem Marr spoke on attending a meeting with Supervisor Bartlett, attending the 
South Orange County multi-model stakeholders meeting, spoke in support of active 
transportation projects, and spoke on replacing turf with California native plants.

Mayor Stephens spoke on attending the police department awards recognition banquet, spoke 
on the passing of CMPD Sergeant Larry Bersch, CMFD Firefighter Gerald Poarch and Captain 
Barry Adams, and Barbara Van Holt, Estancia High School veteran drama teacher.
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REPORT – CITY MANAGER – Ms. Farrell Harrison spoke on attending the police department 
awards recognition banquet, spoke on the Earth Day festival on April 22nd, thanked Supervisor 
Foley for recognizing Brenda Emrick, spoke on National Denim Day on April 27th, and spoke 
on the Costa Mesa Firefighter and Firefighter/Paramedic recruitment.

REPORT – CITY ATTORNEY – Requested to adjourn the meeting in memory of her father, 
and former Assistant City Attorney Harold Potter Jr.

CONSENT CALENDAR

MOVED/SECOND: Council Member Chavez/Council Member Marr
MOTION: Approve recommended actions for Consent Calendar Item Nos. 1 through 6 except 
for item #5 which was pulled from the Consent Calendar. 

The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS

1. PROCEDURAL WAIVER: APPROVE THE READING BY TITLE ONLY OF ALL 
ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS

ACTION: City Council, Agency Board, and Housing Authority approved the reading by 
title only and waived full reading of Ordinances and Resolutions.

2. READING FOLDER

ACTION:
City Council received and filed Claims received by the City Clerk: Ronald Brewer, 
Chris Corn, Glenn Halperin, Emma Andrade Luna & Cynthia White House, Paula Kemp, 
Thomas Serra, and United Services Automobile Association (USAA).

3. ADOPTION OF WARRANT RESOLUTION

ACTION:
City Council approved Warrant Resolution No. 2677

4. MINUTES

ACTION:
City Council approved the Minutes of the Regular meeting of March 15, 2022.  
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6. ACQUISITION AND REPLACEMENT OF ESSENTIAL POLICE DEPARTMENT 
EQUIPMENT FROM AXON ENTERPRISE, INC.

ACTION: 

1. City Council authorized the use of NPPCGov Contract (League of Oregon Cities) 
No. PS20270 with Axon Enterprise, Inc. for the purchase of Axon Tasers T7.

2. Authorized the City Manager to purchase the Axon Tasers T7 replacing the current 
and outdated Axon Tasers for $446,576 and to execute any necessary documents 
in connection with such purchase, in a form approved by the City Attorney. 

3. Authorized a budget adjustment appropriating $446,576 from the unassigned fund 
balance in the Asset Forfeiture Fund in the Police Department budget for this 
purpose

AT THIS TIME THE CITY COUNCIL WILL ADDRESS ANY ITEMS WITHDRAWN FROM THE 
CONSENT CALENDAR.

5. ORANGE COUNTY REGISTRAR OF VOTERS BALLOT DROP BOX LICENSE 
AGREEMENT

Marc Vukcevich, spoke in appreciation of the additional ballot drop box on the Eastside, 
and spoke on the long lines at the previous election.

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Pro Tem Marr/Council Member Gameros

The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, 
Council Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council approved the License Agreement with the Orange County 
Registrar of Voters (ROV) for placement of Official Ballot Drop Box on City property at 
the Boys and Girls Club of Costa Mesa.
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1. RESOLUTION OF THE CITY’S INTENT TO OVERRULE THE ORANGE COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION’S INCONSISTENCY DETERMINATION FOR 
THE CITY OF COSTA MESA’S 2021-2029 6TH CYCLE HOUSING ELEMENT 
UPDATE

Presentation by Scott Drapkin, Assistant Development Director

Discussion on modifications to specific plans and if modifications would trigger further 
review by the ALUC, and clarification that ALUC is an advisory agency,

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Pro Tem Marr/Council Member Chavez
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, 
Council Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION:  
1.  City Council conducted a public hearing and adopted a Resolution regarding the 
City’s intent to overrule the Orange County Airport Land Use Commission’s 
inconsistency determination for the City of Costa Mesa’s 2021-2029 6th Cycle Housing 
Element Update. 

2.  Directed City staff to forward the Resolution to the Airport Land Use Commission 
(ALUC), and after 45 days schedule a City Council public hearing to consider overruling 
ALUC’s determination.

OLD BUSINESS: NONE.

NEW BUSINESS: 

1.     APPPOINTMENTS TO THE PARKS, ARTS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 
COMMISSION, AND VARIOUS CITY COMMITTEES

Public Comments:

Wendy Leece requested the appointments to the Fairview Park Steering Committee be 
rescheduled since Council Member Reynolds is absent, spoke on a possible conflict
concerning Matthew Garcia, an applicant to the Fairview Park Steering Committee as he is 
also a member of the Harbor Soaring Society, and requested to be reappointed to the Finance 
and Pension Advisory Committee, and also as the citizen at large to the Mobile Home Park 
Advisory Committee.

Marc Vukcevich spoke in support of all the current Bikeway and Walkability Committee 
members to be reappointed and also supports the appointment of Jenn Tanaka to the Finance 
and Pension Advisory Committee.
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Kim Hendricks requested the appointments to the Fairview Park Steering Committee be 
rescheduled since Council Member Reynolds is absent, spoke on a possible conflict 
concerning Matthew Garcia, an applicant to the Fairview Park Steering Committee as he is 
also a member of the Harbor Soaring Society.  

End of Public Comments

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Pro Tem Marr/Mayor Stephens
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council deferred the appointments to the Fairview Park Steering Committee to 
a future meeting per the request of Council Member Reynolds.

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Pro Tem Marr/Mayor Stephens
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council appointed Michelle Murphy to the Parks, Arts, and Community 
Services Commission – District 3.

MOVED/SECOND: Council Member Gameros/Mayor Stephens
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council appointed to the Animal Services Committee:  Regular Members -
Christina Poulos, Lisa A. Harker, Angela Minjares, Sharon Elder, and as Alternates – Brian 
Buckner and Jennifer Tanaka. 

MOVED/SECOND: Council Member Harlan/Mayor Stephens
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0
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ACTION: City Council appointed to the Bikeway and Walkability Committee:  Regular 
Members – Ralph Taboada, Flo Martin, Jimmy Vivar, Bridget Gleason, Andrew Barnes, 
Jennifer Vavra, and as Alternates – Richard Huffman and Benjamin Lechler. 

MOVED/SECOND: Council Member Gameros/Council Member Chavez
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None 
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council appointed to the Cultural Arts Committee:  Regular Members – Rocky 
Evans, Charlene Ashendorf, Justin Fong, Nadine Breslo, Brian Buckner (Term ending 2023).

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Stephens/Council Member Harlan
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council appointed to the Finance and Pension Advisory Committee:  Regular 
Members – Felice Shiroma, Gary Craig, Altaf Wahid, Jennifer Tanaka, Wendy Leece (Term 
ending 2023).

MOVED/SECOND: Council Member Chavez/Council Member Gameros
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council appointed to the Historical Preservation Committee:  Regular 
Members – Gary Parkin, Shaun McGuinness, John McQueen, Lisa Harker, and as Alternate –
Brian Buckner.

MOVED/SECOND: Council Member Chavez/Council Member Gameros
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0
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ACTION: City Council appointed to the Housing and Public Service Grants Committee:  
Regular Members – Virginia Walker, Michael Tou, Christian Sotelo, Lisa Buchanan, and as 
Alternate – Jennifer Vavra.

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Stephens/Mayor Pro Tem Marr
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council appointed to the Mobile Home Park Advisory Committee:  
Independent Citizen at Large – Wendy Leece; Resident Owners – Leslie Chaney-Eames, Tony 
Dougher; Park Owner or Representative – Vickie Talley.

MOVED/SECOND: Mayor Pro Tem Marr/Council Member Gameros
The motion carried by the following roll call vote:
Ayes: Council Member Chavez, Council Member Gameros, Council Member Harlan, Council 
Member Harper, Mayor Pro Tem Marr, and Mayor Stephens.
Nays: None
Absent: Council Member Reynolds
Motion carried: 6-0

ACTION: City Council renamed the Bikeway and Walkability Committee to the Active 
Transportation Committee.

ADDITIONAL COUNCIL/BOARD MEMBER COMMITTEE REPORTS, COMMENTS, AND 
SUGGESTIONS - None

ADJOURNMENT – The Mayor adjourned the meeting at 8:19 p.m. in memory of Barbara Van 
Holt, Barry Adams, Harry Potter Jr., Larry Bersch, Patrick Banks Hall, and Gerald Poarch

Minutes adopted on this 3rd day of May, 2022.

___________________________
John Stephens, Mayor 

ATTEST:

___________________________
Brenda Green, City Clerk 
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-663 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

WILSON STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, CITY PROJECT NO. 22-01

DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT/ENGINEERING DIVISION

PRESENTED BY: RAJA SETHURAMAN, PUBLIC SERVICES DIRECTOR

CONTACT INFORMATION: SEUNG YANG, P.E., CITY ENGINEER (714) 754-5633

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Adopt plans, specifications, and working details for the Wilson Street Improvement Project,
City Project No. 22-01.

2. Award a Public Works Agreement (PWA) for construction to All American Asphalt, 400 East
Sixth Street, Corona, California 92879 in the amount of $1,795,390.50 (Base Bid including
Additive Bids).

3. Authorize the City Manager and City Clerk to execute the PWA for All American Asphalt and
future amendments to the agreements within Council authorized limits.

4. Authorize a ten percent (10%) contingency in the amount of $179,539 for construction and
unforeseen costs related to this project.

5. Approve a budget transfer, reallocating available Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
budget in the amount of $600,000 to the Wilson Street Improvement Project.

6. Authorize appropriation of Gas Tax Fund balance in the amount of $435,000 to the Wilson Street
Improvement Project.

BACKGROUND:

The Wilson Street Improvement Project (Newport Boulevard to Placentia Avenue), City Project No.
22-01, is a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) federally-funded project that seeks to
improve traffic, bicycle, and pedestrian mobility.

The scope of this project consists of the installation of a new crosswalk and median refuge island in
front of Wilson Park, which will encourage safe pedestrian crossing. A new High-Intensity Activated
CrossWalk (HAWK) will be installed at a future date. The project also includes installation of curb
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extensions at certain intersections between Fordham Drive and Fairview Road.

The project will also include parkway maintenance and street rehabilitation. Parkway improvements
will involve reconstruction of concrete curb and gutter, sidewalks, accessible curb ramps, and new
sidewalks. Other enhancements will consist of newly installed bicycle lanes with green conflict zones,
where feasible, green-back sharrows, street striping and markings.

Street rehabilitation will include removal and reconstruction of damaged pavement sections; milling
and overlaying with new asphalt; slurry sealing; adjustment of utility and manhole covers to grade;
and implementation of traffic control.

The proposed street improvement project is located in the Westside neighborhood and is shown as
Attachment 2.

The contractor is required to complete all of the tasks necessary to perform the scope of work as
outlined in the contract documents, plans, and specifications. A copy of specifications and working
details are available for review in the Office of the City Clerk or in the Public Services Department,
and are posted on the City website at:

<https://www.costamesaca.gov/city-hall/city-departments/public-services/capital-improvement-
projects>

ANALYSIS:

The City Clerk received and opened six (6) bids for this project on April 4, 2022. All American Asphalt
is the apparent low bidder with a base bid proposal of $1,061,160. The bid abstract for this project is
included as Attachment 3.

Staff has elected to add the first Additive Bid Item, which is the rehabilitation of Wilson Street from
Harbor Boulevard to Placentia Avenue, for an additional amount of $685,080.50. In addition, staff has
elected to include the second Additive Bid Item, which is the median island and crosswalk
construction across from Wilson Park in the amount of $49,150.

The apparent low bidder’s base bid plus the two additive bid items is $1,795,390.50. The
incorporation of additive bid items will result in a net increase to the base contract in the amount of
$734,230.50.

The license and references of All American Asphalt have been checked and staff has found them to
be in good standing.

All American Asphalt has successfully completed several projects in the City of Costa Mesa including
the Pomona Avenue Improvement Project (from 18th Street to 19th Street), 19th Street Rehabilitation
Project (from Newport Boulevard to Park Avenue), Bear Street Improvement Project (from Baker
Street to I-405 Freeway), Hamilton Street and Santa Ana Avenue Improvement Project, and the
Randolph Avenue Parking and Pedestrian Improvements Project.

Upon City Council award of the PWA, All American Asphalt will furnish the necessary bonds and
insurance, which will be approved as to form by Risk Management. After the award and subsequent
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execution of the agreement, a “Notice to Proceed” will be issued.

ALTERNATIVES:

The alternative would be to reject all bids, re-advertise, and re-bid the construction project. Staff has
determined that re-advertising and re-bidding the project will not result in lower bids and will delay the
project.

FISCAL REVIEW:

Current funding for this project is in the FY 2021-22 Capital Improvement Program (CIP), Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Fund ($1,165,000) and the Capital Improvement Fund ($234,223).
There is sufficient fund balance in the Gas Tax Fund to appropriate an additional $435,000 needed
for the Wilson Street Improvement Project.

LEGAL REVIEW:

The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed the report, prepared the PWA, and approves them as to
form.

CITY COUNCIL GOALS AND PRIORITIES:

This item supports the following City Council goals:

· Strengthen the public’s safety and improve the quality of life.

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Adopt plans, specifications, and working details for the Wilson Street Improvement Project,
City Project No. 22-01.

2. Award a Public Works Agreement (PWA) for construction to All American Asphalt, 400 East
Sixth Street, Corona, California 92879 in the amount of $1,795,390.50 (Base Bid including
Additive Bids).

3. Authorize the City Manager and City Clerk to execute the PWA (Attachment 1) for All American
Asphalt and future amendments to the agreements within Council authorized limits.

4. Authorize a ten percent (10%) contingency in the amount of $179,539 for construction and
unforeseen costs related to this project.

5. Approve a budget adjustment, appropriating available Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) budget in the amount of $600,000 to the Wilson Street Improvement Project.

6. Authorize appropriation of Gas Tax Fund balance in the amount of $435,000 to the Wilson Street
Improvement Project.
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1 
 

CITY OF COSTA MESA 
PUBLIC WORKS AGREEMENT FOR 

CITY PROJECT NO. 22-01 
 

THIS PUBLIC WORKS AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), dated May 3, 2022 
(“Effective Date”), is made by the CITY OF COSTA MESA, a political subdivision of the 
State of California (“CITY”), and ALL AMERICAN ASPHALT, a California corporation 
(“CONTRACTOR”). 

 
WHEREAS, CITY desires to construct the public improvements described below 

under Paragraph 1, Scope of Work (the “Project”); and 
 
WHEREAS, CITY has determined that CONTRACTOR is the lowest responsible 

bidder; and 
 
WHEREAS, CITY now desires to contract with CONTRACTOR to furnish 

construction and related services for the Project; and  
 
WHEREAS, CITY and CONTRACTOR desire to set forth their rights, duties and 

liabilities in connection with the services to be performed. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the covenants and conditions 
contained herein, the parties hereby agree as follows: 

 
1. SCOPE OF WORK. 
 
The scope of work generally consists of street improvements, including installation 

of new concrete curb ramps, concrete driveways, median islands, traffic loop detectors, 
traffic and parking signs, pavement striping and markings, grind and overlay and slurry 
sealing, along Wilson Street from Newport Boulevard to Placentia Avenue, and all other 
work as depicted within the plans and as described within the specifications associated 
with the Project (the “Work”).  

 
The Work is further described in the “Contract Documents” referred to below. 
 
The Project is known as the Wilson Street Improvement Project, City Project No. 

22-01 – Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Federally-Funded Project (the 
“Project”). 

 
2. CONTRACT DOCUMENTS. 
 
The complete Agreement consists of the following documents relating to the 

Project:  
(a) This Agreement;  

 
(b) CONTRACTOR’s bid, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein;  
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(c) Bid package, including notice inviting bids, complete plans, profiles, detailed 
drawings and specifications, including general provisions and special 
provisions. The bid package is incorporated by this reference as if fully set 
forth herein; 

 
(d) Bid Addendum No. 1, dated March 28, 2022. The bid addendum is 

incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein;  
 

(e) Bid Addendum No. 2, dated March 29, 2022. The bid addendum is 
incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein; 

 
(f) Bid Addendum No. 3, dated March 30, 2022. The bid addendum is 

incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein; 
 

(g) Bid Addendum No. 4, dated March 31, 2022. The bid addendum is 
incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein; 

 
(h) Bid Addendum No. 5, dated March 31, 2022. The bid addendum is 

incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein; 
 

(i) Federal Requirements, attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated 
herein; 

 
(j) Faithful Performance Bond and Labor and Material Bond, including agent’s 

Power of Attorney for each bond, attached hereto as Exhibit C and 
incorporated herein; 

 
(k) Drug-Free Workplace Policy, attached hereto as Exhibit D and incorporated 

herein; and 
 

(l) Provisions of the most current edition of The Greenbook: Standard 
Specifications for Public Works Construction (“The Greenbook”). Provisions 
of The Greenbook are incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth 
herein. 

 
 The documents comprising the complete Agreement will be referred to as the 
“Contract Documents.” 
  

All of the Contract Documents are intended to complement one another, so that 
any Work called for in one and not mentioned in another is to be performed as if 
mentioned in all documents. 
  

In the event of an inconsistency in the Contract Documents, the terms of this 
Agreement shall prevail over all other Contract Documents. The order of precedence 
between the remaining Contract Documents shall be as set forth in The Greenbook. 
  

The Contract Documents constitute the entire agreement between the parties and 
supersede any and all other writings and oral negotiations. 

ATTACHMENT 1
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3. CITY’S REPRESENTATIVE. 

  
The CITY’s Representative is Seung Yang, referred to herein as the Project 

Manager (“Project Manager”). 
 
 4. CONTRACTOR’S PROJECT MANAGER; PERSONNEL. 
  
 (a) Project Manager.  CONTRACTOR’s Project Manager must be approved by 
City. Such approval shall be at CITY’s sole discretion. 
 
 (b) Personnel.  CITY has the right to review and approve any personnel who 
are assigned to perform work under this Agreement. CONTRACTOR shall remove 
personnel from performing work under this Agreement if requested to do so by CITY. 
 
 This Paragraph 4 is a material provision of the Agreement. 
 

5. SCHEDULE. 
 

 All Work shall be performed in accordance with the schedule approved on behalf 
of CITY by the Project Manager, and in accordance with the time of performance set forth 
in Paragraph 11 (Time of Performance). 
 

6. EQUIPMENT - PERFORMANCE OF WORK. 
 
 CONTRACTOR shall furnish all tools, equipment, apparatus, facilities, labor and 
materials necessary to perform and complete the Work in a good and workmanlike 
manner in strict conformity with the Contract Documents. 
 
 The equipment, apparatus, facilities, labor and material shall be furnished and 
such Work performed and completed as required in the plans and specifications to the 
satisfaction of the Project Manager or his or her designee, and subject to his or her 
approval. 

 
7. COMPENSATION.   
 
CITY shall pay CONTRACTOR in accordance with the fee schedule set forth in 

CONTRACTOR’s bid. CONTRACTOR’s total compensation shall not exceed One Million 
Seven Hundred Ninety-Five Thousand Three Hundred Ninety Dollars and Fifty Cents 
($1,795,390.50). Such amount includes CONTRACTOR’s Base Bid Schedule (A), in the 
amount of One Million Sixty-One Thousand One Hundred Sixty Dollars ($1,061,160.00), 
CONTRACTOR’s Additive Bid Schedule (B), in the amount of Six Hundred Eighty-Five 
Thousand Eighty Dollars and Fifty Cents ($685,080.50), and CONTRACTOR’s Additive 
Bid Schedule (C), in the amount of Forty-Nine Thousand One Hundred Fifty Dollars 
($49,150.00). 
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 8. ADDITIONAL SERVICES. 
  

CONTRACTOR shall not receive compensation for any services provided outside 
the scope of the Contract Documents unless such additional services, including change 
orders, are approved in writing by CITY prior to CONTRACTOR performing the additional 
services. 

 
 It is specifically understood that oral requests or approvals of such additional 
services, change orders or additional compensation and any approvals from CITY shall 
be barred and are unenforceable. 

 
9. PAYMENTS TO CONTRACTOR. 

  
On or before the last Monday of each and every month during the performance of 

the Work, CONTRACTOR shall meet with the Project Manager or his or her designee to 
determine the quantity of pay items incorporated into the improvement during that month. 
A “Progress Payment Order” will then be jointly prepared, approved, and signed by the 
Project Manager and the CONTRACTOR setting forth the amount to be paid and 
providing for a five percent (5%) retention. Upon approval of the progress payment order 
by the Project Manager, or his or her designee, it shall be submitted to CITY’s Finance 
Department and processed for payment by obtaining approval from the City Council to 
issue a warrant. 
  

Within three (3) days following City Council’s approval to issue a warrant, CITY 
shall mail to CONTRACTOR a warrant for the amount specified in the progress payment 
order as the amount to be paid. The retained five percent (5%) shall be paid to 
CONTRACTOR thirty-five (35) days after the recording of the Notice of Completion of the 
Work by the CITY with the Orange County Clerk-Recorder and after CONTRACTOR has 
furnished releases of all claims against CITY by persons who furnished labor or materials 
for the Work, if required by CITY. 
  

Upon the request of CONTRACTOR and at its expense, securities equivalent to 
the amount withheld pursuant to the foregoing provisions may be presented to CITY for 
substitution for the retained funds. If CITY approves the form and amount of the offered 
securities it will release the retained funds and will hold the securities in lieu thereof. 
CONTRACTOR shall be entitled to any interest earned on the securities. 
  

In the event that claims for property damage or bodily injury are presented to CITY 
arising out of CONTRACTOR’s or any subcontractor’s work under this Agreement, CITY 
shall give notice thereof to CONTRACTOR, and CONTRACTOR shall have thirty-five (35) 
days from the mailing of any such notice to evaluate the claim and to settle it by whole or 
partial payment, or to reject it, and to give notice of settlement or rejection to CITY. If CITY 
does not receive notice within the above-mentioned 35-day period that the claim has been 
settled, and if the Project Manager, after consultation with the City Attorney, determines 
that the claim is meritorious, CITY may pay the claim or a portion of it in exchange for an 
appropriate release from the claimant, and may deduct the amount of the payment from 
the retained funds that would otherwise be paid to CONTRACTOR upon completion of 
the Work; provided, however, that the maximum amount paid for any one claim pursuant 
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to this provision shall be One Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00), and the maximum amount 
for all such claims in the aggregate paid pursuant to this provision shall be Five Thousand 
Dollars ($5,000.00). 
 

10. PROMPT PAYMENT OF SUBCONTRACTORS. 
  

CONTRACTOR agrees to pay each subcontractor under this Agreement for 
satisfactory performance of its contract no later than seven (7) days from the receipt of 
each payment the CONTRACTOR receives from CITY. 
  

CONTRACTOR agrees further to release retainage payments to each 
subcontractor within thirty (30) days after the subcontractor’s work is satisfactorily 
completed. 

 
 Any delay or postponement of payment from the above referenced time frame may 
occur only for good cause following written approval of the CITY.   
 
 11. TIME OF PERFORMANCE. 
 
 CONTRACTOR shall commence Work by the date specified in CITY’s Notice to 
Proceed, unless a later date is agreed upon in writing by the parties. The Work shall be 
completed within fifty (50) working days from the first day of commencement of the Work. 
 

12. TERMINATION. 
 

 (a) Termination for Convenience. 
 
  CITY may terminate this Agreement at any time, with or without cause, by 
providing thirty (30) days’ written notice to CONTRACTOR.  
 
 (b) Termination for Breach of Contract. 
 

(i) If CONTRACTOR refuses or fails to prosecute the Work or any severable 
part of it with such diligence as will ensure its timely completion, or if 
CONTRACTOR fails to complete the Work on time, or if CONTRACTOR, or 
any subcontractor, violates any of the provisions of the Contract 
Documents, the Project Manager may give written notice to CONTRACTOR 
and CONTRACTOR’s sureties of the CITY’s intention to terminate this 
Agreement; and, unless within five (5) days after the serving of that notice, 
such conduct shall cease and arrangements for the correction thereof be 
made to the satisfaction of the CITY, this Agreement may be terminated at 
the option of CITY effective upon CONTRACTOR’s receipt of a second 
notice sent by the CITY indicating that the CITY has exercised its option to 
terminate. 

 
(ii) If CONTRACTOR is adjudged bankrupt or files for any relief under the 

Federal Bankruptcy Code or State insolvency laws, this Agreement shall 
automatically terminate without any further action or notice by CITY. 
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(iii) If CONTRACTOR is in breach of any material provision of this Agreement, 

CITY may immediately terminate this Agreement by providing written notice 
to CONTRACTOR of same. 

 
13. LIQUIDATED DAMAGES. 

  
In the event the Work is not completed, for any reason, within the time required 

including any approved extensions of time, and to the satisfaction of the Project Manager, 
CITY may, in addition to any other remedies, equitable and legal, including remedies 
authorized by Paragraph 12 (Termination) of this Agreement, charge to CONTRACTOR 
or its sureties, or deduct from payments or credits due CONTRACTOR, a sum equal to 
Four Thousand Dollars ($4,000.00) as liquidated damages for each calendar day beyond 
the date provided for the completion of such Work. 
  

The parties hereto agree that the amount set forth above, as liquidated damages 
constitutes a fair and reasonable estimate of the costs the CITY would suffer for each day 
that the CONTRACTOR fails to meet the performance schedule. The parties hereby 
agree and acknowledge that the delays in the performance schedule will cause CITY to 
incur costs and expenses not contemplated by this Agreement. 

 
14. PERFORMANCE BY SURETIES. 

  
In the event CONTRACTOR fails or refuses to perform the Work, CITY may 

provide CONTRACTOR with a notice of intent to terminate as provided in Paragraph 12 
(Termination), of this Agreement. CITY shall immediately give written notice of such intent 
to terminate to CONTRACTOR and CONTRACTOR’s surety or sureties, and the sureties 
shall have the right to take over and perform this Agreement; provided, however, that the 
sureties must, within five (5) days after CITY’s giving notice of termination, (a) give the 
CITY written notice of their intention to take over the performance of this Agreement; (b) 
provide adequate assurances, to the satisfaction of the CITY, that the Work shall be 
performed diligently and in a timely manner; and (c) must commence performance thereof 
within five (5) days after providing notice to the CITY of their intention to take over the 
Work. Upon the failure of the sureties to comply with the provisions set forth above, CITY 
may take over the Work and complete it, at the expense of CONTRACTOR, and the 
CONTRACTOR and the sureties shall be liable to CITY for any excess costs or damages 
including those referred to in Paragraph 13 (Liquidated Damages), incurred by CITY. In 
such event, CITY may, without liability for so doing, take possession of such materials, 
equipment, tools, appliances, Contract Documents and other property belonging to 
CONTRACTOR as may be on the site of the Work and reasonably necessary therefor 
and may use them to complete the Work. 

 
15. DISPUTES PERTAINING TO PAYMENT FOR WORK. 

  
Should any dispute arise respecting whether any delay is excusable, or its 

duration, or the value of the Work done, or of any Work omitted, or of any extra Work 
which CONTRACTOR may be required to do, or respecting any payment to 
CONTRACTOR during the performance of this Agreement, such dispute shall be decided 
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by the Project Manager, and his or her decisions shall be final and binding upon 
CONTRACTOR and its sureties. 
 

16. SUPERINTENDENCE BY CONTRACTOR. 
  

At all times during performance of the Work, CONTRACTOR shall give personal 
superintendence or have a competent foreman or superintendent on the worksite, with 
authority to act for CONTRACTOR. 

 
17. INSPECTION BY CITY. 

  
CONTRACTOR shall at all times maintain proper facilities and provide safe access 

for inspection by CITY to all parts of the Work and to all shops on or off-site where the 
Work or portions of the Work, are in preparation. CITY shall have the right of access to 
the premises for inspection at all times. However, CITY shall, at all times, comply with 
CONTRACTOR’s safety requirements on the job site. 

 
18. CARE OF THE WORK AND OFF-SITE AUTHORIZATION. 

  
CONTRACTOR warrants that it has examined the site of the Work and is familiar 

with its topography and condition, location of property lines, easements, building lines 
and other physical factors and limitations affecting the performance of this Agreement. 
CONTRACTOR, at CONTRACTOR’s sole cost and expense, shall obtain any permission, 
and all approvals, licenses, or easements necessary for any operations conducted off the 
premises owned or controlled by CITY. CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for the 
proper care and protection of all materials delivered to the site or stored off-site and for 
the Work performed until completion and final inspection and acceptance by CITY. The 
risk, damage or destruction of materials delivered to the site or to Work performed shall 
be borne by CONTRACTOR. 

 
19. CONTRACT SECURITY AND GUARANTEE. 

  
Unless previously provided by CONTRACTOR to CITY, CONTRACTOR shall 

furnish, concurrently with the execution of this Agreement, the following: (1) a surety bond 
in an amount equal to one hundred percent (100%) of the contract price as security for 
the faithful performance of this Agreement, and (2) a separate surety bond in an amount 
equal to at least one hundred percent (100%) of the contract price as security for the 
payment of all persons furnishing labor or materials in connection with the Work under 
this Agreement. Sureties for each of the bonds and the forms thereof shall be satisfactory 
to CITY. In addition, such sureties must be authorized to issue bonds in California; 
sureties must be listed on the latest revision to the U.S. Department of the Treasury 
Circular 570; and must be shown to have sufficient bonding capacity to provide the bonds 
required by the Contract Documents. 
  

CONTRACTOR shall provide a certified copy of the certificate of authority of the 
surety issued by the Insurance Commissioner; a certificate from the clerk of the county in 
which the court or officer is located that the certificate of authority of the surety has not 
been surrendered, revoked, canceled, annulled, or suspended or, in the event that it has, 
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that renewed authority has been granted; and copies of the surety’s most recent annual 
statement and quarterly statement filed with the Department of Insurance pursuant to 
Article 10 (commencing with Section 900) of Chapter 1 of Part 2 of Division 1 of the 
Insurance Code. 

 
 CONTRACTOR guarantees that all materials used in the Work and all labor 
performed shall be in conformity with the Contract Documents including, but not limited 
to, the standards and specifications set forth in the most current edition of The Greenbook. 
CONTRACTOR shall, at its own expense, make any and all repairs and replacements 
that shall become necessary as the result of any failure of the Work to conform to the 
aforementioned Contract Documents, and/or standard specifications; provided, however, 
that CONTRACTOR shall be obligated under this provision only to the extent of those 
failures or defects of which CONTRACTOR is given notice within a period of twelve (12) 
months from the date that the Notice of Completion is recorded. 
  

The rights and remedies available to CITY pursuant to this provision shall be 
cumulative with all rights and remedies available to CITY pursuant to statutory and 
common law, which rights and remedies are hereby expressly reserved, and neither the 
foregoing guarantee by CONTRACTOR nor its furnishing of the bonds, nor acceptance 
thereof by CITY, shall constitute a waiver of any rights or remedies available to CITY 
against CONTRACTOR. 

 
20. INDEMNIFICATION. 

  
CONTRACTOR agrees to protect, defend, indemnify and hold harmless CITY and 

its elected and appointed boards, officers, agents, and employees from any and all 
claims, liabilities, expenses, or damages of any nature, including attorneys’ fees, for injury 
to or death of any person, and for injury or damage to any property, including 
consequential damages of any nature resulting therefrom, arising out of or in any way 
connected with the performance of this Agreement. The defense obligation provided for 
hereunder shall apply without any advance showing of negligence or wrongdoing by the 
CONTRACTOR, its employees, and/or authorized subcontractors, but shall be required 
whenever any claim, action, complaint, or suit asserts as its basis the negligence, errors, 
omissions or misconduct of the CONTRACTOR, its employees, and/or authorized 
subcontractors, and/or whenever any claim, action, complaint or suit asserts liability 
against the CITY, its elected officials, officers, agents and employees based upon the 
work performed by the CONTRACTOR, its employees, and/or authorized subcontractors 
under this Agreement, whether or not the CONTRACTOR, its employees, and/or 
authorized subcontractors are specifically named or otherwise asserted to be liable.  
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the CONTRACTOR shall not be liable for the defense or 
indemnification of the CITY for claims, actions, complaints or suits arising out of the sole 
active negligence or willful misconduct of the CITY. This provision shall supersede and 
replace all other indemnity provisions contained either in the CITY’s specifications or 
CONTRACTOR’s proposal, which shall be of no force and effect. 
  

CONTRACTOR shall comply with all of the provisions of the Workers’ 
Compensation insurance laws and Safety in Employment laws of the State of California, 
including the applicable provisions of Divisions 4 and 5 of the California Labor Code and 

ATTACHMENT 1

78



Project and Specification No. 22-01 

9 
 

all amendments thereto and regulations promulgated pursuant thereto, and all similar 
State, Federal or local laws applicable; and CONTRACTOR shall indemnify and hold 
harmless CITY from and against all claims, liabilities, expenses, damages, suits, actions, 
proceedings and judgments, of every nature and description, including attorney fees, that 
may be presented, brought or recovered against CITY for or on account of any liability 
under or failure to comply with any of said laws which may be incurred by reason of any 
Work performed under this Agreement by CONTRACTOR or any subcontractor or others 
performing on behalf of CONTRACTOR. 
  

CITY does not, and shall not, waive any rights against CONTRACTOR which it 
may have by reason of the above hold harmless agreements, because of the acceptance 
by CITY or the deposit with CITY by CONTRACTOR of any or all of the insurance policies 
described in Paragraph 21 (Insurance) of this Agreement. 

 
 The hold harmless agreements by CONTRACTOR shall apply to all liabilities, 
expenses, claims, and damages of every kind (including but not limited to attorneys’ fees) 
incurred or alleged to have been incurred, by reason of the operations of CONTRACTOR 
or any subcontractor or others performing on behalf of CONTRACTOR, whether or not 
such insurance policies are applicable. CONTRACTOR shall require any and all tiers of 
subcontractors to afford the same degree of indemnification to the CITY OF COSTA 
MESA and its elected and appointed boards, officers, agents, and employees that is 
required of CONTRACTOR and shall incorporate identical indemnity provisions in all 
contracts between CONTRACTOR and all tiers of its subcontractors. 
 
 In the event that CONTRACTOR and CITY are sued by a third party for damages 
caused or allegedly caused by negligent or other wrongful conduct of CONTRACTOR, or 
by a dangerous condition of CITY’s property created by CONTRACTOR or existing while 
the property was under the control of CONTRACTOR, CONTRACTOR shall not be 
relieved of its indemnity obligation to CITY by any settlement with any such third party 
unless that settlement includes a full release and dismissal of all claims by the third party 
against the CITY. 

 
21. INSURANCE. 

  
(a) Minimum Scope and Limits of Insurance. CONTRACTOR shall not 

commence Work under this Agreement until it has obtained all insurance required under 
this Paragraph 21 and CITY has approved the insurance as to form, amount, and carrier, 
nor shall CONTRACTOR allow any subcontractor to commence any Work until all similar 
insurance required of the subcontractor has been obtained and approved. 
 

CONTRACTOR shall obtain, maintain, and keep in full force and effect during the 
life of this Agreement all of the following minimum scope of insurance coverages with an 
insurance company admitted to do business in California, rated “A,” Class X, or better in 
the most recent Best’s Key Insurance Rating Guide, and approved by CITY: 
 

(i) Commercial general liability, including premises-operations, 
products/completed operations, broad form property damage, blanket 
contractual liability, independent contractors, personal injury or bodily injury 
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with a policy limit of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00), 
combined single limits, per occurrence. If such insurance contains a general 
aggregate limit, it shall apply separately to this Agreement or shall be twice 
the required occurrence limit. 

 
(ii) Business automobile liability for owned vehicles, hired, and non-owned 

vehicles, with a policy limit of not less than One Million Dollars 
($1,000,000.00), combined single limits, per occurrence for bodily injury and 
property damage. 

 
(iii) Workers’ compensation insurance as required by the State of California, 

with Statutory Limits, and Employer’s Liability insurance with a limit of no 
less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00) per accident for bodily injury 
or disease. CONTRACTOR agrees to waive, and to obtain endorsements 
from its workers’ compensation insurer waiving subrogation rights under its 
workers’ compensation insurance policy against the CITY, its officers, 
agents, employees, and volunteers arising from work performed by 
CONTRACTOR for the CITY and to require each of its subcontractors, if 
any, to do likewise under their workers’ compensation insurance policies. 

 
(iv) Umbrella or excess liability insurance that will provide bodily injury, personal 

injury and property damage liability coverage at least as broad as the 
primary coverages set forth above, including commercial general liability, 
automobile liability, and employer’s liability. Such policy or policies shall 
include the following terms and conditions: 

 
(1) A drop down feature requiring the policy to respond in the event that 

any primary insurance that would otherwise have applied proves to 
be uncollectable in whole or in part for any reason; 

(2) Pay on behalf of wording as opposed to reimbursement; 
(3) Concurrency of effective dates with primary policies;  
(4) Policies shall “follow form” to underlying primary policies; and 
(5) Insureds under primary policies shall also be insureds under the 

umbrella or excess policies. 
 
(b) Endorsements. The commercial general liability insurance policy and 

business automobile liability policy shall contain or be endorsed to contain the following 
provisions: 

 
(i) Additional insureds: The City of Costa Mesa and its elected and appointed 

boards, officers, officials, agents, employees, and volunteers are additional 
insureds with respect to: liability arising out of activities performed by or on 
behalf of the CONTRACTOR pursuant to its contract with the City; products 
and completed operations of the CONTRACTOR; premises owned, 
occupied or used by the CONTRACTOR; automobiles owned, leased, 
hired, or borrowed by the CONTRACTOR.” 

 
(ii) Notice: “Said policy shall not terminate, nor shall it be canceled nor the 
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coverage reduced, until thirty (30) days after written notice is given to CITY.”  
 
(iii) Other Insurance: “CONTRACTOR’s insurance coverage shall be primary 

insurance as respects the City of Costa Mesa, its officers, officials, agents, 
employees, and volunteers. Any other insurance maintained by the City of 
Costa Mesa shall be excess and not contributing with the insurance 
provided by this policy.” 

 
(c) Reporting Provisions.  Any failure of CONTRACTOR to comply with the 

reporting provisions of the policies shall not affect coverage provided to the City of Costa 
Mesa, its officers, officials, agents, employees, and volunteers. 

 
(d) Insurance Applies Separately.  CONTRACTOR’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 liability.  

 
(e) Deductible or Self-Insured Retention.  If any of such policies provide for a 

deductible or self-insured retention to provide such coverage, the amount of such 
deductible or self-insured retention shall be approved in advance by CITY. No policy of 
insurance issued as to which the CITY is an additional insured shall contain a provision 
which requires that no insured except the named insured can satisfy any such deductible 
or self-insured retention. 

 
(f) Proof of Insurance.  Prior to commencement of the Work, CONTRACTOR 

shall furnish CITY, through the Project Manager, proof of compliance with the above 
insurance requirements in a form satisfactory to City’s Risk Management.   

 
(g) Non-Limiting.  Nothing in this Paragraph 21 shall be construed as limiting in 

any way, the indemnification provision contained in this Agreement, or the extent to which 
Consultant may be held responsible for payments of damages to persons or property.  

 
22. PREVAILING WAGE REQUIREMENTS. 
 
(a) Prevailing Wage Laws. CONTRACTOR is aware of the requirements of 

Chapter 1 (beginning at Section 1720 et seq.) of Part 7 of Division 2 of the California 
Labor Code, as well as Title 8, Section 16000 et seq. of the California Code of Regulations 
(“Prevailing Wage Laws”), which require the payment of prevailing wage rates and the 
performance of other requirements on “public works” and “maintenance” projects. This 
Project is a “public works” project and requires compliance with the Prevailing Wage 
Laws. CONTRACTOR shall defend, indemnify and hold the CITY, its elected officials, 
officers, employees and agents free and harmless from any claim or liability arising out of 
any failure or alleged failure to comply with the Prevailing Wage Laws. 

 
(b) Payment of Prevailing Wages. CONTRACTOR shall pay the prevailing 

wage rates for all work performed under this Agreement. When any craft or classification 
is omitted from the general prevailing wage determinations, CONTRACTOR shall pay the 
wage rate of the craft or classification most closely related to the omitted classification. A 
copy of the general prevailing wage rate determination is on file in the Office of the City 
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Clerk and is incorporated into this Agreement as if fully set forth herein. CONTRACTOR 
shall post a copy of such wage rates at all times at the project site(s).  

 
(c) Legal Working Day. In accordance with the provisions of Labor Code 

Section 1810 et seq., eight (8) hours is the legal working day. CONTRACTOR and any 
subcontractor(s) of CONTRACTOR shall comply with the provisions of the Labor Code 
regarding eight (8)-hour work day and 40-hour work week requirements, and overtime, 
Saturday, Sunday, and holiday work. Work performed by CONTRACTOR’s or any 
subcontractor’s employees in excess of eight (8) hours per day, and 40 hours during any 
one week, must include compensation for all hours worked in excess of eight (8) hours 
per day, or 40 hours during any one week, at not less than one and one-half times the 
basic rate of pay. CONTRACTOR shall forfeit as a penalty to CITY Twenty-Five Dollars  
($25.00), or any greater penalty set forth in the Labor Code, for each worker employed in 
the execution of the Work by CONTRACTOR or by any subcontractor(s) of 
CONTRACTOR, for each calendar day during which such worker is required or permitted 
to the work more than eight (8) hours in one calendar day or more than 40 hours in any 
one calendar week in violation of the Labor Code.  

 
(d) Apprentices.  CONTRACTOR shall comply with the provisions of Labor 

Code Section 1777.5 concerning the employment of apprentices on public works projects. 
CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for ensuring compliance by its subcontractors with 
Labor Code Section 1777.5. 

 
(e) Payroll Records. Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1776, CONTRACTOR 

and any subcontractor(s) shall keep accurate payroll records, showing the name, 
address, social security number, work classification, straight time and overtime hours 
worked each day and week, and the actual per diem wages paid to each journeyman, 
apprentice, worker, or other employee employed by CONTRACTOR or any subcontractor 
in connection with this Agreement. Each payroll record shall contain or be verified by a 
written declaration that it is made under penalty of perjury, stating both of the following: 
(1) The information contained in the payroll record is true and correct; and (2) The 
employer has complied with the requirements of Sections 1771, 1881, and 1815 of the 
Labor Code for any work performed by his or her employees on this Project. The payroll 
records shall be certified and shall be available for inspection at all reasonable hours in 
accordance with the requirements of Labor Code Section 1776. CONTRACTOR shall 
also furnish each week to CITY’s Project Administration Division a statement with respect 
to the wages of each of its employees during the preceding weekly payroll period. 

 
(f) Registration with DIR. CONTRACTOR and any subcontractor(s) of 

CONTRACTOR shall comply with the provisions of Labor Code Section 1771 and Labor 
Code Section 1725.5 requiring registration with the DIR. 

 
(g) Davis-Bacon and Related Acts.  Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions, 

this Project is funded in whole or in part with Community Development Block Grant 
(CDBG) funds provided by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD). Federal Labor Standards Provisions, including prevailing wage requirements of 
the Davis-Bacon and Related Acts, will be enforced. 
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23. COMPLIANCE WITH ALL LAWS. 
 
CONTRACTOR shall, at its own cost and expense, comply with all applicable local, 

state, and federal laws, regulations, and requirements in the performance of this 
Agreement, including but not limited to laws regarding health and safety, labor and 
employment, and wage and hours. 

 
24. DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE POLICY. 
 
CONTRACTOR, upon notification of the award of this Agreement, shall establish 

a Drug-Free Awareness Program to inform employees of the dangers of drug abuse in 
the workplace, the penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse 
violations occurring in the workplace, and the employee assistance programs available 
to employees. Each employee engaged in the performance of a CITY contract must be 
notified of this Drug-Free Awareness Program, and must abide by its terms.  
CONTRACTOR shall conform to all the requirements of CITY’s Policy No. 100-5, 
attached hereto. Failure to establish a program, notify employees, or inform the CITY of 
a drug-related workplace conviction will constitute a material breach of contract and cause 
for immediate termination of the contract by the CITY. 
  

25. NON–DISCRIMINATION. 
  

In performing this Agreement, CONTRACTOR will not engage in, nor permit its 
agents to engage in, discrimination in employment of persons because of their race, 
religion, color, national origin, ancestry, physical handicap, medical condition, marital 
status or sex, or sexual orientation, except as permitted pursuant to Section 12940 of the 
Government Code. Violation of this provision may result in the imposition of penalties 
referred to in Section 1735 of the California Labor Code. 
 

26. PROVISIONS CUMULATIVE. 
  

The provisions of this Agreement are cumulative and in addition to, and not in 
limitation of, any other rights or remedies available to CITY. 

 
27. NOTICES. 

  
It shall be the duty and responsibility of CONTRACTOR to notify all tiers of 

subcontractors and material men of the following special notice provision; namely, all 
preliminary 20-day notices or stop notices shall be directed only to the City Clerk and to 
no other department, and shall be either personally delivered or sent by certified mail, 
postage prepaid. 
  

All other notices shall be in writing and delivered in person or sent by certified mail, 
postage prepaid. Notices required to be given to CITY pursuant to this Agreement shall 
be addressed as follows: 
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City of Costa Mesa 
 77 Fair Drive 
 Costa Mesa, CA 92626 
 Attn: Seung Yang 
 

Notices required to be given to CONTRACTOR shall be addressed as follows: 
 
All American Asphalt 
400 E. Sixth Street 
Corona, CA 92879 
Attn: Kimberly Bird 
 
Notices required to be given to CONTRACTOR’s sureties shall be addressed as 

follows: 
 
[To be inserted following award of contract by City Council.] 
 
28. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. 

  
The parties hereto acknowledge and agree that the relationship between CITY and 

CONTRACTOR is one of principal and independent contractor and no other. All personnel 
to be utilized by CONTRACTOR in the performance of this Agreement shall be employees 
of CONTRACTOR and not employees of the CITY. CONTRACTOR shall pay all salaries 
and wages, employer’s social security taxes, unemployment insurance and similar taxes 
relating to employees and shall be responsible for all applicable withholding taxes.  
Nothing contained in this Agreement shall create or be construed as creating a 
partnership, joint venture, employment relations, or any other relationship except as set 
forth between the parties. The parties specifically acknowledge and agree that 
CONTRACTOR is not a partner with CITY, whether general or limited, and no activities 
of CITY or CONTRACTOR or statements made by CITY or CONTRACTOR shall be 
interpreted by any of the parties hereto as establishing any type of business relationship 
other than an independent contractor relationship. 

 
29. PERS ELIGIBILITY INDEMNIFICATION. 

  
In the event that CONTRACTOR or any employee, agent, or subcontractor of 

CONTRACTOR providing services under this Agreement claims or is determined by a 
court of competent jurisdiction or the California Public Employees’ Retirement System 
(PERS) to be eligible for enrollment in PERS as an employee of the CITY, 
CONTRACTOR shall indemnify, defend, and hold harmless CITY for the payment of any 
employee and/or employer contributions for PERS benefits on behalf of CONTRACTOR 
or its employees, agents, or subcontractors, as well as for the payment of any penalties 
and interest on such contributions, which would otherwise be the responsibility of CITY. 

 
Notwithstanding any other agency, state or federal policy, rule, regulation, law or 

ordinance to the contrary, CONTRACTOR and any of its employees, agents, and 
subcontractors providing service under this Agreement shall not qualify for or become 
entitled to, and hereby agree to waive any claims to, any compensation, benefit, or any 
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incident of employment by CITY, including but not limited to eligibility to enroll in PERS 
as an employee of CITY and entitlement to any contribution to be paid by CITY for 
employer contribution and/or employee contributions for PERS benefits. 

 
30. SECTION 3 ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES COMPLIANCE. 

 
 CONTRACTOR acknowledges that this Agreement is subject to the requirements 
of Section 3 of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968, as amended, 12 U.S.C. 
1701u (“Section 3”). The purpose of Section 3 is to ensure that employment and other 
economic opportunities generated by HUD assistance or HUD-assisted projects covered 
by Section 3, shall, to the greatest extent feasible, be directed to low- and very low-
income persons, particularly persons who are recipients of HUD assistance for housing.  
CITY and CONTRACTOR agree to comply with HUD’s regulations in 24 CFR Part 135 
(“Part 135”), which implement Section 3. As evidenced by their execution of this 
Agreement, CITY and CONTRACTOR certify that they are under no contractual or other 
impediment that would prevent them from complying with the Part 135 regulations.  
 
 CONTRACTOR agrees to send to each labor organization or representative of 
workers with which CONTRACTOR has a collective bargaining agreement or other 
understanding, if any, a notice advising the labor organization or workers’ representative 
of CONTRACTOR’s commitments under this Section 3 clause, and will post copies of 
the notice in conspicuous places at the work site where both employees and applicants 
for training and employment positions can see the notice. The notice shall describe the 
Section 3 preference, shall set forth minimum number and job titles subject to hire, 
availability of apprenticeship and training positions, the qualifications for each; and the 
name and location of the person(s) taking applications for each of the positions; and the 
anticipated date the work shall begin.  
 
 CONTRACTOR agrees to include this Section 3 clause in every subcontract 
subject to compliance with Part 135 regulations, and agrees to take appropriate action, 
as provided in an applicable provision of the subcontract or in this Section 3 clause, upon 
a finding that the subcontractor is in violation of the regulations in 24 CFR Part 135. 
CONTRACTOR will not subcontract with any subcontractor where CONTACTOR has 
notice or knowledge that the subcontractor has been found in violation of the regulations 
in 24 CFR Part 135.  
 
 CONTRACTOR will certify that any vacant employment positions, including 
training positions, that are filled after CONTRACTOR is selected but before the 
Agreement is executed with persons other than those to whom the regulations of 24 CFR 
Part 135 require employment opportunities to be directed, were not filled to circumvent 
CONTRACTOR’s obligations under 24 CFR Part 135.  
 
 CONTRACTOR understands that noncompliance with HUD’s regulations in 24 
CFR Part 135 may result in sanctions, termination of this Agreement for default, and 
debarment or suspension from future HUD-assisted contracts.   
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 31. FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS. 
 
 This Project is funded in whole or in part by federal funds and subject to the Federal 
Requirements set forth in Exhibit B to this Agreement. CONTRACTOR agrees to comply 
with said Federal Requirements and all federal requirements applicable to the Project.   

 
 CONTRACTOR shall comply with all applicable state and local codes, ordinances 
and other applicable laws, all applicable CDBG program requirements and any 
amendments hereafter to CDBG program guidelines and requirements. 
 

32. VALIDITY. 
  

The invalidity in whole or in part of any provision of this Agreement shall not void 
or affect the validity of any of the other provisions of this Agreement. 

 
33. GOVERNING LAW. 

  
This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws 

of the State of California. Any legal action relating to or arising out of this Agreement shall 
be subject to the jurisdiction of the County of Orange, California. 

 
34. NO THIRD PARTY BENEFICIARY RIGHTS. 

  
This Agreement is entered into for the sole benefit of the CITY and CONTRACTOR 

and no other parties are intended to be direct or incidental beneficiaries of this Agreement 
and no third party shall have any right in, under or to this Agreement. 

 
35. ASSIGNABILITY. 

  
This Agreement may not be transferred or assigned by either party, or by operation 

of law, to any other person or persons or business entity, without the other party’s written 
permission. Any such transfer or assignment, or attempted transfer or assignment, 
without written permission, may be deemed by the other party to constitute a voluntary 
termination of this Agreement and this Agreement shall thereafter be deemed terminated 
and void. 

 
36. WAIVER. 

  
No waiver of any provision of this Agreement shall be effective unless in writing 

and signed by a duly authorized representative of the party against whom enforcement 
of a waiver is sought referring expressly to this Paragraph. The waiver of any right or 
remedy in respect to any occurrence or event shall not be deemed a waiver of any right 
or remedy in respect to any other occurrence or event, nor shall any waiver constitute a 
continuing waiver. 

 
37. HEADINGS. 

  
Section and subsection headings are not to be considered part of this Agreement, 
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are included solely for convenience, and are not intended to modify or explain or to be a 
full or accurate description of the content thereof. 

 
38. COUNTERPARTS. 

  
This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts by the parties 

hereto.  All counterparts shall be construed together and shall constitute one Agreement. 
 
39. CORPORATE AUTHORITY. 

  
The persons executing this Agreement on behalf of the parties hereto warrant that 

they are duly authorized to execute this Agreement on behalf of said parties and that by 
doing so, the parties hereto are formally bound to the provisions of this Agreement. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be 

executed by and through their respective authorized officers, as of the date first above 
written. 
 
CITY OF COSTA MESA,     
A municipal corporation 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Lori Ann Farrell Harrison 
City Manager 
    
 
CONTRACTOR 
            
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Edward J. Carlson 
Vice President 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Brenda Green 
City Clerk  
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
   
  
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Kimberly Hall Barlow 
City Attorney  

 
 

APPROVED AS TO INSURANCE: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Ruth Wang 
Risk Management 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO PURCHASING: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Carol Molina 
Finance Director 
 
 
DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Raja Sethuraman 
Public Services Director     
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  _____________________ 
Seung Yang 
Project Manager 
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TRAFFIC LOOPS CRACKFILLING, INC.946 S. EMEALD STREETANAHEIM, CA. 92804
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Text Box
39,500.00
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Text Box
652956 EXP. 8/31/22
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Text Box
1000003794 EXP. 6/30/22
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Y
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38033
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Rubberized Crackfiller Sealant, Inc.800 E. Walnut Ave.Fullerton, CA. 92831

MRuff
Text Box
1000010726 Exp. 6/30/22
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BC Trtaffic Secialist13261 Garden Grove Blvd.Garden Grove, Ca. 92843
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22A,22B,23A,23BLoops
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$129,900.25
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Pavement Rehab Company1181 Princess Ct.Costa Mesa, Ca. 92626
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Text Box
$19,500.00



$1,795,390.50

0.00%

0.00%
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$179,117.75



All American Asphalt

04/04 @2 PM
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1.09%

1.85%
1.27%
5.90%

N
N

N
N

Pavement Rehab Company - Prices

Pavement Rehab Company
1181 Princess Ct.
Costa Mesa, Ca. 92626
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TRAFFIC LOOPS CRACKFILLING, INC.946 S. EMERALD STREETANAHEIM, CA. 92804
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Traffic Loops Crackfilling, Inc

MRuff
Text Box
BC Trtaffic Specialist13261 Garden Grove Blvd.Garden Grove, Ca. 92843
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BC Traffic Specialist - Prices



ATTACHMENT 1

170



Contractor Name: All American Asphalt Bid Date: 03/31/22 @ 2:00 PM

Job Name: WILSON STREET IMPROVEMENTS, NO. 22-01 (CDBG)

DBE / SEC. 3 Business Contact Log

for Documenting Contact with: DBE & SEC. 3 Local Businesses

Date Time Mode of Phone

Contact or Fax (if fax

was sent)

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Global Road Sealing, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex CAT Tracking, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex
Mission Paving and Sealing, 

Inc.
See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex
California Professional 

Engineering, Inc.
See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex CL Survying and Mapping See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Caseland Surveying, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Traffic Loops Crackfilling, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex
CEI Construction Division of 

Crescendo Electrionic, Inc.
See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Smithson Electric, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex E-Nor Innovations See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Payco Specialities, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex All for 1 Engineering See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex J&S Striping See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Super Seal and Striping See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex Abratique & Associates, Inc. See Attached Estimating

3/29/2022 11:15 AM Fed Ex J&S Striping See Attached Estimating

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

Company Results of

Conversation

Contact Person

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached

See Attached
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 12-G 
Required Federal-Aid Contract Language 

I. G eneral
II. Nondiscrimination
III. No segregated Facilities
IV. Davis-Bacon and Related Act Provisions
V. Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act Provisions
VI. Subletting or Assigning the Contract
VII. Safety: Accident Prevention
VIII. False Statements Concerning Highway Projects
IX. Implementation of Clean Air Act and Federal Water Pollution

Control Act
X. Compliance with Government wide Suspension and Debarment

Requirements
XI. Certification Regarding Use of Contract Funds for Lobbying

ATTACHMENTS 

A. Employment and Materials Preference for Appalachian Development
Highway System or Appalachian Local Access Road Contracts
(included in Appalachian contracts only)

I. GENERAL

1. Form FHWA-1273 must be physically incorporated in each
construction contract funded under Title 23 (excluding emergency
contracts solely intended for debris removal). The contractor (or
subcontractor) must insert this form in each subcontract and further
require its inclusion in all lower tier subcontracts (excluding purchase
orders, rental agreements and other agreements for supplies or
services).

The applicable requirements of Form FHWA-1273 are incorporated by 
reference for work done under any purchase order, rental agreement or 
agreement for other services. The prime contractor shall be responsible 
for compliance by any subcontractor, lower-tier subcontractor or service 
provider. 

Form FHWA-1273 must be included in all Federal-aid design-build 
contracts, in all subcontracts and in lower tier subcontracts (excluding 
subcontracts for design services, purchase orders, rental agreements 
and other agreements for supplies or services). The design-builder shall 
be responsible for compliance by any subcontractor, lower-tier 
subcontractor or service provider. 

Contracting agencies may reference Form FHWA-1273 in bid proposal 
or request for proposal documents, however, the Form FHWA-1273 
must be physically incorporated (not referenced) in all contracts, 
subcontracts and lower-tier subcontracts (excluding purchase orders, 
rental agreements and other agreements for supplies or services related 
to a construction contract). 

2. Subject to the applicability criteria noted in the following sections,
these contract provisions shall apply to all work performed on the
contract by the contractor's own organization and with the assistance
of workers under the contractor's immediate superintendence and to
all work performed on the contract by piecework, station work, or by
subcontract.

3. A breach of any of the stipulations contained in these Required
Contract Provisions may be sufficient grounds for withholding of
progress payments, withholding of final payment, termination of the
contract, suspension / debarment or any other action determined to
be appropriate by the contracting agency and FHWA.

4. Selection of Labor: During the performance of this contract, the
contractor shall not use convict labor for any purpose within the limits
of a construction project on a Federal-aid highway unless it is labor
performed by convicts who are on parole, supervised release, or
probation. The term Federal-aid highway does not include roadways
functionally classified as local roads or rural minor collectors.

II. NONDISCRIMINATION

The provisions of this section related to 23 CFR Part 230 are applicable 
to all Federal-aid construction contracts and to all related construction 
subcontracts of $10,000 or more. The provisions of 23 CFR Part 230 
are not applicable to material supply, engineering, or architectural 
service contracts. 
In addition, the contractor and all subcontractors must comply with the 
following policies: Executive Order 11246, 41 CFR 60, 29 CFR 1625-
1627, Title 23 USC Section 140, the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as 
amended (29 USC 794), Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as 
amended, and related regulations including 49 CFR Parts 21, 26 and 
27; and 23 CFR Parts 200, 230, and 633. 

The contractor and all subcontractors must comply with: the 
requirements of the Equal Opportunity Clause in 41 CFR 60-1.4(b) and, 
for all construction contracts exceeding $10,000, the Standard Federal 
Equal Employment Opportunity Construction Contract Specifications in 
41 CFR 60-4.3. 

Note: The U.S. Department of Labor has exclusive authority to 
determine compliance with Executive Order 11246 and the policies of 
the Secretary of Labor including 41 CFR 60, and 29 CFR 1625-1627. 
The contracting agency and the FHWA have the authority and the 
responsibility to ensure compliance with Title 23 USC Section 140, the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended (29 USC 794), and Title VI of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and related regulations 
including 49 CFR Parts 21, 26 and 27; and 23 CFR Parts 200, 230, and 
633. 

The following provision is adopted from 23 CFR 230, Appendix A, with 
appropriate revisions to conform to the U.S. Department of Labor (US 
DOL) and FHWA requirements. 

1. Equal Employment Opportunity: Equal employment opportunity
(EEO) requirements not to discriminate and to take affirmative action to
assure equal opportunity as set forth under laws, executive orders,
rules, regulations (28 CFR 35, 29 CFR 1630, 29 CFR 1625-1627, 41
CFR 60 and 49 CFR 27) and orders of the Secretary of Labor as
modified by the provisions prescribed herein, and imposed pursuant to
23 U.S.C. 140 shall constitute the EEO and specific affirmative action
standards for the contractor's project activities under this contract. The
provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12101 et seq.) set forth under 28 CFR 35 and 29 CFR 1630 are
incorporated by reference in this contract. In the execution of this
contract, the contractor agrees to comply with the following minimum
specific requirement activities of EEO:

a. The contractor will work with the contracting agency and the Federal
Government to ensure that it has made every good faith effort to
provide equal opportunity with respect to all of its terms and
conditions of employment and in their review of activities under the
contract.

b. The contractor will accept as its operating policy thefollowing
statement:

"It is the policy of this Company to assure that applicants are employed, 
and that employees are treated during employment, without regard to 
their race, religion, sex, color, national origin, age or disability. Such 
action shall include: employment, upgrading, demotion, or transfer; 
recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff or termination; rates of pay 
or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including 
apprenticeship, pre-apprenticeship, and/or on-the-job training." 

FHWA-1273 -- Revised May 1, 2012 

Page of 11 of 29 
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Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 12-G 
Required Federal-Aid Contract Language 

2. EEO Officer: The contractor will designate and make known to 
the contracting officers and EEO Officer who will have the 
responsibility for and must be capable of effectively administering 
and promoting and active EEO program and who must be assigned 
adequate authority and responsibility to do so. 

3. Dissemination of Policy: All members of the contractor's staff 
who are authorized to hire, supervise, promote, and discharge 
employees, or who recommend such action, or who are 
substantially involved in such action, will be made fully cognizant of, 
and will implement, the contractor's EEO policy and contractual 
responsibilities to provide EEO in each grade and classification of 
employment. To ensure that the above agreement will be met, the 
following actions will be taken as a minimum: 

a. Periodic meetings of supervisory and personnel office 
employees will be conducted before the start of work and then 
not less often than once every six months, at which time the 
contractor's EEO policy and its implementation will be reviewed 
and explained. The meetings will be conducted by the EEO 
Officer. 

b. All new supervisory or personnel office employees will be given 
a thorough indoctrination by the EEO Officer, covering all major 
aspects of the contractor's EEO obligations within thirty days 
following their reporting for duty with the contractor. 

c. All personnel who are engaged in direct recruitment for the 
project will be instructed by the EEO Officer in the contractor's 
procedures for locating and hiring minorities and women. 

d. Notices and posters setting forth the contractor's EEO policywill 
be placed in areas readily accessible to employees, applicants 
for employment and potential employees. 

e. The contractor's EEO policy and the procedures to implement 
such policy will be brought to the attention of employees by 
means of meetings, employee handbooks, or other appropriate 
means. 

4. Recruitment: When advertising for employees, the contractor 
will include in all advertisements for employees the notation: "An 
Equal Opportunity Employer." All such advertisements will be 
placed in publications having a large circulation among minorities 
and women in the area from which the project work force would 
normally be derived. 

a. The contractor will, unless precluded by a valid bargaining 
agreement, conduct systematic and direct recruitment through 
public and private employee referral sources likely to yield 
qualified minorities and women. To meet this requirement, the 
contractor will identify sources of potential minority group 
employees, and establish with such identified sources 
procedures whereby minority and women applicants may be 
referred to the contractor for employment consideration. 

b. In the event the contractor has a valid bargaining agreement 
providing for exclusive hiring hall referrals, the contractor is 
expected to observe the provisions of that agreement to the 
extent that the system meets the contractor's compliance with 
EEO contract provisions. Where implementation of such an 
agreement has the effect of discriminating against minorities or 
women, or obligates the contractor to do the same, such 
implementation violates Federal nondiscrimination provisions. 

c. The contractor will encourage its present employees to refer 
minorities and women as applicants for employment. 
Information and procedures with regard to referring such 
applicants will be discussed with employees. 

5. Personnel Actions: Wages, working conditions, and employee 
benefits shall be established and administered, and personnel 
actions of every type, including hiring, upgrading, promotion, 
transfer, demotion, layoff, and termination, shall be taken without 
regard to race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age or disability. 
The following procedures shall be followed: 

a. The contractor will conduct periodic inspections of project sites to 
insure that working conditions and employee facilities do not 
indicate discriminatory treatment of project site personnel. 

b. The contractor will periodically evaluate the spread of wagespaid 
within each classification to determine any evidence of 
discriminatory wage practices. 

c. The contractor will periodically review selected personnel actions 
in depth to determine whether there is evidence of discrimination. 
Where evidence is found, the contractor will promptly take 
corrective action. If the review indicates that the discrimination 
may extend beyond the actions reviewed, such corrective action 
shall include all affected persons. 

d. The contractor will promptly investigate all complaints of alleged 
discrimination made to the contractor in connection with its 
obligations under this contract, will attempt to resolve such 
complaints, and will take appropriate corrective action within a 
reasonable time. If the investigation indicates that the 
discrimination may affect persons other than the complainant, such 
corrective action shall include such other persons. Upon 
completion of each investigation, the contractor will inform every 
complainant of all of their avenues of appeal. 

6. Training and Promotion: 

a. The contractor will assist in locating, qualifying, and increasing 
the skills of minorities and women who are applicants for 
employment or current employees. Such efforts should be aimed 
at developing full journey level status employees in the type of 
trade or job classification involved. 

b. Consistent with the contractor's work force requirements and as 
permissible under Federal and State regulations, the contractor 
shall make full use of training programs, i.e., apprenticeship, and 
on-the-job training programs for the geographical area of contract 
performance. In the event a special provision for training is 
provided under this contract, this subparagraph will be 
superseded as indicated in the special provision. The contracting 
agency may reserve training positions for persons who receive 
welfare assistance in accordance with 23 U.S.C. 140(a). 

c. The contractor will advise employees and applicants for 
employment of available training programs and entrance 
requirements for each. 

d. The contractor will periodically review the training and promotion 
potential of employees who are minorities and women and will 
encourage eligible employees to apply for such training and 
promotion. 

Page of 12 of 29 
January 2022 

ATTACHMENT 1

237



 
 

 

   
 

 
 
 

   

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

  

  
 

  

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
  

  

 

 
   

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
  

  

 
  

 
 

 
  

   
 

 

  
  

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

   
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 12-G 
Required Federal-Aid Contract Language 

7. Unions: If the contractor relies in whole or in part upon unions as 
a source of employees, the contractor will use good faith efforts to 
obtain the cooperation of such unions to increase opportunities for 
minorities and women. Actions by the contractor, either directly or 
through a contractor's association acting as agent, will include the 
procedures set forth below: 

a. The contractor will use good faith efforts to develop, in 
cooperation with the unions, joint training programs aimed 
toward qualifying more minorities and women for membership 
in the unions and increasing the skills of minorities and women 
so that they may qualify for higher paying employment. 

b. The contractor will use good faith efforts to incorporate an EEO 
clause into each union agreement to the end that such union 
will be contractually bound to refer applicants without regard to 
their race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age or disability. 

c. The contractor is to obtain information as to the referral 
practices and policies of the labor union except that to the 
extent such information is within the exclusive possession of 
the labor union and such labor union refuses to furnish such 
information to the contractor, the contractor shall so certify to 
the contracting agency and shall set forth what efforts have 
been made to obtain such information. 

d. In the event the union is unable to provide the contractor with a 
reasonable flow of referrals within the time limit set forth in the 
collective bargaining agreement, the contractor will, through 
independent recruitment efforts, fill the employment vacancies 
without regard to race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age 
or disability; making full efforts to obtain qualified and/or 
qualifiable minorities and women. The failure of a union to 
provide sufficient referrals (even though it is obligated to 
provide exclusive referrals under the terms of a collective 
bargaining agreement) does not relieve the contractor from the 
requirements of this paragraph. In the event the union referral 
practice prevents the contractor from meeting the obligations 
pursuant to Executive Order 11246, as amended, and these 
special provisions, such contractor shall immediately notify the 
contracting agency. 

8. Reasonable Accommodation for Applicants / Employees 
with Disabilities: The contractor must be familiar with the 
requirements for and comply with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act and all rules and regulations established there under. 
Employers must provide reasonable accommodation in all 
employment activities unless to do so would cause an undue 
hardship. 

9. Selection of Subcontractors, Procurement of Materials and 
Leasing of Equipment: The contractor shall not discriminate on 
the grounds of race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age or 
disability in the selection and retention of subcontractors, including 
procurement of materials and leases of equipment. The contractor 
shall take all necessary and reasonable steps to ensure 
nondiscrimination in the administration of this contract. 

a. The contractor shall notify all potential subcontractors and 
suppliers and lessors of their EEO obligations under this contract. 

b. The contractor will use good faith efforts to ensure subcontractor 
compliance with their EEO obligations. 

FHWA-1273 -- Revised May 1, 2012 

10. Assurance Required by 49 CFR 26.13(b): 

a. The requirements of 49 CFR Part 26 and the State DOT’s U.S. 
DOT-approved DBE program are incorporated by reference. 

b. The contractor or subcontractor shall not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, national origin, or sex in the performance of 
this contract. The contractor shall carry out applicable 
requirements of 49 CFR Part 26 in the award and administration 
of DOT-assisted contracts. Failure by the contractor to carry out 
these requirements is a material breach of this contract, which 
may result in the termination of this contract or such other remedy 
as the contracting agency deems appropriate. 

11. Records and Reports: The contractor shall keep such records 
as necessary to document compliance with the EEO requirements. 
Such records shall be retained for a period of three years following 
the date of the final payment to the contractor for all contract work 
and shall be available at reasonable times and places for inspection 
by authorized representatives of the contracting agency and the 
FHWA. 

a. The records kept by the contractor shall document the following: 

(1) The number and work hours of minority and non-minority group 
members and women employed in each work classification on 
the project; 

(2) The progress and efforts being made in cooperation with 
unions, when applicable, to increase employment opportunities 
for minorities and women; and 

(3) The progress and efforts being made in locating, hiring, training, 
qualifying, and upgrading minorities and women. 

b. The contractors and subcontractors will submit an annual report 
to the contracting agency each July for the duration of the 
project, indicating the number of minority, women, and non-
minority group employees currently engaged in each work 
classification required by the contract work. This information is 
to be reported on Form FHWA-1391. The staffing data should 
represent the project work force on board in all or any part of the 
last payroll period preceding the end of July. If on-the-job 
training is being required by special provision, the contractor will 
be required to collect and report training data. The employment 
data should reflect the work force on board during all or any part 
of the last payroll period preceding the end of July. 

III. NONSEGREGATED FACILITIES 

This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts 
and to all related construction subcontracts of $10,000 or more. 

The contractor must ensure that facilities provided for employees 
are provided in such a manner that segregation on the basis of 
race, color, religion, sex, or national origin cannot result. The 
contractor may neither require such segregated use by written or 
oral policies nor tolerate such use by employee custom. The 
contractor's obligation extends further to ensure that its employees 
are not assigned to perform their services at any location, under the 
contractor's control, where the facilities are segregated. The term 
"facilities" includes waiting rooms, work areas, restaurants and 
other eating areas, time clocks, restrooms, washrooms, locker 
rooms, and other storage or dressing areas, parking lots, drinking 
fountains, recreation or entertainment areas, transportation, and 
housing provided for employees. The contractor shall provide 
separate or single-user restrooms and necessary dressing or 
sleeping areas to assure privacy between sexes. 
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IV. DAVIS-BACON AND RELATED ACT PROVISIONS 

This section is applicable to all Federal-aid construction projects 
exceeding $2,000 and to all related subcontracts and lower-tier 
subcontracts (regardless of subcontract size). The requirements 
apply to all projects located within the right-of-way of a roadway that 
is functionally classified as Federal-aid highway. This excludes 
roadways functionally classified as local roads or rural minor 
collectors, which are exempt. Contracting agencies may elect to 
apply these requirements to other projects. 

The following provisions are from the U.S. Department of Labor 
regulations in 29 CFR 5.5 “Contract provisions and related matters” 
with minor revisions to conform to the FHWA-1273 format and 
FHWA program requirements. 

1. Minimum wages 

a. All laborers and mechanics employed or working upon the site 
of the work, will be paid unconditionally and not less often than 
once a week, and without subsequent deduction or rebate on any 
account (except such payroll deductions as are permitted by 
regulations issued by the Secretary of Labor under the Copeland 
Act (29 CFR part 3)), the full amount of wages and bona fide fringe 
benefits (or cash equivalents thereof) due at time of payment 
computed at rates not less than those contained in the wage 
determination of the Secretary of Labor which is attached hereto 
and made a part hereof, regardless of any contractual relationship 
which may be alleged to exist between the contractor and such 
laborers and mechanics. 

Contributions made or costs reasonably anticipated for bona fide 
fringe benefits under section 1(b)(2) of the Davis-Bacon Act on 
behalf of laborers or mechanics are considered wages paid to such 
laborers or mechanics, subject to the provisions of paragraph 1.d. 
of this section; also, regular contributions made or costs incurred for 
more than a weekly period (but not less often than quarterly) under 
plans, funds, or programs which cover the particular weekly period, 
are deemed to be constructively made or incurred during such 
weekly period. Such laborers and mechanics shall be paid the 
appropriate wage rate and fringe benefits on the wage 
determination for the classification of work actually performed, 
without regard to skill, except as provided in 29 CFR 5.5(a)(4). 
Laborers or mechanics performing work in more than one 
classification may be compensated at the rate specified for each 
classification for the time actually worked therein: Provided, That 
the employer's payroll records accurately set forth the time spent in 
each classification in which work is performed. The wage 
determination (including any additional classification and wage 
rates conformed under paragraph 1.b. of this section) and the 
Davis-Bacon poster (WH–1321) shall be posted at all times by the 
contractor and its subcontractors at the site of the work in a 
prominent and accessible place where it can be easily seen by the 
workers. 

b. (1) The contracting officer shall require that any class of 
laborers or mechanics, including helpers, which is not listed in the 
wage determination and which is to be employed under the contract 
shall be classified in conformance with the wage determination. The 
contracting officer shall approve an additional classification and 
wage rate and fringe benefits therefore only when the following 
criteria have been met: 

FHWA-1273 -- Revised May 1, 2012 

(i) The work to be performed by the classification requested is not 
performed by a classification in the wage determination; and 

(ii) The classification is utilized in the area by the construction 
industry; and 

(iii) The proposed wage rate, including any bona fide fringe benefits, 
bears a reasonable relationship to the wage rates contained in 
the wage determination. 

(2) If the contractor and the laborers and mechanics to be 
employed in the classification (if known), or their 
representatives, and the contracting officer agree on the 
classification and wage rate (including the amount designated 
for fringe benefits where appropriate), a report of the action 
taken shall be sent by the contracting officer to the Administrator 
of the Wage and Hour Division, Employment Standards 
Administration, U.S. Department of Labor, Washington, DC 
20210. The Administrator, or an authorized representative, will 
approve, modify, or disapprove every additional classification 
action within 30 days of receipt and so advise the contracting 
officer or will notify the contracting officer within the 30-day 
period that additional time is necessary. 

(3) In the event the contractor, the laborers or mechanics to be 
employed in the classification or their representatives, and the 
contracting officer do not agree on the proposed classification 
and wage rate (including the amount designated for fringe 
benefits, where appropriate), the contracting officer shall refer 
the questions, including the views of all interested parties and 
the recommendation of the contracting officer, to the Wage and 
Hour Administrator for determination. The Wage and Hour 
Administrator, or an authorized representative, will issue a 
determination within 30 days of receipt and so advise the 
contracting officer or will notify the contracting officer within the 
30-day period that additional time is necessary. 

(4) The wage rate (including fringe benefits where appropriate) 
determined pursuant to paragraphs 1.b.(2) or 1.b.(3) of this 
section, shall be paid to all workers performing work in the 
classification under this contract from the first day on which work 
is performed in the classification. 

c. Whenever the minimum wage rate prescribed in the contract for 
a class of laborers or mechanics includes a fringe benefit which 
is not expressed as an hourly rate, the contractor shall either 
pay the benefit as stated in the wage determination or shall pay 
another bona fide fringe benefit or an hourly cash equivalent 
thereof. 

d. If the contractor does not make payments to a trustee or other 
third person, the contractor may consider as part of the wages of 
any laborer or mechanic the amount of any costs reasonably 
anticipated in providing bona fide fringe benefits under a plan or 
program, Provided, That the Secretary of Labor has found, upon the 
written request of the contractor, that the applicable standards of 
the Davis-Bacon Act have been met. The Secretary of Labor may 
require the contractor to set aside in a separate account assets for 
the meeting of obligations under the plan or program. 
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2. Withholding 

The contracting agency shall upon its own action or upon written 
request of an authorized representative of the Department of Labor, 
withhold or cause to be withheld from the contractor under this 
contract, or any other Federal contract with the same prime 
contractor, or any other federally-assisted contract subject to Davis-
Bacon prevailing wage requirements, which is held by the same 
prime contractor, so much of the accrued payments or advances as 
may be considered necessary to pay laborers and mechanics, 
including apprentices, trainees, and helpers, employed by the 
contractor or any subcontractor the full amount of wages required 
by the contract. In the event of failure to pay any laborer or 
mechanic, including any apprentice, trainee, or helper, employed or 
working on the site of the work, all or part of the wages required by 
the contract, the contracting agency may, after written notice to the 
contractor, take such action as may be necessary to cause the 
suspension of any further payment, advance, or guarantee of funds 
until such violations have ceased. 

3. Payrolls and basic records 

a. Payrolls and basic records relating thereto shall be maintained 
by the contractor during the course of the work and preserved for a 
period of three years thereafter for all laborers and mechanics 
working at the site of the work. Such records shall contain the 
name, address, and social security number of each such worker, 
his or her correct classification, hourly rates of wages paid 
(including rates of contributions or costs anticipated for bona fide 
fringe benefits or cash equivalents thereof of the types described in 
section 1(b)(2)(B) of the Davis-Bacon Act), daily and weekly 
number of hours worked, deductions made and actual wages paid. 
Whenever the Secretary of Labor has found under 29 CFR 
5.5(a)(1)(iv) that the wages of any laborer or mechanic include the 
amount of any costs reasonably anticipated in providing benefits 
under a plan or program described in section 1(b)(2)(B) of the 
Davis-Bacon Act, the contractor shall maintain records which show 
that the commitment to provide such benefits is enforceable, that 
the plan or program is financially responsible, and that the plan or 
program has been communicated in writing to the laborers or 
mechanics affected, and records which show the costs anticipated 
or the actual cost incurred in providing such benefits. Contractors 
employing apprentices or trainees under approved programs shall 
maintain written evidence of the registration of apprenticeship 
programs and certification of trainee programs, the registration of 
the apprentices and trainees, and the ratios and wage rates 
prescribed in the applicable programs. 

b. (1) The contractor shall submit weekly for each week in which 
any contract work is performed a copy of all payrolls to the 
contracting agency. The payrolls submitted shall set out accurately 
and completely all of the information required to be maintained 
under 29 CFR 5.5(a)(3)(i), except that full social security numbers 
and home addresses shall not be included on weekly transmittals. 
Instead the payrolls shall only need to include an individually 
identifying number for each employee ( e.g. , the last four digits of 
the employee's social security number). The required weekly payroll 
information may be submitted in any form desired. Optional Form 
WH–347 is available for this purpose from the Wage and Hour 
Division Web site at 
http://www.dol.gov/esa/whd/forms/wh347instr.htm or its successor 
site. The prime contractor is responsible for the submission of 
copies of payrolls by all subcontractors. Contractors and 
subcontractors shall maintain the full social security number and 
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current address of each covered worker, and shall provide them 
upon request to the contracting agency for transmission to the 
State DOT, the FHWA or the Wage and Hour Division of the 
Department of Labor for purposes of an investigation or audit of 
compliance with prevailing wage requirements. It is not a violation 
of this section for a prime contractor to require a subcontractor to 
provide addresses and social security numbers to the prime 
contractor for its own records, without weekly submission to the 
contracting agency. 

(2) Each payroll submitted shall be accompanied by a “Statement 
of Compliance,” signed by the contractor or subcontractor or his 
or her agent who pays or supervises the payment of the 
persons employed under the contract and shall certify the 
following: 

(i) That the payroll for the payroll period contains the information 
required to be provided under §5.5 (a)(3)(ii) of Regulations, 29 
CFR part 5, the appropriate information is being maintained 
under §5.5 (a)(3)(i) of Regulations, 29 CFR part 5, and that such 
information is correct and complete; 

(ii)That each laborer or mechanic (including each helper, 
apprentice, and trainee) employed on the contract during the 
payroll period has been paid the full weekly wages earned, 
without rebate, either directly or indirectly, and that no 
deductions have been made either directly or indirectly from the 
full wages earned, other than permissible deductions as set 
forth in Regulations, 29 CFR part 3; 

(iii) That each laborer or mechanic has been paid not less than the 
applicable wage rates and fringe benefits or cash equivalents 
for the classification of work performed, as specified in the 
applicable wage determination incorporated into the contract. 

(3) The weekly submission of a properly executed certification set 
forth on the reverse side of Optional Form WH–347 shall 
satisfy the requirement for submission of the “Statement of 
Compliance” required by paragraph 3.b.(2) of this section. 

(4) The falsification of any of the above certifications may subject 
the contractor or subcontractor to civil or criminal prosecution 
under section 1001 of title 18 and section 231 of title 31 of the 
United States Code. 

c. The contractor or subcontractor shall make the records 
required under paragraph 3.a. of this section available for 
inspection, copying, or transcription by authorized 
representatives of the contracting agency, the State DOT, the 
FHWA, or the Department of Labor, and shall permit such 
representatives to interview employees during working hours 
on the job. If the contractor or subcontractor fails to submit the 
required records or to make them available, the FHWA may, 
after written notice to the contractor, the contracting agency or 
the State DOT, take such action as may be necessary to 
cause the suspension of any further payment, advance, or 
guarantee of funds. Furthermore, failure to submit the required 
records upon request or to make such records available may 
be grounds for debarment action pursuant to 29 CFR 5.12. 
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4. Apprentices and trainees 

a. Apprentices (programs of the USDOL). 

Apprentices will be permitted to work at less than the predetermined 
rate for the work they performed when they are employed pursuant 
to and individually registered in a bona fide apprenticeship program 
registered with the U.S. Department of Labor, Employment and 
Training Administration, Office of Apprenticeship Training, Employer 
and Labor Services, or with a State Apprenticeship Agency 
recognized by the Office, or if a person is employed in his or her 
first 90 days of probationary employment as an apprentice in such 
an apprenticeship program, who is not individually registered in the 
program, but who has been certified by the Office of Apprenticeship 
Training, Employer and Labor Services or a State Apprenticeship 
Agency (where appropriate) to be eligible for probationary 
employment as an apprentice. 

The allowable ratio of apprentices to journeymen on the job site in 
any craft classification shall not be greater than the ratio permitted 
to the contractor as to the entire work force under the registered 
program. Any worker listed on a payroll at an apprentice wage rate, 
who is not registered or otherwise employed as stated above, shall 
be paid not less than the applicable wage rate on the wage 
determination for the classification of work actually performed. In 
addition, any apprentice performing work on the job site in excess 
of the ratio permitted under the registered program shall be paid not 
less than the applicable wage rate on the wage determination for 
the work actually performed. Where a contractor is performing 
construction on a project in a locality other than that in which its 
program is registered, the ratios and wage rates (expressed in 
percentages of the journeyman's hourly rate) specified in the 
contractor's or subcontractor's registered program shall be 
observed. 

Every apprentice must be paid at not less than the rate specified in 
the registered program for the apprentice's level of progress, 
expressed as a percentage of the journeymen hourly rate specified 
in the applicable wage determination. Apprentices shall be paid 
fringe benefits in accordance with the provisions of the 
apprenticeship program. If the apprenticeship program does not 
specify fringe benefits, apprentices must be paid the full amount of 
fringe benefits listed on the wage determination for the applicable 
classification. If the Administrator determines that a different 
practice prevails for the applicable apprentice classification, fringes 
shall be paid in accordance with that determination. 

In the event the Office of Apprenticeship Training, Employer and 
Labor Services, or a State Apprenticeship Agency recognized by 
the Office, withdraws approval of an apprenticeship program, the 
contractor will no longer be permitted to utilize apprentices at less 
than the applicable predetermined rate for the work performed until 
an acceptable program is approved. 

b. Trainees (programs of the USDOL). 

Except as provided in 29 CFR 5.16, trainees will not be permitted to 
work at less than the predetermined rate for the work performed 
unless they are employed pursuant to and individually registered in 
a program which has received prior approval, evidenced by formal 
certification by the U.S. Department of Labor, Employment and 
Training Administration. 
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The ratio of trainees to journeymen on the job site shall not be 
greater than permitted under the plan approved by the Employment 
and Training Administration. 

Every trainee must be paid at not less than the rate specified in the 
approved program for the trainee's level of progress, expressed as 
a percentage of the journeyman hourly rate specified in the 
applicable wage determination. Trainees shall be paid fringe 
benefits in accordance with the provisions of the trainee program. If 
the trainee program does not mention fringe benefits, trainees shall 
be paid the full amount of fringe benefits listed on the wage 
determination unless the Administrator of the Wage and Hour 
Division determines that there is an apprenticeship program 
associated with the corresponding journeyman wage rate on the 
wage determination which provides for less than full fringe benefits 
for apprentices. Any employee listed on the payroll at a trainee rate 
who is not registered and participating in a training plan approved 
by the Employment and Training Administration shall be paid not 
less than the applicable wage rate on the wage determination for 
the classification of work actually performed. In addition, any trainee 
performing work on the job site in excess of the ratio permitted 
under the registered program shall be paid not less than the 
applicable wage rate on the wage determination for the work 
actually performed. 

In the event the Employment and Training Administration withdraws 
approval of a training program, the contractor will no longer be 
permitted to utilize trainees at less than the applicable 
predetermined rate for the work performed until an acceptable 
program is approved. 

c. Equal employment opportunity. The utilization of apprentices, 
trainees and journeymen under this part shall be in conformity 
with the equal employment opportunity requirements of Executive 
Order 11246, as amended, and 29 CFR part 30. 

d. Apprentices and Trainees (programs of the U.S. DOT). 

Apprentices and trainees working under apprenticeship and skill 
training programs which have been certified by the Secretary of 
Transportation as promoting EEO in connection with Federal-aid 
highway construction programs are not subject to the requirements 
of paragraph 4 of this Section IV. The straight time hourly wage 
rates for apprentices and trainees under such programs will be 
established by the particular programs. The ratio of apprentices and 
trainees to journeymen shall not be greater than permitted by the 
terms of the particular program. 

5. Compliance with Copeland Act requirements. The contractor 
shall comply with the requirements of 29 CFR part 3, which are 
incorporated by reference in this contract. 

6. Subcontracts. The contractor or subcontractor shall insert 
Form FHWA-1273 in any subcontracts and also require the 
subcontractors to include Form FHWA-1273 in any lower tier 
subcontracts. The prime contractor shall be responsible for the 
compliance by any subcontractor or lower tier subcontractor with all 
the contract clauses in 29 CFR 5.5. 

7. Contract termination: debarment. A breach of the contract 
clauses in 29 CFR 5.5 may be grounds for termination of the 
contract, and for debarment as a contractor and a subcontractor as 
provided in 29 CFR 5.12. 
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8. Compliance with Davis-Bacon and Related Act requirements. 
All rulings and interpretations of the Davis-Bacon and Related Acts 
contained in 29 CFR parts 1, 3, and 5 are herein incorporated by 
reference in this contract. 

9. Disputes concerning labor standards. Disputes arising out of 
the labor standards provisions of this contract shall not be subject to 
the general disputes clause of this contract. Such disputes shall be 
resolved in accordance with the procedures of the Department of 
Labor set forth in 29 CFR parts 5, 6, and 7. Disputes within the 
meaning of this clause include disputes between the contractor (or 
any of its subcontractors) and the contracting agency, the U.S. 
Department of Labor, or the employees or their representatives. 

10. Certification of eligibility. 

a. By entering into this contract, the contractor certifies that neither it 
(nor he or she) nor any person or firm who has an interest in the 
contractor's firm is a person or firm ineligible to be awarded 
Government contracts by virtue of section 3(a) of the Davis-
Bacon Act or 29 CFR 5.12(a)(1). 

b. No part of this contract shall be subcontracted to any person or 
firm ineligible for award of a Government contract by virtue of 
section 3(a) of the Davis-Bacon Act or 29 CFR 5.12(a)(1). 

c. The penalty for making false statements is prescribed in the U.S. 
Criminal Code, 18 U.S.C. 1001. 

V. CONTRACT WORK HOURS AND SAFETY STANDARDS 
ACT 

The following clauses apply to any Federal-aid construction contract 
in an amount in excess of $100,000 and subject to the overtime 
provisions of the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act. 
These clauses shall be inserted in addition to the clauses required 
by 29 CFR 5.5(a) or 29 CFR 4.6. As used in this paragraph, the 
terms laborers and mechanics include watchmen and guards. 

1. Overtime requirements. No contractor or subcontractor 
contracting for any part of the contract work which may require or 
involve the employment of laborers or mechanics shall require or 
permit any such laborer or mechanic in any workweek in which he 
or she is employed on such work to work in excess of forty hours in 
such workweek unless such laborer or mechanic receives 
compensation at a rate not less than one and one-half times the 
basic rate of pay for all hours worked in excess of forty hours in 
such workweek. 

2. Violation; liability for unpaid wages; liquidated damages. In 
the event of any violation of the clause set forth in paragraph (1.) of 
this section, the contractor and any subcontractor responsible 
therefor shall be liable for the unpaid wages. In addition, such 
contractor and subcontractor shall be liable to the United States (in 
the case of work done under contract for the District of Columbia or 
a territory, to such District or to such territory), for liquidated 
damages. Such liquidated damages shall be computed with respect 
to each individual laborer or mechanic, including watchmen and 
guards, employed in violation of the clause set forth in paragraph(1.) 
of this section, in the sum of $10 for each calendar day on which 
such individual was required or permitted to work in excess of the 
standard workweek of forty hours without payment of the overtime 
wages required by the clause set forth in paragraph (1.) of this 
section. 
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3. Withholding for unpaid wages and liquidated damages. The 
FHWA or the contacting agency shall upon its own action or upon 
written request of an authorized representative of the Department of 
Labor withhold or cause to be withheld, from any moneys payable 
on account of work performed by the contractor or subcontractor 
under any such contract or any other Federal contract with the 
same prime contractor, or any other federally-assisted contract 
subject to the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act, 
which is held by the same prime contractor, such sums as may be 
determined to be necessary to satisfy any liabilities of such 
contractor or subcontractor for unpaid wages and liquidated 
damages as provided in the clause set forth in paragraph (2.) of this 
section. 

4. Subcontracts. The contractor or subcontractor shall insert in 
any subcontracts the clauses set forth in paragraph (1.) through (4.) 
of this section and also a clause requiring the subcontractors to 
include these clauses in any lower tier subcontracts. The prime 
contractor shall be responsible for compliance by any subcontractor 
or lower tier subcontractor with the clauses set forth in paragraphs 
(1.) through (4.) of this section. 

VI. SUBLETTING OR ASSIGNING THE CONTRACT 

This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts 
on the National Highway System. 

1. The contractor shall perform with its own organization contract 
work amounting to not less than 30 percent (or a greater 
percentage if specified elsewhere in the contract) of the total 
original contract price, excluding any specialty items designated 
by the contracting agency.  Specialty items may be performed 
by subcontract and the amount of any such specialty items 
performed may be deducted from the total original contract price 
before computing the amount of work required to be performed 
by the contractor's own organization (23 CFR 635.116). 

a. The term “perform work with its own organization” refers to 
workers employed or leased by the prime contractor, and 
equipment owned or rented by the prime contractor, with or 
without operators. Such term does not include employees or 
equipment of a subcontractor or lower tier subcontractor, 
agents of the prime contractor, or any other assignees. The 
term may include payments for the costs of hiring leased 
employees from an employee leasing firm meeting all relevant 
Federal and State regulatory requirements. Leased 
employees may only be included in this term if the prime 
contractor meets all of the following conditions: 

(1) the prime contractor maintains control over the supervision of 
the day-to-day activities of the leased employees; 

(2) the prime contractor remains responsible for the quality of the 
work of the leased employees; 

(3) the prime contractor retains all power to accept or exclude 
individual employees from work on the project; and 

(4) the prime contractor remains ultimately responsible for the 
payment of predetermined minimum wages, the submission of 
payrolls, statements of compliance and all other Federal 
regulatory requirements. 

b. "Specialty Items" shall be construed to be limited to work that 
requires highly specialized knowledge, abilities, or equipment 
not ordinarily available in the type of contracting organizations 
qualified and expected to bid or propose on the contract as a 
whole and in general are to be limited to minor components of 
the overall contract. 
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2. The contract amount upon which the requirements set forth in VIII. FALSE STATEMENTS CONCERNING HIGHWAY 
paragraph (1) of Section VI is computed includes the cost of PROJECTS 
material and manufactured products which are to be purchased or 
produced by the contractor under the contract provisions. This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts 

and to all related subcontracts. 
3. The contractor shall furnish (a) a competent superintendent or 

supervisor who is employed by the firm, has full authority to direct 
performance of the work in accordance with the contract 
requirements, and is in charge of all construction operations 
(regardless of who performs the work) and (b) such other of its 
own organizational resources (supervision, management, and 
engineering services) as the contracting officer determines is 
necessary to assure the performance of the contract. 

4. No portion of the contract shall be sublet, assigned orotherwise 
disposed of except with the written consent of the contracting 
officer, or authorized representative, and such consent when 
given shall not be construed to relieve the contractor of any 
responsibility for the fulfillment of the contract. Written consent 
will be given only after the contracting agency has assured that 
each subcontract is evidenced in writing and that it contains all 
pertinent provisions and requirements of the prime contract. 

5. The 30% self-performance requirement of paragraph (1) is not 
applicable to design-build contracts; however, contracting 
agencies may establish their own self-performance requirements. 

VII. SAFETY: ACCIDENT PREVENTION 

This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts 
and to all related subcontracts. 

1. In the performance of this contract the contractor shall comply 
with all applicable Federal, State, and local laws governing safety, 
health, and sanitation (23 CFR 635). The contractor shall provide 
all safeguards, safety devices and protective equipment and take 
any other needed actions as it determines, or as the contracting 
officer may determine, to be reasonably necessary to protect the 
life and health of employees on the job and the safety of the public 
and to protect property in connection with the performance of the 
work covered by the contract. 

2. It is a condition of this contract, and shall be made a condition of 
each subcontract, which the contractor enters into pursuant to this 
contract, that the contractor and any subcontractor shall not permit 
any employee, in performance of the contract, to work in 
surroundings or under conditions which are unsanitary, hazardous 
or dangerous to his/her health or safety, as determined under 
construction safety and health standards (29 CFR 1926) 
promulgated by the Secretary of Labor, in accordance with 
Section 107 of the Contract Work Hours and Safety Standards Act 
(40 U.S.C. 3704). 

3. Pursuant to 29 CFR 1926.3, it is a condition of this contract that 
the Secretary of Labor or authorized representative thereof, shall 
have right of entry to any site of contract performance to inspect or 
investigate the matter of compliance with the construction safety 
and health standards and to carry out the duties of the Secretary 
under Section 107 of the Contract Work Hours and Safety 
Standards Act (40 U.S.C.3704). 

In order to assure high quality and durable construction in conformity 
with approved plans and specifications and a high degree of 
reliability on statements and representations made by engineers, 
contractors, suppliers, and workers on Federal-aid highway projects, 
it is essential that all persons concerned with the project perform 
their functions as carefully, thoroughly, and honestly as possible. 
Willful falsification, distortion, or misrepresentation with respect to 
any facts related to the project is a violation of Federal law. To 
prevent any misunderstanding regarding the seriousness of these 
and similar acts, Form FHWA-1022 shall be posted on each 
Federal-aid highway project (23 CFR 635) in one or more places 
where it is readily available to all persons concerned with the project: 

18 U.S.C. 1020 reads as follows: 

"Whoever, being an officer, agent, or employee of the United 
States, or of any State or Territory, or whoever, whether a person, 
association, firm, or corporation, knowingly makes any false 
statement, false representation, or false report as to the character, 
quality, quantity, or cost of the material used or to be used, or the 
quantity or quality of the work performed or to be performed, or the 
cost thereof in connection with the submission of plans, maps, 
specifications, contracts, or costs of construction on any highway or 
related project submitted for approval to the Secretary of 
Transportation; or 

Whoever knowingly makes any false statement, false 
representation, false report or false claim with respect to the 
character, quality, quantity, or cost of any work performed or to be 
performed, or materials furnished or to be furnished, in connection 
with the construction of any highway or related project approved by 
the Secretary of Transportation; or 

Whoever knowingly makes any false statement or false 
representation as to material fact in any statement, certificate, or 
report submitted pursuant to provisions of the Federal-aid Roads Act 
approved July 1, 1916, (39 Stat. 355), as amended and 
supplemented; 

Shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 5 years 
or both." 

IX. IMPLEMENTATION OF CLEAN AIR ACT AND FEDERAL 
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL ACT 
This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts 
and to all related subcontracts. 

By submission of this bid/proposal or the execution of this contract, 
or subcontract, as appropriate, the bidder, proposer, Federal-aid 
construction contractor, or subcontractor, as appropriate, will be 
deemed to have stipulated as follows: 

1. That any person who is or will be utilized in the 
performance of this contract is not prohibited from receiving an 
award due to a violation of Section 508 of the Clean Water Act or 
Section 306 of the Clean Air Act. 
2. That the contractor agrees to include or cause to be 
included the requirements of paragraph (1) of this Section X in every 
subcontract, and further agrees to take such action as the 
contracting agency may direct as a means of enforcing such 
requirements. 
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FHWA-1273 -- Revised May 1, 2012 

X. CERTIFICATION REGARDING DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, 
INELIGIBILITY AND VOLUNTARY EXCLUSION 

This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts, 
design-build contracts, subcontracts, lower-tier subcontracts, 
purchase orders, lease agreements, consultant contracts or any 
other covered transaction requiring FHWA approval or that is 
estimated to cost $25,000 or more – as defined in 2 CFR Parts 180 
and 1200. 

1. Instructions for Certification – First Tier Participants: 

a. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective first tier 
participant is providing the certification set out below. 

b. The inability of a person to provide the certification set out below 
will not necessarily result in denial of participation in this covered 
transaction. The prospective first tier participant shall submit an 
explanation of why it cannot provide the certification set out below. 
The certification or explanation will be considered in connection 
with the department or agency's determination whether to enter 
into this transaction. However, failure of the prospective first tier 
participant to furnish a certification or an explanation shall 
disqualify such a person from participation in this transaction. 

c. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact 
upon which reliance was placed when the contracting agency 
determined to enter into this transaction. If it is later determined 
that the prospective participant knowingly rendered an erroneous 
certification, in addition to other remedies available to the Federal 
Government, the contracting agency may terminate this 
transaction for cause of default. 

d. The prospective first tier participant shall provide immediate written 
notice to the contracting agency to whom this proposal is 
submitted if any time the prospective first tier participant learns that 
its certification was erroneous when submitted or has become 
erroneous by reason of changed circumstances. 

e. The terms "covered transaction," "debarred," "suspended," 
"ineligible," "participant," "person," "principal," and "voluntarily 
excluded," as used in this clause, are defined in 2 CFR Parts 180 
and 1200. “First Tier Covered Transactions” refers to any covered 
transaction between a grantee or subgrantee of Federal funds and 
a participant (such as the prime or general contract). “Lower Tier 
Covered Transactions” refers to any covered transaction under a 
First Tier Covered Transaction (such as subcontracts). “First Tier 
Participant” refers to the participant who has entered into a 
covered transaction with a grantee or subgrantee of Federal funds 
(such as the prime or general contractor). “Lower Tier Participant” 
refers any participant who has entered into a covered transaction 
with a First Tier Participant or other Lower Tier Participants (such 
as subcontractors and suppliers). 

f. The prospective first tier participant agrees by submitting this 
proposal that, should the proposed covered transaction be entered 
into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier covered 
transaction with a person who is debarred, suspended, declared 
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this covered 
transaction, unless authorized by the department or agency 
entering into this transaction. 

g. The prospective first tier participant further agrees by submitting 
this proposal that it will include the clause titled "Certification 
Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary 
Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered Transactions," provided by the 
department or contracting agency, entering into this covered 

transaction, without modification, in all lower tier covered 
transactions and in all solicitations for lower tier covered 
transactions exceeding the $25,000 threshold. 

h. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a certification 
of a prospective participant in a lower tier covered transaction that 
is not debarred, suspended, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from 
the covered transaction, unless it knows that the certification is 
erroneous. A participant is responsible for ensuring that its 
principals are not suspended, debarred, or otherwise ineligible to 
participate in covered transactions. To verify the eligibility of its 
principals, as well as the eligibility of any lower tier prospective 
participants, each participant may, but is not required to, check the 
Excluded Parties List System website (https://www.epls.gov/), 
which is compiled by the General Services Administration. 

i. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require 
the establishment of a system of records in order to render in good 
faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge and 
information of the prospective participant is not required to exceed 
that which is normally possessed by a prudent person in the 
ordinary course of business dealings. 

j. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph (f) of these 
instructions, if a participant in a covered transaction knowingly 
enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is 
suspended, debarred, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from 
participation in this transaction, in addition to other remedies 
available to the Federal Government, the department or agency 
may terminate this transaction for cause or default. 

* * * 

2. Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility 
and Voluntary Exclusion – First Tier Participants: 
a. The prospective first tier participant certifies to the best of its 
knowledge and belief, that it and its principals: 

(1) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for 
debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from 
participating in covered transactions by any Federal department 
or agency; 

(2) Have not within a three-year period preceding this proposal 
been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against them 
for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with 
obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, 
State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; 
violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes or commission of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction 
of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen 
property; 

(3) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly 
charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State or local) with 
commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph 
(a)(2) of this certification; and 

(4) Have not within a three-year period preceding this 
application/proposal had one or more public transactions 
(Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default. 

b. Where the prospective participant is unable to certify to any of 
the statements in this certification, such prospective participant 
shall attach an explanation to this proposal. 
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2. Instructions for Certification - Lower Tier Participants: 

(Applicable to all subcontracts, purchase orders and other lower tier 
transactions requiring prior FHWA approval or estimated to cost 
$25,000 or more - 2 CFR Parts 180 and 1200) 

a. By signing and submitting this proposal, the prospective lower tier 
is providing the certification set out below. 

b. The certification in this clause is a material representation of fact 
upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was 
entered into. If it is later determined that the prospective lower tier 
participant knowingly rendered an erroneous certification, in 
addition to other remedies available to the Federal Government, 
the department, or agency with which this transaction originated 
may pursue available remedies, including suspension and/or 
debarment. 

c. The prospective lower tier participant shall provide immediate 
written notice to the person to which this proposal is submitted if 
at any time the prospective lower tier participant learns that its 
certification was erroneous by reason of changed circumstances. 

d. The terms "covered transaction," "debarred," "suspended," 
"ineligible," "participant," "person," "principal," and "voluntarily 
excluded," as used in this clause, are defined in 2 CFR Parts 180 
and 1200. You may contact the person to which this proposal is 
submitted for assistance in obtaining a copy of those regulations. 
“First Tier Covered Transactions” refers to any covered 
transaction between a grantee or subgrantee of Federal funds 
and a participant (such as the prime or general contract). “Lower 
Tier Covered Transactions” refers to any covered transaction 
under a First Tier Covered Transaction (such as subcontracts). 
“First Tier Participant” refers to the participant who has entered 
into a covered transaction with a grantee or subgrantee of 
Federal funds (such as the prime or general contractor). “Lower 
Tier Participant” refers any participant who has entered into a 
covered transaction with a First Tier Participant or other Lower 
Tier Participants (such as subcontractors and suppliers). 

e. The prospective lower tier participant agrees by submitting this 
proposal that, should the proposed covered transaction be 
entered into, it shall not knowingly enter into any lower tier 
covered transaction with a person who is debarred, suspended, 
declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in 
this covered transaction, unless authorized by the department or 
agency with which this transaction originated. 

f. The prospective lower tier participant further agrees by submitting 
this proposal that it will include this clause titled "Certification 
Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary 
Exclusion-Lower Tier Covered Transaction," without modification, 
in all lower tier covered transactions and in all solicitations for 
lower tier covered transactions exceeding the $25,000 threshold. 

g. A participant in a covered transaction may rely upon a 
certification of a prospective participant in a lower tier covered 
transaction that is not debarred, suspended, ineligible, or 
voluntarily excluded from the covered transaction, unless it knows 
that the certification is erroneous. A participant is responsible for 
ensuring that its principals are not suspended, debarred, or 
otherwise ineligible to participate in covered transactions. To 
verify the eligibility of its principals, as well as the eligibility of any 
lower tier prospective participants, each participant may, but is
not required to, check the Excluded Parties List System website 

(https://www.epls.gov/), which is compiled by the General 
Services Administration. 

FHWA-1273 -- Revised May 1, 2012 

h. Nothing contained in the foregoing shall be construed to require 
establishment of a system of records in order to render in good 
faith the certification required by this clause. The knowledge and 
normally possessed by a prudent person in the ordinary course of 
business dealings. 

i. Except for transactions authorized under paragraph e of these 
instructions, if a participant in a covered transaction knowingly 
enters into a lower tier covered transaction with a person who is 
suspended, debarred, ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from 
participation in this transaction, in addition to other remedies 
available to the Federal Government, the department or agency 
with which this transaction originated may pursue available 
remedies, including suspension and/or debarment. 

* * * * * 
Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility
and Voluntary Exclusion--Lower Tier Participants: 

1. The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of 
this proposal, that neither it nor its principals is presently 
debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared 
ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participating in covered 
transactions by any Federal department or agency. 

2. Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to 
any of the statements in this certification, such prospective 
participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal. 

* * * * * 
XI. CERTIFICATION REGARDING USE OF CONTRACT FUNDS 
FOR LOBBYING 
This provision is applicable to all Federal-aid construction contracts 
and to all related subcontracts which exceed $100,000 (49 CFR 
20). 

1. The prospective participant certifies, by signing and submitting 
this bid or proposal, to the best of his or her knowledge and 
belief, that: 

a. No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, 
by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for influencing 
or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal 
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of 
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in 
connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the 
making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, 
the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the 
extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of 
any Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement. 

b. If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been 
paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting to 
influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a 
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an 
employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this 
Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the 
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, 
"Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in accordance with its 
instructions. 

Page of 20 of 29 
January 2022 

ATTACHMENT 1

245



 
 

 

   
 

 
 
 

 

  

 
 

  
  

 

Local Assistance Procedures Manual Exhibit 12-G 
Required Federal-Aid Contract Language 

2. This certification is a material representation of fact upon which 
reliance was placed when this transaction was made or entered 
into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making 
or entering into this transaction imposed by 31 U.S.C. 1352. 
Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be 
subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more 
than $100,000 for each such failure. 

3.The prospective participant also agrees by submitting its bid or 
proposal that the participant shall require that the language of 
this certification be included in all lower tier subcontracts, which 
exceed information of participant is not required to exceed that 
which is $100,000 and that all such recipients shall certify and 
disclose accordingly. 
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12.  FEMALE  AND MINORITY  GOALS  
To comply with Section II, "Nondiscrimination," of "Required Contract Provisions Federal-Aid Construction 
Contracts," the following are for female and minority utilization goals for Federal-aid construction contracts 
and subcontracts that exceed $10,000: 

The nationwide goal for female utilization is 6.9 percent. 

The goals for minority utilization [45 Fed Reg 65984 (10/3/1980)] are as follows: 

MINORITY UTILIZATION GOALS 

Economic 
Area 

Goal 
(Percent) 

174 
Redding CA: 
Non-SMSA (Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area) Counties: 
CA Lassen; CA Modoc; CA Plumas; CA Shasta; CA Siskiyou; CA Tehama 

6.8 

175 
Eureka, CA 
Non-SMSA Counties: 
CA Del Norte; CA Humboldt; CA Trinity 

6.6 

San Francisco-Oakland-San Jose, CA: 
SMSA Counties: 
7120 Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, CA 28.9 
CA Monterey 
7360 San Francisco-Oakland 
CA Alameda; CA Contra Costa; CA Marin; CA San Francisco; CA San Mateo 

25.6 

176 

7400 San Jose, CA 
CA Santa Clara, CA 
7485 Santa Cruz, CA 
CA Santa Cruz 

19.6 

14.9 

7500 Santa Rosa 
CA Sonoma 

9.1 

8720 Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA 
CA Napa; CA Solano 

17.1 

Non-SMSA Counties: 
CA Lake; CA Mendocino; CA San Benito 

23.2 

177 

Sacramento, CA: 
SMSA Counties: 
6920 Sacramento, CA 
CA Placer; CA Sacramento; CA 
Yolo Non-SMSA Counties 
CA Butte; CA Colusa; CA El Dorado; CA Glenn; CA Nevada; CA Sierra; CA Sutter; CA 
Yuba 

16.1 

14.3 

Stockton-Modesto, CA: 
SMSA Counties: 
5170 Modesto, CA 12.3 

178 CA Stanislaus 
8120 Stockton, CA 
CA San Joaquin 

24.3 

Non-SMSA Counties 
CA Alpine; CA Amador; CA Calaveras; CA Mariposa; CA Merced; CA Tuolumne 

19.8 

Fresno-Bakersfield, CA 
SMSA Counties: 

179 0680 Bakersfield, CA 
CA Kern 
2840 Fresno, CA 

19.1 

26.1 
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CA Fresno 
Non-SMSA Counties: 
CA Kings; CA Madera; CA Tulare 

23.6 

Los Angeles, CA: 
SMSA Counties: 
0360 Anaheim-Santa Ana-Garden Grove, CA 11.9 
CA Orange 
4480 Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA 28.3 

180 

CA Los Angeles 
6000 Oxnard-Simi Valley-Ventura, CA 
CA Ventura 
6780 Riverside-San Bernardino-Ontario, CA 

21.5 

19.0 

CA Riverside; CA San Bernardino 
7480 Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoc, CA 

19.7 

CA Santa Barbara 
Non-SMSA Counties 
CA Inyo; CA Mono; CA San Luis Obispo 

24.6 

San Diego, CA: 
SMSA Counties 

181 7320 San Diego, CA
CA San Diego 

16.9 

Non-SMSA Counties 
CA Imperial 

18.2 

For the last full week of July during which work is performed under the contract, the prime contractor and 
each non material-supplier subcontractor with a subcontract of $10,000 or more must complete Form FHWA 
PR-1391 (Appendix C to 23 CFR 230). Submit the forms by August 15. 

13.  TITLE VI  ASSURANCES  
The U.S. Department of Transportation Order No.1050.2A requires all federal-aid Department of Transportation 
contracts between an agency and a contractor to contain Appendix A and E. Appendix B only requires inclusion 
if the contract impacts deeds effecting or recording the transfer of real property, structures, or improvements 
thereon, or granting interest therein. Appendices C and D only require inclusion if the contract impacts deeds, 
licenses, leases, permits, or similar instruments entered into by the recipient. 

APPENDIX A 

During the performance of this Agreement, the contractor, for itself, its assignees and successors 
in interest (hereinafter collectively referred to as CONTRACTOR) agrees as follows: 

a. Compliance with Regulations: CONTRACTOR shall comply with the regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs of the Department of Transportation, Title 49, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended from time to time, (hereinafter 
referred to as the REGULATIONS), which are herein incorporated by reference and made a part of 
this agreement. 

b. Nondiscrimination: CONTRACTOR, with regard to the work performed by it during the 
AGREEMENT, shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, color, sex, national origin, religion, 
age, or disability in the selection and retention of sub-applicants, including procurements of 
materials and leases of equipment. CONTRACTOR shall not participate either directly or indirectly 
in the discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices 
when the agreement covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the Regulations. 

c. Solicitations for Sub-agreements, Including Procurements of Materials and Equipment: In all 
solicitations either by competitive bidding or negotiation made by CONTRACTOR for work to be 
performed under a Sub- agreement, including procurements of materials or leases of equipment, 
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each potential sub-applicant or supplier shall be notified by CONTRACTOR of the 
CONTRACTOR’S obligations under this Agreement and the Regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, color, or national origin. 

d. Information and Reports: CONTRACTOR shall provide all information and reports required by the 
Regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records, 
accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by the recipient or 
FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations or directives. Where any 
information required of CONTRACTOR is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or 
refuses to furnish this information, CONTRACTOR shall so certify to the recipient or FHWA as 
appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts CONTRACTOR has made to obtain the information. 

e. Sanctions for Noncompliance: In the event of CONTRACTOR’s noncompliance with the 
nondiscrimination provisions of this agreement, the recipient shall impose such agreement 
sanctions as it or the FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to: 

i. withholding of payments to CONTRACTOR under the Agreement within a reasonable 
period of time, not to exceed 90 days; and/or 

ii. cancellation, termination or suspension of the Agreement, in whole or in part. 
f. Incorporation of Provisions: CONTRACTOR shall include the provisions of paragraphs (1) through 

(6) in every sub-agreement, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, unless 
exempt by the Regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto. 

CONTRACTOR shall take such action with respect to any sub-agreement or procurement as the 
recipient or FHWA may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for 
noncompliance, provided, however, that, in the event CONTRACTOR becomes involved in, or is 
threatened with, litigation with a sub-applicant or supplier as a result of such direction, CONTRACTOR 
may request the recipient enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the State, and, in addition, 
CONTRACTOR may request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

APPENDIX B 

CLAUSES FOR DEEDS TRANSFERRING UNITED STATES PROPERTY 

The following clauses will be included in deeds effecting or recording the transfer of real property, 
structures, or improvements thereon, or granting interest therein from the United States pursuant to the 
provisions of Assurance 4: 

NOW THEREFORE, the U.S. Department of Transportation as authorized by law and upon the condition 
that the recipient will accept title to the lands and maintain the project constructed thereon in accordance 
with Title 23 U.S.C., the regulations for the administration of the preceding statute, and the policies and 
procedures prescribed by the FHWA of the U.S. Department of Transportation in accordance and in 
compliance with all requirements imposed by Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Subtitle A, Office of the Secretary, Part 21, Non-discrimination in Federally-assisted 
programs of the U.S. Department of Transportation pertaining to and effectuating the provisions of Title VI 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (78 Stat. 252; 42 U.S.C. § 2000d to 2000d-4), does hereby remise, release, 
quitclaim and convey unto the recipient all the right, title and interest of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation in and to said lands described in Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

(HABENDUM CLAUSE) 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD said lands and interests therein unto the recipient and its successors forever, 
subject, however, to the covenants, conditions, restrictions and reservations herein contained as follows, 
which will remain in effect for the period during which the real property or structures are used for a 
purpose for which Federal financial assistance is extended or for another purpose involving the provision 
of similar services or benefits and will be binding on the recipient, its successors and assigns. The 
recipient, in consideration of the conveyance of said lands and interest in lands, does hereby covenant 
and agree as a covenant running with the land for itself, its successors and assigns, that (1) no person 
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will on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination with regard to any facility located wholly or in part 
on, over, or under such lands hereby conveyed [,] [and]* (2) that the recipient will use the lands and 
interests in lands and interest in lands so conveyed, in compliance with all requirements imposed by or 
pursuant to Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, U.S. Department of Transportation, Subtitle A, Office 
of the Secretary, Part 21, Non-discrimination in Federally-assisted programs of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Effectuation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and as said Regulations and Acts 
may be amended[, and (3) that in the event of breach of any of the above-mentioned non-discrimination 
conditions, the Department will have a right to enter or re-enter said lands and facilities on said lands, and 
that above described land and facilities will thereon revert to and vest in and become the absolute 
property of the U.S. Department of Transportation and its assigns as such interest existed prior to this 
instruction].* 

(*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a clause is 
necessary in order to make clear the purpose of Title VI.) 

APPENDIX C 

CLAUSES FOR TRANSFER OF REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED OR IMPROVED UNDER THE 
ACTIVITY, FACILITY, OR PROGRAM 

The following clauses will be included in deeds, licenses, leases, permits, or similar instruments entered 
into by the recipient pursuant to the provisions of Assurance 7(a): 

A. The (grantee, lessee, permittee, etc. as appropriate) for himself/herself, his/her heirs, personal 
representatives, successors in interest, and assigns, as a part of the consideration hereof, does hereby 
covenant and agree [in the case of deeds and leases add “as a covenant running with the land”] that: 

1. In the event facilities are constructed, maintained, or otherwise operated on the property 
described in this (deed, license, lease, permit, etc.) for a purpose for which a U.S. Department of 
Transportation activity, facility, or program is extended or for another purpose involving the 
provision of similar services or benefits, the (grantee, licensee, lessee, permittee, etc.) will 
maintain and operate such facilities and services in compliance with all requirements imposed by 
the Acts and Regulations (as may be amended) such that no person on the grounds of race, color, 
or national origin, will be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits of, or be otherwise 
subjected to discrimination in the use of said facilities. 

B. With respect to licenses, leases, permits, etc., in the event of breach of any of the above Non-
discrimination covenants, the recipient will have the right to terminate the (lease, license, permit, etc.) and 
to enter, re-enter, and repossess said lands and facilities thereon, and hold the same as if the (lease, 
license, permit, etc.) had never been made or issued.* 

C. With respect to a deed, in the event of breach of any of the above Non-discrimination covenants, the 
recipient will have the right to enter or re-enter the lands and facilities thereon, and the above described 
lands and facilities will there upon revert to and vest in and become the absolute property of the recipient 
and its assigns.* 

(*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a clause is 
necessary to make clear the purpose of Title VI.) 
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APPENDIX D 

CLAUSES FOR CONSTRUCTION/USE/ACCESS TO REAL PROPERTY ACQUIRED UNDER THE 
ACTIVITY, FACILITY OR PROGRAM 

The following clauses will be included in deeds, licenses, permits, or similar instruments/agreements 
entered into by the recipient pursuant to the provisions of Assurance 7(b): 

A. The (grantee, licensee, permittee, etc., as appropriate) for himself/herself, his/her heirs, personal 
representatives, successors in interest ,and assigns, as a part of the consideration hereof, does hereby 
covenant and agree (in the case of deeds and leases add, “as a covenant running with the land”) that (1) 
no person on the ground of race, color, or national origin, will be excluded from participation in, denied the 
benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination in the use of said facilities, (2) that in the 
construction of any improvements on, over, or under such land, and the furnishings of services thereon, 
no person on the ground of race, color, or national origin, will be excluded from participation in, denied the 
benefits or, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination, (3) that the (grantee, licensee, lessee, permittee, 
etc.) will use the premises in compliance with all other requirements imposed by or pursuant to the Acts 
and Regulations, as amended, set forth in this Assurance. 

B. With respect to (licenses, leases, permits, etc.) in the event of breach of any of the above of the above 
Non-discrimination covenants, the recipient will have the right to terminate the (license, permits, etc., as 
appropriate) and to enter or re-enter and repossess said land and the facilities thereon, and hold the 
same as if said (license, permit, etc., as appropriate) had never been made or issued.* 

C. With respect to deeds, in the event of breach of any of the above Non-discrimination covenants, the 
recipient will there upon revert to and vest in and become the absolute property of the recipient and its 
assigns. 

(*Reverter clause and related language to be used only when it is determined that such a clause is 
necessary to make clear the purpose of Title VI.) 

APPENDIX E 

During the performance of this contract, the contractor, for itself, its assignees, and successors in interest 
(hereinafter referred to as the “contractor”) agrees to comply with the following non-discrimination statutes 
and authorities, including, but not limited to: 

Pertinent Non-Discrimination Authorities: 

• Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq., 78 stat. 252), prohibits discrimination 
on the basis of race, color, national origin); and 49 CFR Part 21. 

• The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, (42 U.S.C. § 
4601), (prohibits unfair treatment of persons displaced or whose property has been acquired because 
of Federal or Federal-aid programs and projects); 

• Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1973, (23 U.S.C. § 324 et seq.), prohibits discrimination on the basis of sex; 
• Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, (29 U.S.C. § 794 et seq.), as amended, (prohibits 

discrimination on the basis of disability); and 49 CR Part 27; 
• The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, (42 U.S.C. § 6101 et seq.), prohibits discrimination 

on the basis of age); 
• Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, (49 U.S.C. § 471, Section 47123), as amended, (prohibits 

discrimination based on race, creed, color, national origin, or sex); 
• The Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987, (PL 100-209), (Broadened the scope, coverage and 

applicability of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, The Age Discrimination Act of 1975 and Section 
504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, by expanding the definition of the terms “programs or activities” to 
include all of the programs or activities of the Federal-aid recipients, sub-recipients and contractors, 
whether such programs or activities are Federally funded or not); 
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• Titles II and III of the Americans with Disabilities Act, which prohibit discrimination of the basis of 
disability in the operation of public entities, public and private transportation systems, places of public 
accommodation, and certain testing entities (42 U.S.C. §§ 12131 – 12189) as implemented by 
Department of Transportation regulations 49 C.F.R. parts 37 and 38; 

• The Federal Aviation Administration’s Non-discrimination statute (49 U.S.C. § 47123) (prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, and sex); 

• Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and 
Low-Income Populations, which ensures discrimination against minority populations by discouraging 
programs, policies, and activities with disproportionately high and adverse human health or 
environmental effects on minority and low-income populations; 

• Executive Order 13166, Improving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficiency, and 
resulting agency guidance, national origin discrimination includes discrimination because of limited 
English proficiency (LEP). To ensure compliance with Title VI, you must take reasonable steps to 
ensure that LEP persons have meaningful access to your programs (70 Fed. Reg. at 74087 to 74100); 

• Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, as amended, which prohibits you from discriminating 
because of sex in education programs or activities (20 U.S.C. 1681 et seq). 

14.  USE OF  UNITED  STATES-FLAG  VESSELS (CARGO  PREFERENCE  ACT)  
The CONTRACTOR agrees-

1. To utilize privately owned United States-flag commercial vessels to ship at least 50 percent of the 
gross tonnage (computed separately for dry bulk carries, dry cargo liners, and tankers) involved, 
whenever shipping any equipment, material, or commodities pursuant to this contract, to the extent 
such vessels are available at fair and reasonable rates for United States-flag commercial vessels. 

2. To Furnish within 20 days following the date of loading for shipments originating within the 
United State or within 30 working days following the date of loading for shipments originating 
outside the United States, a legible copy of a rated “on-board” commercial ocean bill-of-lading in 
English for each shipment of cargo described in paragraph (1) of this section to both the 
Contracting Officer (through the prime contractor in the case of subcontractor bills-of-lading) and 
to the Division of National Cargo, Office of Market Development, Maritime Administration, 
Washington, DC 20590. 

3. To insert the substance of the provisions of this clause in all subcontracts issued pursuant to this 
contract. 

Federal Trainee Program Special Provisions 
(to be used when applicable) 

15.  FEDERAL  TRAINEE  PROGRAM  
For the Federal training program, the number of trainees or apprentices is . 

This section applies if a number of trainees or apprentices is specified in the special provisions. 

As part of the prime contractor’s equal opportunity affirmative action program, provide on-the-job training to 
develop full journeymen in the types of trades or job classifications involved. 

The prime contractor has primary responsibility for meeting this training requirement. 

If the prime contractor subcontracts a contract part, they shall determine how many trainees or apprentices 
are to be trained by the subcontractor. Include these training requirements in each subcontract. 

Where feasible, 25 percent of apprentices or trainees in each occupation must be in their 1st year of 
apprenticeship or training. 

Distribute the number of apprentices or trainees among the work classifications on the basis of the prime 
contractor’s needs and the availability of journeymen in the various classifications within a reasonable 
recruitment area. 

Before starting work, the prime contractor shall submit to the City/County of : 
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1. Number of apprentices or trainees to be trained for each classification 

2. Training program to be used 

3. Training starting date for each classification 

The prime contractor shall obtain the City/County of approval for this submitted 
information before the prime contractor starts work. The City/County of credits 
the prime contractor for each apprentice or trainee the prime contractor employs on the job who is currently 
enrolled or becomes enrolled in an approved program. 

The primary objective of this section is to train and upgrade minorities and women toward journeyman status. 
The prime contractor shall make every effort to enroll minority and women apprentices or trainees, such as 
conducting systematic and direct recruitment through public and private sources likely to yield minority and 
women apprentices or trainees, to the extent they are available within a reasonable recruitment area and 
show that they have made the efforts. In making these efforts, the prime contractor shall not discriminate 
against any applicant for training. 

The prime contractor shall not employ as an apprentice or trainee an employee: 

1. In any classification in which the employee has successfully completed a training course leading to 
journeyman status or in which the employee has been employed as a journeyman 

2. Who is not registered in a program approved by the US Department of Labor, Bureau of 
Apprenticeship and Training 

The prime contractor shall ask the employee if the employee has successfully completed a training course 
leading to journeyman status or has been employed as a journeyman. The prime contractor’s records must 
show the employee's answers to the questions. 

In the training program, the prime contractor shall establish the minimum length and training type for each 
classification. The City/County of and FHWA approves a program if one of the following is 
met: 

1. It is calculated to: 
 Meet the your equal employment opportunity responsibilities 
 Qualify the average apprentice or trainee for journeyman status in the classification 

involved by the end of the training period 
2. It is registered with the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training, 

and it is administered in a way consistent with the equal employment responsibilities of 
Federal-aid highway construction contracts 

The prime contractor shall obtain the State's approval for their training program before they start work 
involving the classification covered by the program. 
The prime contractor shall provide training in the construction crafts, not in clerk-typist or secretarial-type 
positions. Training is allowed in lower level management positions such as office engineers, estimators, and 
timekeepers if the training is oriented toward construction applications. Training is allowed in the laborer 
classification if significant and meaningful training is provided and approved by the division office. Off-site 
training is allowed if the training is an integral part of an approved training program and does not make up a 
significant part of the overall training. 

The City/County of reimburses the prime contractor 80 cents per hour of 
training given an employee on thiscontract under an approved training program: 

1. For on-site training 
2. For off-site training if the apprentice or trainee is currently employed on a Federal-aid project and 

prime contractor does at least one of the following: 
a. Contribute to the cost of the training 
b. Provide the instruction to the apprentice or trainee 
c. Pay the apprentice's or trainee's wages during the off-site training period 

3. If the prime contractor complies with this section. 
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Each apprentice or trainee must: 
1. Begin training on the project as soon as feasible after the start of work involving the apprentice's or 

trainee's skill 
2. Remain on the project as long as training opportunities exist in the apprentice's or trainee's work 

classification or until the apprentice or trainee has completed the training program 
The prime contractor shall furnish the apprentice or trainee with a copy of the program that the prime 
contractor will comply with in providing the training. 

16. PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND VIDEO SURVEILLANCE EQUIPMENT AND 
SERVICES 

In response to significant national security concerns, the agency shall check the prohibited vendor list before 
making any telecommunications and video surveillance purchase because recipients and subrecipients of 
federal funds are prohibited from obligating or expending loan or grant funds to: 

• Procure or obtain; 
• Extend or renew a contract to procure or obtain; or 
• Enter into a contract (or extend or renew a contract) to procure or obtain equipment, services, or 

systems that uses covered telecommunications equipment or services as a substantial or essential 
component of any system, or as critical technology as part of any system. 

The prohibited vendors (and their subsidiaries or affiliates) are: 
• Huawei Technologies Company; 
• ZTE Corporation; 
• Hytera Communications Corporation; 
• Hangzhou Hikvision Digital Technology Company; 
• Dahua Technology Company; and 
• Subsidiaries or affiliates of the above-mentioned companies. 

In implementing the prohibition, the agency administering loan, grant, or subsidy programs shall prioritize 
available funding and technical support to assist affected businesses, institutions and organizations as is 
reasonably necessary for those affected entities to transition from covered communications equipment and 
services, to procure replacement equipment and services, and to ensure that communications service to 
users and customers is sustained. 
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CITY OF COSTA MESA, CALIFORNIA 

 
COUNCIL POLICY 

 
 
BACKGROUND 

 
Under the Federal Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, passed as part of omnibus drug legislation 
enacted November 18, 1988, contractors and grantees of Federal funds must certify that they will 
provide drug-free workplaces.  At the present time, the City of Costa Mesa, as a sub-grantee of 
Federal funds under a variety of programs, is required to abide by this Act.  The City Council has 
expressed its support of the national effort to eradicate drug abuse through the creation of a 
Substance Abuse Committee, institution of a City-wide D.A.R.E. program in all local schools and 
other activities in support of a drug-free community.  This policy is intended to extend that effort 
to contractors and grantees of the City of Costa Mesa in the elimination of dangerous drugs in the 
workplace. 
 
PURPOSE 

 
It is the purpose of this Policy to: 
 

1. Clearly state the City of Costa Mesa’s commitment to a drug-free society. 
 
2. Set forth guidelines to ensure that public, private, and nonprofit organizations receiving 

funds from the City of Costa Mesa share the commitment to a drug-free workplace. 
 

POLICY 
 
The City Manager, under direction by the City Council, shall take the necessary steps to see that 
the following provisions are included in all contracts and agreements entered into by the City of 
Costa Mesa involving the disbursement of funds. 
 

1. Contractor or Sub-grantee hereby certifies that it will provide a drug-free workplace by: 
 

A. Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, 
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in 
Contractor’s and/or sub-grantee’s workplace, specifically the job site or location 
included in this contract, and specifying the actions that will be taken against the 
employees for violation of such prohibition; 
 

B. Establishing a Drug-Free Awareness Program to inform employees about: 
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1. The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace; 
 
2. Contractor’s and/or sub-grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace; 
 
3. Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs; 

and 
 
4. The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations 

occurring in the workplace; 
 

C. Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the 
contract be given a copy of the statement required by subparagraph A; 

 
D. Notifying the employee in the statement required by subparagraph 1 A that, as a 

condition of employment under the contract, the employee will: 
 
1. Abide by the terms of the statement; and 
 
2. Notify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation occurring 

in the workplace no later than five (5) days after such conviction; 
 

E. Notifying the City of Costa Mesa within ten (10) days after receiving notice under 
subparagraph 1 D 2 from an employee or otherwise receiving the actual notice of such 
conviction; 

 
F. Taking one of the following actions within thirty (30) days of receiving notice under 

subparagraph 1 D 2 with respect to an employee who is so convicted: 
 

1. Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and 
including termination; or 

 
2. Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or 

rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local 
health agency, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency; 
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G. Making a good faith effort to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation 

of subparagraphs 1 A through 1 F, inclusive. 
 

2. Contractor and/or sub-grantee shall be deemed to be in violation of this Policy if the City 
of Costa Mesa determines that: 

 
a. Contractor and/or sub-grantee has made a false certification under paragraph 1 

above; 
 
b. Contractor and/or sub-grantee has violated the certification by failing to carry out 

the requirements of subparagraphs 1 A through 1 G above; 
 

c. Such number of employees of Contractor and/or sub-grantee have been convicted 
of violations of criminal drug statutes for violations occurring in the workplace as 
to indicate that the contractor and/or sub-grantee has failed to make a good faith 
effort to provide a drug-free workplace. 

 
3. Should any contractor and/or sub-grantee be deemed to be in violation of this Policy 

pursuant to the provisions of 2 A, B, and C, a suspension, termination or debarment 
proceeding subject to applicable Federal, State, and local laws shall be conducted.  Upon 
issuance of any final decision under this section requiring debarment of a contractor and/or 
sub-grantee, the contractor and/or sub-grantee shall be ineligible for award of any 
contract, agreement or grant from the City of Costa Mesa for a period specified in the 
decision, not to exceed five (5) years.  Upon issuance of any final decision recommending 
against debarment of the contractor and/or sub-grantee, the contractor and/or sub-grantee 
shall be eligible for compensation as provided by law. 
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CITY OF COSTA MESA PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Wilson Street Improvement Project

CITY PROJECT NO. 22-01 

BID OPENING DATE: April 4, 2022

UNIT UNIT UNIT UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL

1 1 L.S. Mobilization and Demobilization $80,000.00 $80,000.00 $89,263.00 $89,263.00 $140,000.00 $140,000.00 $42,228.00 $42,228.00 $60,000.00 $60,000.00

2 1 F.A. Additional Work Items $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00

3A 30 E.L.T.
Procure and Apply Slurry Seal Type II with 2.5% latex 
Street Surfacing 

$750.00 $22,500.00 $838.00 $25,140.00 $725.00 $21,750.00 $726.00 $21,780.00 $800.00 $24,000.00

4A 1 L.S. Procure and Apply Crack Seal Prior to Slurry Seal $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $5,197.00 $5,197.00 $7,000.00 $7,000.00 $15,400.00 $15,400.00 $12,000.00 $12,000.00

5A 140 TONS

Remove & Reconstruct Asphalt Concrete (AC) [6" 
Minimum Depth, Including Excavation] and Replace 
with 6" AC Over 6" Crushed Miscellaneous Base 
(CMB)

$200.00 $28,000.00 $197.00 $27,580.00 $185.00 $25,900.00 $178.00 $24,920.00 $260.00 $36,400.00

6A 660 TONS
Type "C3" Asphalt Concrete Leveling (Paving 
Machine) 

$120.00 $79,200.00 $97.00 $64,020.00 $110.00 $72,600.00 $118.00 $77,880.00 $132.00 $87,120.00

7A 2,000 TONS
Type "GG-C" Asphalt Rubber Hot Mix (AHRM-G) 
Surface Course

$115.00 $230,000.00 $97.00 $194,000.00 $110.00 $220,000.00 $107.00 $214,000.00 $125.00 $250,000.00

8A 6 E.A.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct ADA Curb Ramps 
with Truncated Domes per CALTRANS STD. Plan 
A88A

$7,500.00 $45,000.00 $6,595.00 $39,570.00 $7,500.00 $45,000.00 $14,600.00 $87,600.00 $9,500.00 $57,000.00

9A 820 S.F.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct Portland Cement 
Concrete (PCC) Cross-Gutter, Spandrel, Local 
Depression, and PCC Pad (8" PCC over 8" CMB)

$40.00 $32,800.00 $43.60 $35,752.00 $32.00 $26,240.00 $35.00 $28,700.00 $29.00 $23,780.00

10A 1,240 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-6 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$80.00 $99,200.00 $61.00 $75,640.00 $67.00 $83,080.00 $104.00 $128,960.00 $75.00 $93,000.00

11A 330 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-8 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$85.00 $28,050.00 $67.50 $22,275.00 $72.00 $23,760.00 $110.00 $36,300.00 $75.00 $24,750.00

12A 1,660 S.F.
Install Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) Sidewalk [4" 
PCC over 4" Crushed Miscellaneous Base (CMB)]

$15.00 $24,900.00 $11.70 $19,422.00 $14.00 $23,240.00 $18.00 $29,880.00 $17.00 $28,220.00

13A 2,850 S.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) Driveway Approach [6" PCC over 6" Crushed 
Miscellaneous Base (CMB)] 

$20.00 $57,000.00 $26.80 $76,380.00 $20.00 $57,000.00 $27.00 $76,950.00 $19.50 $55,575.00

14A 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Lane Markings, 
Striping, Pavement Legends, and Raised Pavement 
Markers (RPMs) per Approved Plan 

$16,000.00 $16,000.00 $12,566.00 $12,566.00 $16,000.00 $16,000.00 $16,100.00 $16,100.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00

15A 10 EA Install New Blue Raised Pavement Markers (BRPMs) $20.00 $200.00 $20.90 $209.00 $25.00 $250.00 $21.00 $210.00 $25.00 $250.00

16A 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Thermoplastic 
Pavement Markings, Including Continental Crosswalk 
and Green Lanes or Conflict Zones 

$40,500.00 $40,500.00 $37,795.00 $37,795.00 $38,500.00 $38,500.00 $40,000.00 $40,000.00 $41,000.00 $41,000.00

17A 14 EA Adjust and Reset Existing Survey Monuments and Ties $600.00 $8,400.00 $516.00 $7,224.00 $1,600.00 $22,400.00 $520.00 $7,280.00 $600.00 $8,400.00

18A1 55 EA Adjust Manhole Covers to Grade $900.00 $49,500.00 $991.00 $54,505.00 $1,100.00 $60,500.00 $924.00 $50,820.00 $1,200.00 $66,000.00

18A2 5 EA
Adjust Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) 
Manhole Covers to Grade 

$1,500.00 $7,500.00 $1,460.00 $7,300.00 $4,000.00 $20,000.00 $2,310.00 $11,550.00 $1,600.00 $8,000.00

19A 75 EA Adjust Water Valves to Grade $800.00 $60,000.00 $782.00 $58,650.00 $1,100.00 $82,500.00 $924.00 $69,300.00 $950.00 $71,250.00

20A 163,000 S.F. Cold Mill (2" Minimum Depth) $0.30 $48,900.00 $0.29 $47,270.00 $0.27 $44,010.00 $0.35 $57,050.00 $0.30 $48,900.00

21A 1 L.S. Implement Temporary Traffic Control $70,000.00 $70,000.00 $40,469.00 $40,469.00 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 $90,505.50 $90,505.50 $186,900.00 $186,900.00

22A 35 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "D" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$400.00 $14,000.00 $318.00 $11,130.00 $315.00 $11,025.00 $320.00 $11,200.00 $400.00 $14,000.00

23A 30 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "E" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$300.00 $9,000.00 $292.00 $8,760.00 $300.00 $9,000.00 $294.00 $8,820.00 $400.00 $12,000.00

24A 745 L.F. Paint Red Curb $2.00 $1,490.00 $1.40 $1,043.00 $1.50 $1,117.50 $1.50 $1,117.50 $2.00 $1,490.00

$1,159,640.00 $1,061,160.00 $1,175,872.50 $1,248,551.00 $1,325,035.00

 CITY ESTIMATE

BASE BID TOTAL:

4. SEQUEL CONTRACTORS, 
INC.

SANTA FE SPRINGS

QUANTITY
BID

BASE BID CORONA

1. ALL AMERICAN ASPHALT 3. HARDY & HARPER INC.2. R.J. NOBLE COMPANY

LAKE FORESTORANGE

PAGE 1 OF 4

ATTACHMENT 3

271



CITY OF COSTA MESA PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Wilson Street Improvement Project

CITY PROJECT NO. 22-01 

BID OPENING DATE: April 4, 2022

3B 70 E.L.T.
Procure and Apply Slurry Seal Type II with 2.5% latex 
Street Surfacing 

$750.00 $52,500.00 $617.00 $43,190.00 $725.00 $50,750.00 $726.00 $50,820.00 $800.00 $56,000.00

4B 1 L.S. Procure and Apply Crack Seal Prior to Slurry Seal $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $1,929.00 $1,929.00 $6,500.00 $6,500.00 $16,500.00 $16,500.00 $15,000.00 $15,000.00

5B 580 TONS

Remove & Reconstruct Asphalt Concrete (AC) [6" 
Minimum Depth, Including Excavation] and Replace 
with 6" AC Over 6" Crushed Miscellaneous Base 
(CMB)

$200.00 $116,000.00 $210.00 $121,800.00 $185.00 $107,300.00 $178.00 $103,240.00 $260.00 $150,800.00

6B 380 TONS
Type "C3" Asphalt Concrete Leveling (Paving 
Machine) 

$120.00 $45,600.00 $97.00 $36,860.00 $110.00 $41,800.00 $118.00 $44,840.00 $132.00 $50,160.00

7B 1,300 TONS
Type "GG-C" Asphalt Rubber Hot Mix (AHRM-G) 
Surface Course

$115.00 $149,500.00 $97.00 $126,100.00 $110.00 $143,000.00 $107.00 $139,100.00 $125.00 $162,500.00

8B 2 EA
Remove Existing and reconstruct ADA Curb Ramps 
with Truncated Domes per CALTRANS STD. Plan 
A88A

$7,500.00 $15,000.00 $7,081.00 $14,162.00 $7,500.00 $15,000.00 $14,600.00 $29,200.00 $9,500.00 $19,000.00

9B 1,100 S.F.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct Portland Cement 
Concrete (PCC) Cross-Gutter, Spandrel, Local 
Depression, and PCC Pad (8" PCC over 8" CMB) 

$40.00 $44,000.00 $27.20 $29,920.00 $32.00 $35,200.00 $35.00 $38,500.00 $29.00 $31,900.00

10B 120 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-6 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$80.00 $9,600.00 $88.80 $10,656.00 $67.00 $8,040.00 $104.00 $12,480.00 $75.00 $9,000.00

11B 800 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-8 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$85.00 $68,000.00 $69.80 $55,840.00 $72.00 $57,600.00 $110.00 $88,000.00 $75.00 $60,000.00

12B 3,140 S.F.
Install Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) Sidewalk [4" 
PCC over 4" Crushed Miscellaneous Base (CMB)]

$15.00 $47,100.00 $11.10 $34,854.00 $14.00 $43,960.00 $18.00 $56,520.00 $17.00 $53,380.00

13B 1,730 S.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) Driveway Approach [6" PCC over 6" Crushed 
Miscellaneous Base (CMB)] 

$20.00 $34,600.00 $19.30 $33,389.00 $20.00 $34,600.00 $27.00 $46,710.00 $19.50 $33,735.00

14B 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Lane Markings, 
Striping, Pavement Legends, and Raised Pavement 
Markers (RPMs) per Approved Plan 

$16,000.00 $16,000.00 $18,021.00 $18,021.00 $12,500.00 $12,500.00 $12,650.00 $12,650.00 $17,000.00 $17,000.00

15B 7 EA Install New Blue Raised Pavement Markers (BRPMs) $20.00 $140.00 $20.50 $143.50 $25.00 $175.00 $21.00 $147.00 $25.00 $175.00

16B 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Thermoplastic 
Pavement Markings, Including Continental Crosswalk 
and Green Lanes or Conflict Zones 

$40,500.00 $40,500.00 $38,975.00 $38,975.00 $38,000.00 $38,000.00 $38,000.00 $38,000.00 $43,000.00 $43,000.00

17B 12 EA Adjust and Reset Existing Survey Monuments and Ties $600.00 $7,200.00 $507.00 $6,084.00 $1,600.00 $19,200.00 $520.00 $6,240.00 $600.00 $7,200.00

18B 28 EA Adjust Manhole Covers to Grade $900.00 $25,200.00 $972.00 $27,216.00 $1,100.00 $30,800.00 $924.00 $25,872.00 $1,200.00 $33,600.00

19B 40 EA Adjust Water Valves to Grade $800.00 $32,000.00 $767.00 $30,680.00 $1,100.00 $44,000.00 $924.00 $36,960.00 $950.00 $38,000.00

20B 105,000 S.F. Cold Mill (2" Minimum Depth) $0.30 $31,500.00 $0.29 $30,450.00 $0.27 $28,350.00 $0.35 $36,750.00 $0.35 $36,750.00

21B 1 L.S. Implement Temporary Traffic Control $70,000.00 $70,000.00 $9,692.00 $9,692.00 $20,000.00 $20,000.00 $51,130.00 $51,130.00 $159,800.00 $159,800.00

22B 5 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "D" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$400.00 $2,000.00 $312.00 $1,560.00 $315.00 $1,575.00 $320.00 $1,600.00 $400.00 $2,000.00

23B 45 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "E" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$300.00 $13,500.00 $287.00 $12,915.00 $300.00 $13,500.00 $294.00 $13,230.00 $400.00 $18,000.00

24B 460 L.F. Paint Red Curb $2.00 $920.00 $1.40 $644.00 $1.50 $690.00 $1.50 $690.00 $2.00 $920.00

$828,360.00 $685,080.50 $752,540.00 $849,179.00 $997,920.00

C-1 120 L.F.
Construct 8" High PCC, Type "B' Curb per City 
Standard Drawing No. 311

$90.00 $10,800.00 $55.00 $6,600.00 $75.00 $9,000.00 $126.00 $15,120.00 $90.00 $10,800.00

C-2 10 C.Y.
Install 8" Depth Decomposed Granite (DG) at 
Pedestriand Refuge Island 

$650.00 $6,500.00 $650.00 $6,500.00 $500.00 $5,000.00 $1,200.00 $12,000.00 $1,200.00 $12,000.00

C-3 90 S.F.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct Concrete Sidewalk 
(4" Concrete Over 4" CMB)

$20.00 $1,800.00 $35.00 $3,150.00 $14.00 $1,260.00 $32.00 $2,880.00 $35.00 $3,150.00

C-4 2 EA Install Truncated Domes (3' X 10') $1,500.00 $3,000.00 $450.00 $900.00 $1,600.00 $3,200.00 $685.00 $1,370.00 $1,000.00 $2,000.00

C-5 2 EA
Remove Existing and Install ADA Curb Ramps with 
Truncated Domes per Caltrans Standard Pland A88A

$7,500.00 $15,000.00 $16,000.00 $32,000.00 $8,000.00 $16,000.00 $14,600.00 $29,200.00 $15,000.00 $30,000.00

$37,100.00 $49,150.00 $34,460.00 $60,570.00 $57,950.00

GRAND TOTAL (BASE BID + ADDITIVE BID (B) + ADDITIVE BID (C): $2,025,100.00 $1,795,390.50 $1,962,872.50 $2,158,300.00 $2,380,905.00

ADDITIVE BID (B) TOTAL:

ADDITIVE BID (C) TOTAL:

2. R.J. NOBLE COMPANY 3. HARDY & HARPER INC.ADDITIVE BID ITEM - B

ADDITIVE BID ITEM - C

1. ALL AMERICAN ASPHALT 4. SEQUEL CONTRACTORS, INC.
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CITY OF COSTA MESA PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Wilson Street Improvement Project

CITY PROJECT NO. 22-01 

BID OPENING DATE: April 4, 2022

UNIT UNIT UNIT UNIT
NO. DESCRIPTION PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL PRICE TOTAL

1 1 L.S. Mobilization and Demobilization $80,000.00 $80,000.00 $79,209.02 $79,209.02 $125,000.00 $125,000.00 $89,283.34 $89,283.34

2 1 F.A. Additional Work Items $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00 $100,000.00

3A 30 E.L.T.
Procure and Apply Slurry Seal Type II with 2.5% latex 
Street Surfacing 

$750.00 $22,500.00 $977.50 $29,325.00 $1,130.00 $33,900.00 $866.08 $25,982.50

4A 1 L.S. Procure and Apply Crack Seal Prior to Slurry Seal $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $8,500.00 $8,500.00 $6,800.00 $6,800.00 $9,149.50 $9,149.50

5A 140 TONS

Remove & Reconstruct Asphalt Concrete (AC) [6" 
Minimum Depth, Including Excavation] and Replace 
with 6" AC Over 6" Crushed Miscellaneous Base 
(CMB)

$200.00 $28,000.00 $405.59 $56,782.60 $385.00 $53,900.00 $268.43 $37,580.43

6A 660 TONS
Type "C3" Asphalt Concrete Leveling (Paving 
Machine) 

$120.00 $79,200.00 $136.00 $89,760.00 $130.00 $85,800.00 $120.50 $79,530.00

7A 2,000 TONS
Type "GG-C" Asphalt Rubber Hot Mix (AHRM-G) 
Surface Course

$115.00 $230,000.00 $152.50 $305,000.00 $120.00 $240,000.00 $118.58 $237,166.67

8A 6 E.A.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct ADA Curb Ramps 
with Truncated Domes per CALTRANS STD. Plan 
A88A

$7,500.00 $45,000.00 $7,890.00 $47,340.00 $9,000.00 $54,000.00 $9,180.83 $55,085.00

9A 820 S.F.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct Portland Cement 
Concrete (PCC) Cross-Gutter, Spandrel, Local 
Depression, and PCC Pad (8" PCC over 8" CMB)

$40.00 $32,800.00 $37.00 $30,340.00 $36.00 $29,520.00 $35.43 $29,055.33

10A 1,240 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-6 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$80.00 $99,200.00 $54.50 $67,580.00 $110.00 $136,400.00 $78.58 $97,443.33

11A 330 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-8 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$85.00 $28,050.00 $54.50 $17,985.00 $110.00 $36,300.00 $81.50 $26,895.00

12A 1,660 S.F.
Install Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) Sidewalk [4" 
PCC over 4" Crushed Miscellaneous Base (CMB)]

$15.00 $24,900.00 $13.35 $22,161.00 $20.00 $33,200.00 $15.68 $26,020.50

13A 2,850 S.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) Driveway Approach [6" PCC over 6" Crushed 
Miscellaneous Base (CMB)] 

$20.00 $57,000.00 $25.75 $73,387.50 $25.00 $71,250.00 $24.01 $68,423.75

14A 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Lane Markings, 
Striping, Pavement Legends, and Raised Pavement 
Markers (RPMs) per Approved Plan 

$16,000.00 $16,000.00 $17,700.00 $17,700.00 $17,000.00 $17,000.00 $15,727.67 $15,727.67

15A 10 EA Install New Blue Raised Pavement Markers (BRPMs) $20.00 $200.00 $23.00 $230.00 $22.00 $220.00 $22.82 $228.17

16A 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Thermoplastic 
Pavement Markings, Including Continental Crosswalk 
and Green Lanes or Conflict Zones 

$40,500.00 $40,500.00 $43,950.00 $43,950.00 $42,000.00 $42,000.00 $40,540.83 $40,540.83

17A 14 EA Adjust and Reset Existing Survey Monuments and Ties $600.00 $8,400.00 $2,150.50 $30,107.00 $500.00 $7,000.00 $981.08 $13,735.17

18A1 55 EA Adjust Manhole Covers to Grade $900.00 $49,500.00 $1,000.00 $55,000.00 $800.00 $44,000.00 $1,002.50 $55,137.50

18A2 5 EA
Adjust Orange County Sanitation District (OCSD) 
Manhole Covers to Grade 

$1,500.00 $7,500.00 $3,100.00 $15,500.00 $1,500.00 $7,500.00 $2,328.33 $11,641.67

19A 75 EA Adjust Water Valves to Grade $800.00 $60,000.00 $1,100.00 $82,500.00 $500.00 $37,500.00 $892.67 $66,950.00

20A 163,000 S.F. Cold Mill (2" Minimum Depth) $0.30 $48,900.00 $0.61 $99,430.00 $0.50 $81,500.00 $0.39 $63,026.67

21A 1 L.S. Implement Temporary Traffic Control $70,000.00 $70,000.00 $39,350.00 $39,350.00 $50,000.00 $50,000.00 $72,037.42 $72,037.42

22A 35 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "D" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$400.00 $14,000.00 $350.00 $12,250.00 $310.00 $10,850.00 $335.50 $11,742.50

23A 30 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "E" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$300.00 $9,000.00 $325.00 $9,750.00 $280.00 $8,400.00 $315.17 $9,455.00

24A 745 L.F. Paint Red Curb $2.00 $1,490.00 $1.55 $1,154.75 $2.00 $1,490.00 $1.66 $1,235.46

$1,159,640.00 $1,334,291.87 $1,313,530.00 $1,243,073.40

CITY ESTIMATE

BID
QUANTITY

LONG BEACHCORONA

6. PALP DBA EXCEL PAVING AVERAGE
5. EBS GENERAL 

ENGINEERING INC.

BASE BID

BASE BID TOTAL:
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CITY OF COSTA MESA PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Wilson Street Improvement Project

CITY PROJECT NO. 22-01 

BID OPENING DATE: April 4, 2022

3B 70 E.L.T.
Procure and Apply Slurry Seal Type II with 2.5% latex 
Street Surfacing 

$750.00 $52,500.00 $954.50 $66,815.00 $1,000.00 $70,000.00 $803.75 $56,262.50

4B 1 L.S. Procure and Apply Crack Seal Prior to Slurry Seal $7,500.00 $7,500.00 $7,658.00 $7,658.00 $9,000.00 $9,000.00 $9,431.17 $9,431.17

5B 580 TONS

Remove & Reconstruct Asphalt Concrete (AC) [6" 
Minimum Depth, Including Excavation] and Replace 
with 6" AC Over 6" Crushed Miscellaneous Base 
(CMB)

$200.00 $116,000.00 $390.00 $226,200.00 $400.00 $232,000.00 $270.50 $156,890.00

6B 380 TONS
Type "C3" Asphalt Concrete Leveling (Paving 
Machine) 

$120.00 $45,600.00 $153.40 $58,292.00 $143.00 $54,340.00 $125.57 $47,715.33

7B 1,300 TONS
Type "GG-C" Asphalt Rubber Hot Mix (AHRM-G) 
Surface Course

$115.00 $149,500.00 $153.00 $198,900.00 $138.00 $179,400.00 $121.67 $158,166.67

8B 2 EA
Remove Existing and reconstruct ADA Curb Ramps 
with Truncated Domes per CALTRANS STD. Plan 
A88A

$7,500.00 $15,000.00 $7,890.00 $15,780.00 $9,800.00 $19,600.00 $9,395.17 $18,790.33

9B 1,100 S.F.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct Portland Cement 
Concrete (PCC) Cross-Gutter, Spandrel, Local 
Depression, and PCC Pad (8" PCC over 8" CMB) 

$40.00 $44,000.00 $36.00 $39,600.00 $54.00 $59,400.00 $35.53 $39,086.67

10B 120 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-6 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$80.00 $9,600.00 $100.00 $12,000.00 $156.00 $18,720.00 $98.47 $11,816.00

11B 800 L.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) C-8 Curb & Gutter [Include 2' Asphalt Concrete 
(AC) Slot Pave]

$85.00 $68,000.00 $51.50 $41,200.00 $140.00 $112,000.00 $86.38 $69,106.67

12B 3,140 S.F.
Install Portland Cement Concrete (PCC) Sidewalk [4" 
PCC over 4" Crushed Miscellaneous Base (CMB)]

$15.00 $47,100.00 $13.25 $41,605.00 $27.00 $84,780.00 $16.73 $52,516.50

13B 1,730 S.F.
Remove and Reconstruct Portland Cement Concrete 
(PCC) Driveway Approach [6" PCC over 6" Crushed 
Miscellaneous Base (CMB)] 

$20.00 $34,600.00 $25.00 $43,250.00 $36.00 $62,280.00 $24.47 $42,327.33

14B 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Lane Markings, 
Striping, Pavement Legends, and Raised Pavement 
Markers (RPMs) per Approved Plan 

$16,000.00 $16,000.00 $13,857.50 $13,857.50 $15,000.00 $15,000.00 $14,838.08 $14,838.08

15B 7 EA Install New Blue Raised Pavement Markers (BRPMs) $20.00 $140.00 $23.00 $161.00 $21.00 $147.00 $22.58 $158.08

16B 1 L.S.
Remove Existing and Install New Thermoplastic 
Pavement Markings, Including Continental Crosswalk 
and Green Lanes or Conflict Zones 

$40,500.00 $40,500.00 $41,680.60 $41,680.60 $40,000.00 $40,000.00 $39,942.60 $39,942.60

17B 12 EA Adjust and Reset Existing Survey Monuments and Ties $600.00 $7,200.00 $2,150.50 $25,806.00 $500.00 $6,000.00 $979.58 $11,755.00

18B 28 EA Adjust Manhole Covers to Grade $900.00 $25,200.00 $1,000.00 $28,000.00 $800.00 $22,400.00 $999.33 $27,981.33

19B 40 EA Adjust Water Valves to Grade $800.00 $32,000.00 $1,100.00 $44,000.00 $500.00 $20,000.00 $890.17 $35,606.67

20B 105,000 S.F. Cold Mill (2" Minimum Depth) $0.30 $31,500.00 $0.63 $66,150.00 $0.50 $52,500.00 $0.40 $41,825.00

21B 1 L.S. Implement Temporary Traffic Control $70,000.00 $70,000.00 $39,350.00 $39,350.00 $85,500.00 $85,500.00 $60,912.00 $60,912.00

22B 5 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "D" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$400.00 $2,000.00 $350.00 $1,750.00 $310.00 $1,550.00 $334.50 $1,672.50

23B 45 EA
Remove Existing and Install New Type "E" Traffic 
Signal Loop Detectors 

$300.00 $13,500.00 $325.00 $14,625.00 $280.00 $12,600.00 $314.33 $14,145.00

24B 460 L.F. Paint Red Curb $2.00 $920.00 $1.55 $713.00 $2.00 $920.00 $1.66 $762.83

$828,360.00 $1,027,393.10 $1,158,137.00 $911,708.27

C-1 120 L.F.
Construct 8" High PCC, Type "B' Curb per City 
Standard Drawing No. 311

$90.00 $10,800.00 $84.00 $10,080.00 $110.00 $13,200.00 $90.00 $10,800.00

C-2 10 C.Y.
Install 8" Depth Decomposed Granite (DG) at 
Pedestriand Refuge Island 

$650.00 $6,500.00 $520.00 $5,200.00 $650.00 $6,500.00 $786.67 $7,866.67

C-3 90 S.F.
Remove Existing and Reconstruct Concrete Sidewalk 
(4" Concrete Over 4" CMB)

$20.00 $1,800.00 $55.25 $4,972.50 $32.00 $2,880.00 $33.88 $3,048.75

C-4 2 EA Install Truncated Domes (3' X 10') $1,500.00 $3,000.00 $1,965.00 $3,930.00 $1,900.00 $3,800.00 $1,266.67 $2,533.33

C-5 2 EA
Remove Existing and Install ADA Curb Ramps with 
Truncated Domes per Caltrans Standard Pland A88A

$7,500.00 $15,000.00 $7,890.00 $15,780.00 $9,800.00 $19,600.00 $11,881.67 $23,763.33

$37,100.00 $39,962.50 $45,980.00 $48,012.08

GRAND TOTAL (BASE BID + ADDITIVE BID (B) + ADDITIVE BID (C )): $2,025,100.00 $2,401,647.47 $2,517,647.00 $2,202,793.75

ADDITIVE BID (C) TOTAL:

ADDITIVE BID ITEM - B 5. EBS GENERAL ENGINEERING INC. 6. PALP DBA EXCEL PAVING AVERAGE

ADDITIVE BID ITEM - C

ADDITIVE BID (B) TOTAL:
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-665 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

AWARD OF CITYWIDE TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE CONTRACT

DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT / TRANSPORTATION
SERVICES DIVISION

PRESENTED BY: RAJA SETHURAMAN, PUBLIC SERVICES DIRECTOR

CONTACT INFORMATION: JENNIFER ROSALES, TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
MANAGER (714) 754-5343

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Approve the proposed Maintenance Services Agreement (MSA) with Yunex LLC for the
maintenance of the City’s traffic signals in an amount not to exceed $400,000 annually, for an
initial term of three (3) years with two (2) one-year renewal options for a total of five years.

2. Approve a 10% contingency annually for unforeseen costs relating to the City’s traffic signals.

3. Authorize the City Manager and the City Clerk to execute the agreement and future
amendments to the agreement.

BACKGROUND:

On March 1, 2015, a contract was executed with Siemens Industry, Inc. to perform routine and
extraordinary traffic signal maintenance services for the City’s traffic operations equipment. The
contract term was for a period of four (4) years with three (3) one-year extensions. On November 12,
2020, Siemens Industry announced that the signal maintenance branch of the company would be
managed under a new name, Yunex, by the end of 2021. On December 7, 2021, Amendment No. 2
modified the contractor’s name to Yunex LLC, a wholly owned subsidiary of Siemens Mobility, Inc.
On February 17, 2022, Amendment No. 3 extended the term of the contract to June 30, 2022.

ANALYSIS:

In December 2021, a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the traffic signal maintenance services for the
City was posted on the PlanetBids website. The necessary services include the performance of
“routine” as well as “extraordinary” maintenance of the City’s current 131 traffic signals, three (3)
pedestrian hybrid beacons/fire station signals, 53 radar speed feedback signs, eight (8) flashing
crosswalks, 47 Closed Circuit Television cameras, twelve (12) battery backup systems, ten (10)
school warning flashers, and approximately 36 miles of underground communications cable and
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school warning flashers, and approximately 36 miles of underground communications cable and
associated hardware.

Five (5) proposals were received and reviewed for compliance with the City’s RFP, and prospective
maintenance contractors were evaluated based on work plan and approach, technical qualifications
and experience of personnel, qualifications of the contractor, cost proposal, and associated
evaluation criteria. The two (2) highest ranked contractors were selected to interview for further
evaluation. After careful review of all proposals and interview responses, Yunex LLC was selected for
the City’s traffic signal maintenance. The Yunex team successfully demonstrated a thorough
understanding of the scope of work of the maintenance services, technical ability and experience,
ability to respond on time and maintain adequate supply of materials and equipment in their
warehouse and service yard. Yunex LLC provides traffic signal maintenance services of similar scope
and size for cities throughout Orange and Los Angeles counties. In addition, Yunex, LLC has
successfully provided reliable and continuous traffic signal maintenance services to the City for the
past seven years.

Staff recommends that City Council approve the proposed MSA with Yunex, LLC, for maintenance of
City’s traffic signal equipment and related infrastructure.

ALTERNATIVES:

An alternative to awarding this agreement would be to have in-house personnel perform traffic signal
maintenance duties. However, in-house maintenance of traffic signals would require hiring specially
trained personnel and the purchase of additional vehicles, electronic testing/repair equipment, and
surplus of traffic signal equipment and materials. This alternative is not recommended at this time.

FISCAL REVIEW:

Funding for the Maintenance Services Agreement (MSA) with Yunex, LLC for the City’s traffic signal
maintenance is available in the annually appropriated operations budget of the Public Services
Department/Transportation Services Division.

The $400,000 annual traffic signal maintenance cost includes a fixed “Routine Maintenance” cost of
$10,803.50 per month ($129,642 per year) covering the routine monthly inspection and maintenance
of the City’s traffic signals, pedestrian hybrid beacons (HAWK), battery backup system (BBS) and
flashing LED stop signs. The remainder of the contract budget is anticipated to cover the cost of
extraordinary maintenance comprising of labor and materials to replace outdated or malfunctioning
equipment and traffic signal appurtenances including, but are not limited to, LED lamps, traffic signals
heads, loop detectors, pedestrian amenities, damaged communication equipment, and other
replaceable items.

LEGAL REVIEW:

The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed this agenda report, prepared the proposed Maintenance
Services Agreement and approves them both as to form.

CITY COUNCIL GOALS AND PRIORITIES:

This item supports the following City Council Goals:

· Strengthen the public’s safety and improve the quality of life.
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CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Approve the proposed Maintenance Services Agreement (MSA) with Yunex LLC for the
maintenance of the City’s traffic signals in an amount not to exceed $400,000 annually, for an
initial term of three (3) years with two (2) one-year renewal options for a total of five years.

2. Approve a 10% contingency annually for unforeseen costs related to the City’s traffic signals.

3. Authorize the City Manager and the City Clerk to execute the agreement and future
amendments to the agreement.
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CITY OF COSTA MESA 
MAINTENANCE SERVICES AGREEMENT  

WITH 
 YUNEX LLC 

 
  
 THIS MAINTENANCE SERVICES AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) is made and entered into 
this 3rd day of May, 2022 (“Effective Date”), by and between the CITY OF COSTA MESA, a 
municipal corporation (“City”), and YUNEX LLC, a Delaware limited liability company 
(“Contractor”). 
 

W I T N E S S E T H : 
 
 A. City proposes to utilize the services of Contractor as an independent contractor to 
provide traffic signal maintenance services, as more fully described herein; and 
 
 B. Contractor represents that it has the experience and expertise to properly perform 
such services and holds all necessary licenses to practice and perform the services; and 
 
 C. City and Contractor desire to contract for the services and desire to set forth their 
rights, duties and liabilities in connection with the performance of such services; and 
 
 D. No official or employee of City has a financial interest, within the provisions of 
Sections 1090-1092 of the California Government Code, in the subject matter of this Agreement. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions 
contained herein, the parties hereby agree as follows: 
 
1.0. SERVICES PROVIDED BY CONTRACTOR 
 
 1.1. Scope of Services.  Contractor shall provide the services described in the Scope 
of Work, attached hereto as Exhibit “A,” and Contractor’s Proposal, attached hereto as Exhibit 
“B,” both incorporated herein (the “Services”). Contractor shall provide the Services for the signals 
and devices set forth in Exhibit “C,” attached hereto and incorporated herein.    
 
 1.2. Prevailing Wage Requirements.   
 

(a) Prevailing Wage Laws. Contractor is aware of the requirements of Chapter 
1 (beginning at Section 1720 et seq.) of Part 7 of Division 2 of the California 
Labor Code, as well as Title 8, Section 16000 et seq. of the California Code 
of Regulations (“Prevailing Wage Laws”), which require the payment of 
prevailing wage rates and the performance of other requirements on “public 
works” and “maintenance” projects. This project is a “maintenance” project 
and requires compliance with the Prevailing Wage Laws. Contractor shall 
defend, indemnify and hold the City, its elected officials, officers, 
employees and agents free and harmless from any claim or liability arising 
out of any failure or alleged failure to comply with the Prevailing Wage 
Laws. 

 
(b) Payment of Prevailing Wages. Contractor shall pay the prevailing wage 

ATTACHMENT 1

278



2 
Yunex LLC 

Form Rev. 11-18-21 

rates for all work performed under this Agreement. When any craft or 
classification is omitted from the general prevailing wage determinations, 
Contractor shall pay the wage rate of the craft or classification most closely 
related to the omitted classification. A copy of the general prevailing wage 
rate determination is on file in the Office of the City Clerk and is 
incorporated into this Agreement as if fully set forth herein. Contractor shall 
post a copy of such wage rates at all times at the project site(s).  

(c) Legal Working Day. In accordance with the provisions of Labor Code
Section 1810 et seq., eight (8) hours is the legal working day. Contractor
and any subcontractor(s) of Contractor shall comply with the provisions of
the Labor Code regarding eight (8)-hour work day and 40-hour work week
requirements, and overtime, Saturday, Sunday, and holiday work. Work
performed by Contractor’s or any subcontractor’s employees in excess of
eight (8) hours per day, and 40 hours during any one week, must include
compensation for all hours worked in excess of eight (8) hours per day, or
40 hours during any one week, at not less than one and one-half times the
basic rate of pay. Contractor shall forfeit as a penalty to City Twenty-Five
Dollars ($25.00), or any greater penalty set forth in the Labor Code, for
each worker employed in the execution of the work by Contractor or by any
subcontractor(s) of Contractor, for each calendar day during which such
worker is required or permitted to the work more than eight (8) hours in one
calendar day or more than 40 hours in any one calendar week in violation
of the Labor Code.

(d) Apprentices.  Contractor shall comply with the provisions of Labor Code
Section 1777.5 concerning the employment of apprentices on public works
projects. Contractor shall be responsible for ensuring compliance by its
subcontractors with Labor Code Section 1777.5.

(e) Payroll Records. Pursuant to Labor Code Section 1776, Contractor and
any subcontractor(s) shall keep accurate payroll records, showing the
name, address, social security number, work classification, straight time
and overtime hours worked each day and week, and the actual per diem
wages paid to each journeyman, apprentice, worker, or other employee
employed by Contractor or any subcontractor in connection with this
Agreement. Each payroll record shall contain or be verified by a written
declaration that it is made under penalty of perjury, stating both of the
following: (1) The information contained in the payroll record is true and
correct; and (2) The employer has complied with the requirements of
Sections 1771, 1881, and 1815 of the Labor Code for any work performed
by his or her employees on this project. The payroll records shall be
certified and shall be available for inspection at all reasonable hours in
accordance with the requirements of Labor Code Section 1776.

(f) Registration with DIR. Contractor and any subcontractor(s) of Contractor
shall comply with the provisions of Labor Code Section 1771 and Labor
Code Section 1725.5 requiring registration with the DIR.

1.3. Performance to Satisfaction of City. Contractor agrees to perform all the work to 
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the complete satisfaction of City. Evaluations of the work will be done by City’s Transportation 
Services Manager or his or her designee. If the quality of work is not satisfactory, City in its 
discretion has the right to: 

(a) Meet with Contractor to review the quality of the work and resolve the
matters of concern;

(b) Require Contractor to repeat the work at no additional fee until it is
satisfactory; and/or

(c) Terminate the Agreement as hereinafter set forth.

1.4.  Compliance with Applicable Law.  Contractor shall perform the services required 
by this Agreement in compliance with all applicable federal and state employment laws, including, 
but not limited to, those laws related to minimum hours and wages; occupational health and 
safety; fair employment and employment practices; workers’ compensation insurance and safety 
in employment; and all other applicable federal, state and local laws and ordinances applicable 
to the services required under this Agreement. Contractor shall indemnify and hold harmless City 
from and against all claims, demands, payments, suits, actions, proceedings, and judgments of 
every nature and description including attorneys’ fees and costs, presented, brought, or recovered 
against City for, or on account of any liability under any of the above-mentioned laws, which may 
be incurred by reason of Contractor’s performance under this Agreement. 

1.5. Non-Discrimination.  In performing this Agreement, Contractor shall not engage in, 
nor permit its agents to engage in, discrimination in employment of persons because of their race, 
religious creed, color, national origin, ancestry, physical disability, mental disability, medical 
condition, genetic information, marital status, sex, gender, gender identity, gender expression, 
age, sexual orientation, or military or veteran status, except as permitted pursuant to section 
12940 of the Government Code.   

1.6. Non-Exclusive Agreement.  Contractor acknowledges that City may enter into 
agreements with other contractors for services similar to the Services in this Agreement or may 
have its own employees perform services similar to those Services contemplated by this 
Agreement. 

1.7. Delegation and Assignment.  Contractor may not delegate or assign this 
Agreement, in whole or in part, to any person or entity without the prior written consent of City. 
Contractor may engage a subcontractor(s) as permitted by law and may employ other personnel 
to perform services contemplated by this Agreement at Contractor’s sole cost and expense. 

2.0. COMPENSATION AND BILLING 

2.1. Compensation.  Contractor shall be paid in accordance with the fee schedule set 
forth in Exhibit “D,” attached hereto and incorporated herein. Contractor’s annual compensation 
shall not exceed Four Hundred Thousand Dollars ($400,000.00). Contractor shall not increase its 
fees at any time during the initial term or any extension periods, unless otherwise agreed to in 
writing by City and Contractor.  

2.2. Additional Services.  Contractor shall not receive compensation for any services 
provided outside the Scope of Services set forth in this Agreement without amending this 
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Agreement as provided herein. It is specifically understood that oral requests and/or approvals of 
such additional services or additional compensation shall be barred and are unenforceable.   
 
 2.3. Method of Billing.  Contractor may submit invoices to the City for approval on a 
progress basis, but no more often than two times a month. Said invoice shall be based on the 
total of all Contractor’s services which have been completed to City’s sole satisfaction. City shall 
pay Contractor’s invoice within forty-five (45) days from the date City receives said invoice. Each 
invoice shall describe in detail, the Services performed, the date of performance, and the 
associated time for completion.   
 
 2.4. Records and Audits.  Records of Contractor’s Services shall be maintained in 
accordance with generally recognized accounting principles and shall be made available to City 
for inspection and/or audit at mutually convenient times throughout the term of this Agreement 
through three (3) years after its termination.   
 
3.0. TIME OF PERFORMANCE 
 
 3.1. Commencement and Completion of Work.  Contractor shall commence providing 
the Services on July 1, 2022 (“Commencement of Work”). The Services shall be performed in 
strict compliance with Exhibits A and B. Failure to commence work in a timely manner and/or 
diligently pursue work to completion may be grounds for termination of this Agreement.   
 
 3.2. Excusable Delays.  Neither party shall be responsible for delays or lack of 
performance resulting from acts beyond the reasonable control of the party or parties.  Such acts 
shall include, but not be limited to, acts of God, fire, strikes, material shortages, compliance with 
laws or regulations, riots, acts of war, or any other conditions beyond the reasonable control of a 
party. 
 
4.0. TERM AND TERMINATION 
 
 4.1. Term.  This Agreement shall commence on the Effective Date and continue for a 
period of three (3) years from the Commencement of Work, ending on June 30, 2025, unless 
previously terminated as provided herein or as otherwise agreed to in writing by the parties. This 
Agreement may be extended by two (2) additional one (1) year periods upon written agreement 
of the parties. 
 
 4.2. Notice of Termination.  City reserves and has the right and privilege of canceling, 
suspending or abandoning the execution of all or any part of the work contemplated by this 
Agreement, with or without cause, at any time, by providing written notice to Contractor. The 
termination of this Agreement shall be deemed effective upon receipt of the notice of termination.  
In the event of such termination, Contractor shall immediately stop rendering services under this 
Agreement unless directed otherwise by the City. 
 
 4.3. Compensation.  In the event of termination, City shall pay Contractor for 
reasonable costs incurred and Services satisfactorily performed up to and including the date of 
City’s written notice of termination. Compensation for work in progress shall be prorated based 
on the percentage of work completed as of the effective date of termination in accordance with 
the fees set forth herein.   
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 5.0. INSURANCE 
 
 5.1. Minimum Scope and Limits of Insurance.  Contractor shall obtain, maintain, and 
keep in full force and effect during the life of this Agreement all of the following minimum scope 
of insurance coverages with an insurance company admitted to do business in California, rated 
“A,” Class X, or better in the most recent Best’s Key Insurance Rating Guide, and approved by 
City: 
 

(a) Commercial general liability, including premises-operations, 
products/completed operations, broad form property damage, blanket 
contractual liability, independent contractors, personal injury or bodily injury 
with a policy limit of not less than One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00), 
combined single limits, per occurrence. If such insurance contains a 
general aggregate limit, it shall apply separately to this Agreement or shall 
be twice the required occurrence limit. 

 
(b) Business automobile liability for owned vehicles, hired, and non-owned 

vehicles, with a policy limit of not less than One Million Dollars 
($1,000,000.00), combined single limits, per occurrence for bodily injury 
and property damage. 

 
(c) Workers’ compensation insurance as required by the State of California.  

Contractor agrees to waive, and to obtain endorsements from its workers’ 
compensation insurer waiving subrogation rights under its workers’ 
compensation insurance policy against the City, its officers, agents, 
employees, and volunteers arising from work performed by Contractor for 
the City and to require each of its subcontractors, if any, to do likewise 
under their workers’ compensation insurance policies. 

 
 5.2. Endorsements.  The commercial general liability insurance policy and business 
automobile liability policy shall contain or be endorsed to contain the following provisions: 
 

(a) Additional insureds:  “The City of Costa Mesa and its elected and appointed 
boards, officers, officials, agents, employees, and volunteers are additional 
insureds with respect to: liability arising out of activities performed by or on 
behalf of Contractor pursuant to its contract with City; products and 
completed operations of Contractor; premises owned, occupied or used by 
Contractor; automobiles owned, leased, hired, or borrowed by Contractor.” 

 
(b) Notice:  “Said policy shall not terminate, be suspended, or voided, nor shall 

it be cancelled, nor the coverage or limits reduced, until thirty (30) days 
after written notice is given to City.” 

 
(c) Other insurance:  “Contractor’s insurance coverage shall be primary 

insurance as respects the City of Costa Mesa, its officers, officials, agents, 
employees, and volunteers. Any other insurance maintained by the City of 
Costa Mesa shall be excess and not contributing with the insurance 
provided by this policy.” 

 
(d) Any failure to comply with the reporting provisions of the policies shall not 
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affect coverage provided to the City of Costa Mesa, its officers, officials, 
agents, employees, and volunteers. 

 
(e) Contractor’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 liability. 

 
 5.3.  Deductible or Self Insured Retention. If any of such policies provide for a deductible 
or self-insured retention to provide such coverage, the amount of such deductible or self-insured 
retention shall be approved in advance by City. No policy of insurance issued as to which the City 
is an additional insured shall contain a provision which requires that no insured except the named 
insured can satisfy any such deductible or self-insured retention. 
 
 5.4. Certificates of Insurance.  Contractor shall provide to City certificates of insurance 
showing the insurance coverages and required endorsements described above, in a form and 
content approved by City, prior to performing any services under this Agreement.   
 
 5.5. Non-limiting.  The insurance provisions contained in this Agreement shall not be 
construed as limiting in any way, the indemnification provisions contained in this Agreement, or 
the extent to which Contractor may be held responsible for payments of damages to persons or 
property. 
 
6.0. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
 
 6.1. Entire Agreement.  This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the 
parties with respect to any matter referenced herein and supersedes any and all other prior 
writings and oral negotiations. This Agreement may be modified only in writing, and signed by the 
parties in interest at the time of such modification. The terms of this Agreement shall prevail over 
any inconsistent provision in any other contract document appurtenant hereto, including exhibits 
to this Agreement. 
 
 6.2. Representatives. The City Manager or his or her designee shall be the 
representative of City for purposes of this Agreement and may issue all consents, approvals, 
directives and agreements on behalf of the City, called for by this Agreement, except as otherwise 
expressly provided in this Agreement. 
 
  Contractor shall designate a representative for purposes of this Agreement who 
shall be authorized to issue all consents, approvals, directives and agreements on behalf of 
Contractor called for by this Agreement, except as otherwise expressly provided in this 
Agreement. 
 
 6.3. Project Managers.  City shall designate a Project Manager to work directly with 
Contractor in the performance of this Agreement. 
 
  Contractor shall designate a Project Manager who shall represent it and be its 
agent in all consultations with City during the term of this Agreement. Contractor or its Project 
Manager shall attend and assist in all coordination meetings called by City. 
 
 6.4. Notices.  Any notices, documents, correspondence or other communications 
concerning this Agreement or the work hereunder may be provided by personal delivery or mail 
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and shall be addressed as set forth below. Such communication shall be deemed served or 
delivered: (a) at the time of delivery if such communication is sent by personal delivery; and (b) 
48 hours after deposit in the U.S. Mail as reflected by the official U.S. postmark if such 
communication is sent through regular United States mail. 
 

IF TO CONTRACTOR:  IF TO CITY: 
   
Yunex LLC 
2250 Business Way 
Riverside, CA 92501 

 City of Costa Mesa 
77 Fair Drive 
Costa Mesa, CA  92626 

Tel:  (951) 784-6600  Tel:  (714) 754-5298 
Attn: Michael Hutchens  Attn: Noel Casil 
 
 

  
Courtesy copy to: 
 
City of Costa Mesa 
77 Fair Drive 
Costa Mesa, CA 92626 
Attn: Finance Dept. | Purchasing 

 
 6.5. Drug-free Workplace Policy.  Contractor shall provide a drug-free workplace by 
complying with all provisions set forth in City’s Council Policy 100-5, attached hereto as Exhibit 
“E” and incorporated herein. Contractor’s failure to conform to the requirements set forth in 
Council Policy 100-5 shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement and shall be cause for 
immediate termination of this Agreement by City. 
 
 6.6. Attorneys’ Fees.  In the event that litigation is brought by any party in connection 
with this Agreement, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover from the opposing party all 
costs and expenses, including reasonable attorneys’ fees, incurred by the prevailing party in the 
exercise of any of its rights or remedies hereunder or the enforcement of any of the terms, 
conditions, or provisions hereof. 
 
 6.7. Governing Law.  This Agreement shall be governed by and construed under the 
laws of the State of California without giving effect to that body of laws pertaining to conflict of 
laws. In the event of any legal action to enforce or interpret this Agreement, the parties hereto 
agree that the sole and exclusive venue shall be a court of competent jurisdiction located in 
Orange County, California. 
 
 6.8. Assignment.  Contractor shall not voluntarily or by operation of law assign, transfer, 
sublet or encumber all or any part of Contractor’s interest in this Agreement without City’s prior 
written consent. Any attempted assignment, transfer, subletting or encumbrance shall be void and 
shall constitute a breach of this Agreement and cause for termination of this Agreement. 
Regardless of City’s consent, no subletting or assignment shall release Contractor of Contractor’s 
obligation to perform all other obligations to be performed by Contractor hereunder for the term 
of this Agreement. 
 

6.9. Indemnification and Hold Harmless.  Contractor agrees to defend, with counsel of 
City’s choosing, indemnify, and hold harmless the City, its elected officials, officers, agents and 
employees, at Contractor’s sole expense, from and against any and all claims, actions, suits or 
other legal proceedings brought against the City, its elected officials, officers, agents and 
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employees arising out of the performance of the Contractor, its employees, and/or authorized 
subcontractors, of the work undertaken pursuant to this Agreement. The defense obligation 
provided for hereunder shall apply without any advance showing of negligence or wrongdoing by 
the Contractor, its employees, and/or authorized subcontractors, but shall be required whenever 
any claim, action, complaint, or suit asserts as its basis the negligence, errors, omissions or 
misconduct of the Contractor, its employees, and/or authorized subcontractors, and/or whenever 
any claim, action, complaint or suit asserts liability against the City, its elected officials, officers, 
agents and employees based upon the work performed by the Contractor, its employees, and/or 
authorized subcontractors under this Agreement, whether or not the Contractor, its employees, 
and/or authorized subcontractors are specifically named or otherwise asserted to be liable.  
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Contractor shall not be liable for the defense or indemnification 
of the City for claims, actions, complaints or suits arising out of the sole active negligence or willful 
misconduct of the City. This provision shall supersede and replace all other indemnity provisions 
contained either in the City’s specifications or Contractor’s Proposal, which shall be of no force 
and effect. 
 
 6.10. Independent Contractor.  Contractor is and shall be acting at all times as an 
independent contractor and not as an employee of City. Contractor shall have no power to incur 
any debt, obligation, or liability on behalf of City or otherwise act on behalf of City as an agent. 
Neither City nor any of its agents shall have control over the conduct of Contractor or any of 
Contractor’s employees, except as set forth in this Agreement. Contractor shall not, at any time, 
or in any manner, represent that it or any of its or employees are in any manner agents or 
employees of City. Contractor shall secure, at its sole expense, and be responsible for any and 
all payment of Income Tax, Social Security, State Disability Insurance Compensation, 
Unemployment Compensation, and other payroll deductions for Contractor and its officers, 
agents, and employees, and all business licenses, if any are required, in connection with the 
services to be performed hereunder. Contractor shall indemnify and hold City harmless from any 
and all taxes, assessments, penalties, and interest asserted against City by reason of the 
independent contractor relationship created by this Agreement. Contractor further agrees to 
indemnify and hold City harmless from any failure of Contractor to comply with the applicable 
worker’s compensation laws. City shall have the right to offset against the amount of any fees due 
to Contractor under this Agreement any amount due to City from Contractor as a result of 
Contractor’s failure to promptly pay to City any reimbursement or indemnification arising under 
this paragraph. 
 

6.11.  PERS Eligibility Indemnification.   In the event that Contractor or any employee, 
agent, or subcontractor of Contractor providing services under this Agreement claims or is 
determined by a court of competent jurisdiction or the California Public Employees Retirement 
System (PERS) to be eligible for enrollment in PERS as an employee of the City, Contractor shall 
indemnify, defend, and hold harmless City for the payment of any employee and/or employer 
contributions for PERS benefits on behalf of Contractor or its employees, agents, or 
subcontractors, as well as for the payment of any penalties and interest on such contributions, 
which would otherwise be the responsibility of City. 
  

Notwithstanding any other agency, state or federal policy, rule, regulation, law or 
ordinance to the contrary, Contractor and any of its employees, agents, and subcontractors 
providing service under this Agreement shall not qualify for or become entitled to, and hereby 
agree to waive any claims to, any compensation, benefit, or any incident of employment by City, 
including but not limited to eligibility to enroll in PERS as an employee of City and entitlement to 
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any contribution to be paid by City for employer contribution and/or employee contributions for 
PERS benefits. 
 
 6.12. Cooperation. In the event any claim or action is brought against City relating to 
Contractor’s performance or services rendered under this Agreement, Contractor shall render any 
reasonable assistance and cooperation which City might require. 
 
 6.13. Conflict of Interest.  Contractor and its officers, employees, associates and 
subcontractors, if any, will comply with all conflict of interest statutes of the State of California 
applicable to Contractor’s services under this Agreement, including, but not limited to, the Political 
Reform Act (Government Code Sections 81000, et seq.) and Government Code Section 1090.  
During the term of this Agreement, Contractor and its officers, employees, associates and 
subcontractors shall not, without the prior written approval of the City Representative, perform 
work for another person or entity for whom Contractor is not currently performing work that would 
require Contractor or one of its officers, employees, associates or subcontractors to abstain from 
a decision under this Agreement pursuant to a conflict of interest statute. 
  
 6.14. Prohibited Employment.  Contractor will not employ any regular employee of City 
while this Agreement is in effect. 
 
 6.15. Order of Precedence.  In the event of an inconsistency in this Agreement and any 
of the attached exhibits, the terms set forth in this Agreement shall prevail. If, and to the extent 
this Agreement incorporates by reference any provision of any document, such provision shall be 
deemed a part of this Agreement. Nevertheless, if there is any conflict among the terms and 
conditions of this Agreement and those of any such provision or provisions so incorporated by 
reference, this Agreement shall govern over the document referenced. 
 
 6.16. Costs.  Each party shall bear its own costs and fees incurred in the preparation 
and negotiation of this Agreement and in the performance of its obligations hereunder except as 
expressly provided herein. 
 
 6.17. Binding Effect.  This Agreement binds and benefits the parties and their respective 
permitted successors and assigns. 
 
 6.18. No Third Party Beneficiary Rights.  This Agreement is entered into for the sole 
benefit of City and Contractor and no other parties are intended to be direct or incidental 
beneficiaries of this Agreement and no third party shall have any right in, under or to this 
Agreement. 
 
 6.19. Headings. Headings contained in this Agreement are included solely for 
convenience and are not intended to modify, explain or to be a full or accurate description of the 
content thereof and shall not in any way affect the meaning or interpretation of this Agreement.   
 
 6.20. Construction.  The parties have participated jointly in the negotiation and drafting 
of this Agreement and have had an adequate opportunity to review each and every provision of 
the Agreement and submit the same to counsel or other consultants for review and comment. In 
the event an ambiguity or question of intent or interpretation arises with respect to this Agreement, 
this Agreement shall be construed as if drafted jointly by the parties and in accordance with its 
fair meaning. There shall be no presumption or burden of proof favoring or disfavoring any party 
by virtue of the authorship of any of the provisions of this Agreement. 
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 6.21.  Amendments.  Only a writing executed by the parties hereto or their respective 
successors and assigns may amend this Agreement. 
 
 6.22. Waiver.  The delay or failure of either party at any time to require performance or 
compliance by the other of any of its obligations or agreements shall in no way be deemed a 
waiver of those rights to require such performance or compliance. No waiver of any provision of 
this Agreement shall be effective unless in writing and signed by a duly authorized representative 
of the party against whom enforcement of a waiver is sought. The waiver of any right or remedy 
in respect to any occurrence or event shall not be deemed a waiver of any right or remedy in 
respect to any other occurrence or event, nor shall any waiver constitute a continuing waiver.   
 
 6.23. Severability.  If any provision of this Agreement is determined by a court of 
competent jurisdiction to be unenforceable in any circumstance, such determination shall not 
affect the validity or enforceability of the remaining terms and provisions hereof or of the offending 
provision in any other circumstance. Notwithstanding the foregoing, if the value of this Agreement, 
based upon the substantial benefit of the bargain for any party, is materially impaired, which 
determination made by the presiding court or arbitrator of competent jurisdiction shall be binding, 
then both parties agree to substitute such provision(s) through good faith negotiations. 
 
 6.24.   Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in one or more counterparts, 
each of which shall be deemed an original. All counterparts shall be construed together and shall 
constitute one agreement.   
 
 6.25. Corporate Authority. The persons executing this Agreement on behalf of the 
parties hereto warrant that they are duly authorized to execute this Agreement on behalf of said 
parties and that by doing so the parties hereto are formally bound to the provisions of this 
Agreement. 
 

[Signature page follows.] 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be executed 
by and through their respective authorized officers, as of the date first above written. 
 
CONTRACTOR 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Signature 
 
__________________________________   
[Name and Title]      
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Signature 
 
__________________________________   
[Name and Title]      
 
 
CITY OF COSTA MESA       
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Lori Ann Farrell Harrison 
City Manager 
 
   
ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________________  
Brenda Green 
City Clerk  
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
    
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Kimberly Hall Barlow 
City Attorney       
 
 
APPROVED AS TO INSURANCE: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Ruth Wang 
Risk Management 
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APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Noel Casil 
Project Manager 

 
 

DEPARTMENTAL APPROVAL: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Raja Sethuraman 
Public Services Director 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO PURCHASING: 
 
 
__________________________________  Date:  __________________________ 
Carol Molina 
Finance Director 
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EXHIBIT A 
 

SCOPE OF WORK 
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TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM MAINTENANCE 
SCOPE OF WORK 

 
THIS SCOPE OF WORK relates to maintenance of traffic signals, safety lighting, closed 

circuit television cameras (CCTV), flashing crosswalks, radar speed signs, flashing beacons, 
battery backup systems (BBS), field communications equipment, and associated traffic safety 
devices under the City of Costa Mesa jurisdiction, hereinafter referred to as “City”. 

 
Services provided shall be as follows: 
 

SECTION I. GENERAL 
 

A. QUALIFICATIONS 
 
The Traffic Signal Maintenance Contractor, here in after referred to as “Contractor” shall 
have available and readily accessible all required tools, materials, equipment, apparatus, 
facilities and skilled labor services to perform all work necessary to maintain the various 
traffic facilities in a good workmanlike manner. 

 
All work, materials and equipment shall conform to current Caltrans Standard Plans and 
Specifications, the California Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD), the 
International Municipal Signal Association (IMSA), and City Standards. 

 
The Contractor shall provide at least one full-time signal maintenance technician certified 
as a Level II Traffic Signal Technician by IMSA with bucket truck for City traffic 
maintenance purposes. The Contractor shall have available adequate skilled personnel 
and proper lab testing facilities to perform inspection and repair of signal cabinets, 
controller assemblies, auxiliary equipment and traffic control appurtenances. 

 
The Contractor shall have on hand at all times at least three of each of the following 
spare equipment: 

 
• Econolite Cobalt controllers. 

• NEMA conflict monitors with LED display, as needed for replacement. 

• Etherwan ethernet switch, model EX78802-0VBT 

The Contractor shall maintain a single local telephone number where they can be directly 
reached daily on a twenty-four (24) hour basis for emergency service for response to 
damage, malfunctions, or to correct conditions that may create a public hazard. Response 
service to specified location shall be within thirty (30) minutes to correct malfunction, 
damage or risk to public safety. The Contractor telephone number shall be made available 
to all persons designated by City. 
 

B. RECORDS 

1. Intersection Records: The Contractor shall maintain at each intersection a permanent 
service record documenting all ongoing work, operations and hardware malfunctions, 
repair and configuration work. The record shall log both monthly preventive 
maintenance and all extraordinary maintenance work, and specify the date and nature 
of all repairs to the controller assembly and field hardware. Serial numbers of 
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controller units shall be logged when laboratory maintenance is required. The 
intersection maintenance record shall be in a format acceptable to the City and 
retained by the Contractor for a seven-year period. Separate signal timing and 
hardware documents shall additionally be retained in each cabinet, including a cabinet 
wiring diagram, signal phase and pedestrian timings, detectors, interconnect 
equipment, preempt control, etc. 

2. Office Records: The Contractor shall maintain a complete record of all laboratory 
repairs to controllers and hardware showing all parts or components replaced with 
serial numbers. Each service truck shall keep a daily record covering time chargeable 
for each twenty-four (24) hour period. This record shall include the time and day work 
was performed at each intersection and a description of the work, equipment and 
manpower provided. 

3. Activities Report: A monthly activities report shall be submitted to the City 
Transportation Services Division by the fifteenth working day of each month in 
conjunction with the monthly billing statement. The report shall include a complete 
record of all work performed for City during the prior month. This compiled record shall 
include the location, day and time of each separate service, the reason for the service, 
whether routine, extraordinary or emergency, and the number of staff hours and 
equipment for each service. Copies of laboratory reports showing repairs to controller, 
detector, conflict monitor units, etc., shall be included in the activities report.  The 
Contractor and the City Transportation Services staff shall meet to review the report 
at a mutually agreed upon time. Immediately prior to each meeting the Contractor shall 
deliver to City a copy of the “Activities Report.''  
 

SECTION II. ROUTINE MAINTENANCE 
 

The Contractor shall provide a program of continued comprehensive preventive maintenance 
(PM) to eliminate or reduce the incidence of malfunctions, promote public safety, reduce public 
complaints, and extend the longevity of equipment. 
 
On a monthly basis, each signalized intersection, BBS unit, HAWK signal and flashing stop sign 
shall be inspected, based on the following maintenance program. City will compensate Contractor 
monthly at the unit bid prices defined in the Fee Proposal. Said price shall include all services 
rendered for labor, materials, equipment, overhead and profit. The program shall include, but not 
be limited to, the following: 

 
a. Clean cabinet interior and exterior, remove dirt and foreign material.  Replace or clean 

cabinet filters and light bulbs. Ensure watertight seal exists o n  cabinet           base and provide 
additional sealant as needed to maintain a moisture proof bond to protect the cabinet 
interior.  Lubricate locks and hinges. 
 

b. Maintain an accurate chronograph and set all controller, conflict monitor and BBS clocks 
to National Bureau of Standards real time and dates. 
 

c. Check signal and pedestrian phase and interval timing and circuits for correct 
operations, including yellow and “flashing don't walk” intervals by chronograph or 
stopwatch. 
 

d. Check voltage at main power supply. Verify tightness of connectors at power panel, 
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ground buss, loop and field terminal panels. 
 

e. Check all detection equipment including cabinet detector amp units, individual field 
loops, pedestrian buttons, and bicycle push buttons. Check that the video detection and 
components are working and detecting vehicles and bicyclists properly. 
 

f. Check operation of the signal conflict monitor every six months by shorting / conflicting 
the field output terminals for vehicle and pedestrian phases, or by City- approved 
method. Contractor shall submit detailed report of findings for each signal conflict 
monitor unit to City upon completion of tests. 
 

g. Visually inspect all relays, power supplies, fuses, clocks, dials, switches, etc., and 
make routine adjustments or minor repairs as necessary. 
 

h. Field inspect signal poles, traffic signal, pedestrian heads and Light Emitting Diode 
(LED) quality of brightness, signal pole mounted signs, pedestrian buttons, safety 
lights, illuminated street name signs, vehicle detectors, etc., and remove dirt and 
any foreign material. 
 

i. Test each BBS unit by bypassing existing electrical service and power signal directly 
from BBS during each intersection PM. Verify battery condition and voltage continuity.   
 

j. Maintain monthly log of BBS test results and City shall be notified of any deficiencies 
affecting BBS unit performance. 
 

k. Contractor shall perform a monthly maintenance inspection of each flashing traffic 
control system (flashing stop signs)in the City based on the following: 
 
• If applicable, clean cabinet inside and outside and remove any foreign  material. 
• If applicable, check power supply voltage, solar equipment, and replace 

any batteries as necessary. 
• If applicable, clean and wipe down solar panels to ensure continuous 

power is generated. 
• If applicable, check settings for on/off timing, flashing rate, flashing 

duration, and time of day. 
• If applicable, maintain all digital time clocks to National Bureau of standards time. 
• If applicable, observe each pole, bead, traffic control sign, etc., and remove foreign 

material. 
• If applicable, check push button condition and replace push button if necessary.  
 

l. Contractor shall perform a monthly maintenance inspection of each pedestrian hybrid 
beacon (HAWK signal) system in the City based on the same methods used for 
signalized intersections.  
 

m. Immediately correct all safety deficiencies found during inspection and schedule non-
emergency work, which shall be completed within 14 calendar days. 
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n. In carrying out the above described tasks, Contractor shall immediately notify the City 
of any conditions that constitutes a public hazard or may affect efficient signal timing 
or coordination. The Contractor shall repair or replace parts and lamps, and keep all 
traffic systems hardware in good working condition. 
 

o. City traffic signals, flashers and City-owned streetlights shall be inspected by the 
Contractor once per month at night (night-ride). A list of all burned-out or 
malfunctioning signals, illuminated street name signs, flashers and street lighting shall 
be submitted to the City directly following the monthly night patrol. Upon City receipt 
and approval of listed repair work, repairs shall be performed within 5 business days. 

 
SECTION III. EXTRAORDINARY MAINTENANCE 

 
Extraordinary maintenance includes work tasks to repair/replace defective or obsolete equipment 
and perform modification work not directly covered by routine maintenance. Work shall be 
performed at the direct request of City unless emergency or public safety conditions require a 
direct response. Should emergency or public safety conditions exist, Contractor shall undertake 
immediate repairs.  Extraordinary maintenance includes the following: 
 

• Failure or malfunction of the signal system if caused by vehicle collision, vandalism, civil 
disorder, windstorm, natural disasters, power outage, street construction, or excavation. 

• Maintenance of safety lighting at signalized intersections. 
• Maintenance of internally illuminated street name signs and bulbs at signalized 

intersections. 
• Upgrades or installations as directed by the City. 
• Replace damaged loop detectors including sawcut and lead-in conduit. 
• Replacement of Walk/Don't Walk pedestrian indications with modular, countdown LED 

type per ITE specifications. 
• Repainting of signal heads, backplates, visors, frameworks, pedestrian push button 

housing and signs, electric meter service cabinets, and controller cabinets as directed by 
the City. Controller cabinets shall be painted with a white vinyl finish coat and pretreatment 
vinyl wash primer with anti-graffiti coating. 

• Maintenance of City-owned streetlights as directed by the City. 
• Maintenance of City-owned electronic radar speed feedback signs, rectangular rapid 

flashing beacons (RRFB’s), flashing beacons, flashing crosswalks, and associated 
equipment as directed by the City. 

• Maintenance of City-owned CCTV, GPS EVP, signal interconnect (SIC), single-mode 
fiber-optic (SMFO) cable, and associated communication and ITS equipment and 
infrastructure as directed by the City. 

Notification: The Contractor shall contact the Transportation Services Manager or 
representative regarding any extraordinary maintenance work and seek prior approval 
before the work is scheduled. The Contractor shall notify Transportation Services by 
telephone at least four (4) hours in advance before any work is commenced, except in 
emergencies where injury or property damage may result without prompt response. No 
permanent or temporary change of control mechanisms shall be performed without prior 
approval of the City. When equipment is removed from the controller cabinet, the City shall 
be notified by phone within 24 hours or the next working day. 
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Emergencies:  The Contractor shall respond immediately to emergency calls such as a total 
blackout, when directed by the City, and dispatch the qualified personnel and equipment to reach 
the site within thirty (30) minutes under normal circumstances. The replacement of burned-out 
signal lamps, internally illuminated street name sign lamps, or safety lights need not be on an 
emergency basis provided at least two signal indications operate for each direction of travel, or 
two intersection safety lights remain functional. Replacement of these items shall be in a routine 
manner within 5 days. For the emergency repair of a signal, which is totally blacked out, the 
following procedure of traffic control shall apply: 
 

1. The Contractor shall dispatch qualified personnel and equipment to reach the site within 
thirty (30) minutes under normal circumstances. The Contractor's vehicles shall carry 
traffic cones, flashing arrow boards, traffic warning and stop signs, etc., which shall be 
used when directing traffic during an emergency and/or when deemed necessary by the 
signal technician, the Transportation Services Manager or representative. The Contractor 
shall conform to Caltrans and CA MUTCD Standards for all emergency and routine work. 
 

2. If no police officer is present and temporary stop signs have been set up when the 
Contractor arrives at the site, the Contractor shall set up more traffic warning and control 
devices, as deemed necessary, and proceed to repair the signal. After the signal is back 
to normal operation, the Contractor shall remove all of the temporary traffic control devices 
and promptly return devices owned by City to the City Yard. 
 

3. If a police officer is at the site when the Contractor arrives, the Contractor shall quickly 
examine the signal, evaluate the situation and discuss it with the police officer. If the repair 
will take only a few minutes, the police officer may stay to continue to direct traffic while 
the Contractor repairs the signal. If the repair will take longer than the officer can wait, the 
Contractor shall immediately set up temporary stop signs and all other necessary warning 
devices and relieve the police officer. 
 

SECTION IV.  HARDWARE MAINTENANCE AND OPERATIONS 
 

Contractor shall repair, replace or otherwise render in good working order any and all defective 
parts of the traffic control equipment with like make and model parts as the need arises and as 
directed by the City. Controller mechanisms, auxiliary equipment and appurtenances such as 
detectors, MMU conflict monitors, BBS and related items shall be serviced and overhauled as 
recommended by the manufacturer. 
 
Overhaul shall include cleaning, lubrication, testing, timing checks, necessary adjustments 
replacement of non-functioning or degraded lamps, LED lights and other hardware. All equipment 
shall be maintained as recommended by the manufacturer. Certifications, warranties and product 
types for new hardware shall be furnished to the City. 

 
A. REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT 

 
The Contractor shall replace or repair any and all defective parts, which cause failure 
or malfunction, as the occasion arises, including signal controller and components, 
detector amplifiers, pedestrian timers, bicycle logic components, pedestrian and 
bicycle push  buttons, relays, timing clocks, master controllers, coordination units, 
synchronizer and signal interconnect, flashers, burnouts, detector loops, video 
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detection cameras, sensing units, safety lights, illuminated street name signs and 
lights, wiring system, etc. Malfunctioning components affecting signal operations shall 
be repaired or replaced immediately. Non-essential non-safety related equipment 
shall be replaced within 14 days. Repair costs shall conform to prices defined in the 
“Fee Proposal.” 
 
Contractor agrees to notify City Transportation Services at least forty-eight (48) hours 
in advance of any traffic signal turn-offs or turn-ons necessitated by Contractor's 
operations. Contractor shall not make said turn-offs or turn-ons until a police officer is 
present, unless permission to proceed without police control is granted by the City. 

 
B. LAMPS AND LIGHTING 

 
The Contractor shall furnish and replace all signal lamps at all traffic signals and flashers 
based upon an 80% depletion curve. Incandescent lamps shall be replaced with GE VLA 
“incandescent look” LED brand lamps or City approved equal, meeting Caltrans Testing 
Lab, ITE, ETL certifications immediately as they occur. The Contractor shall temporarily 
retain all existing low or nonfunctional LED lenses under warranty for replacement and 
dispose them after warranty replacement is completed. Any lens obstructed by dirt or 
debris shall be cleaned immediately. In-pavement flashers shall be inspected with each 
monthly PM and replaced per manufacturer installation specifications as extraordinary 
work. 

 
C. LOOP DETECTOR REPLACEMENT 

 
All loop installation work shall conform to Caltrans Standard Plans and Specifications. The 
Contractor shall clean and fill deteriorated loop detector sawcuts with City approved 
epoxy. When determined by the City and the Contractor that the sawcut or detector loop 
cable (DLC) has deteriorated to a point that epoxy application is insufficient, the detector 
shall be replaced at the price stated in the contract. Loop wire shall be Type 2, Detector 
lead-in cable shall be Type B. Front loops shall be located 1' behind crosswalk line or limit 
line, and shall be Type 'F'. All loop installations shall commence with prior City approval. 

 
D. PEDESTRIAN SIGNALS 

 
The Contractor shall replace Walkman/Hand pedestrian signal lamps as they become dim 
or inoperative with “GE GTX” LED Countdown Pedestrian Signals or City approved equal 
meeting Caltrans Testing Lab ITE, and EIL certifications. Certifications, warranties and 
product specifications shall be furnished to the City. Pedestrian signals shall be routinely 
inspected and replaced as necessary. Existing housings should be reused where feasible 
and repainted. 

 
E. AIR FILTERS 

   
The Contractor shall replace the air filter elements in all cabinets a minimum of every six 
(6) months, or more frequently as needed.  Air filters in all cabinets shall be initially 
replaced within four (2) months of this contract. 
 

F. SCHOOL WARNING FLASHING BEACONS, FLASHING CROSSWALKS AND 
ELECTRONIC RADAR SPEED FEEDBACK SIGNS 
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The Contractor shall perform maintenance inspection or repair of school warning flashing 
beacons, HAWK signals, flashing crosswalks, and electronic radar feedback signs as 
directed by the City Maintenance. Inspection shall be based on the following: 
 
1. Clean cabinet inside and outside and remove any foreign material. 
2. Check power supply voltage, solar equipment, and replace any batteries as 

necessary. 
3. Check settings for on/off timing, flashing rate, flashing duration, and time of day. 
4. Maintain all digital time clocks to National Bureau of standards time. 
5. Observe each pole, head, traffic control sign, etc., and remove foreign material. 
6. Special attention shall be given to update Holiday, Daylight Savings Time, and shut-

down periods. 
7. Replace damaged or malfunctioning lamps, LED indications, in-road warning lights 

(IRWL), detection bollards, and pressure pads meeting manufacturer’s 
specifications with prior City approval. 

 
G. BATTERY SUPPORT SYSTEMS 

   
The Contractor shall perform a monthly test on each traffic signal BBS and battery-
powered flasher during routine maintenance work in accordance with the manufacturer's 
testing procedures. The Contractor shall notify the City of non-operable or low output 
batteries. Replacement batteries shall meet Caltrans Laboratory Standards or City-
approved equivalent. The Contractor shall submit the battery brand and type to City for 
review and approval, prior to purchase of new batteries. 
 

H. CCTV, COMMUNICATION, AND ITS EQUIPMENT 
   
The Contractor shall perform maintenance and repair of CCTV, communication, and ITS 
equipment as directed by the City. Work shall include, and not be limited to, maintenance 
and repair of signal interconnect, single-mode fiber optic cable, conduit runs, splice kits 
and cabinets, CCTV camera assemblies, PTZ motor writs, video/data transceivers, 
ethernet switches, terminal servers, and distribution units. All work, materials, and 
equipment shall conform to latest Caltrans Standard Plans, Specifications, and Federal 
Communication Commission (FCC) specifications. Personnel performing work shall be 
certified and properly equipped to fully address maintenance and repair as directed by the 
City. 
 

I. DAMAGED EQUIPMENT 
   
The Contractor shall notify the City of the type and condition of all damaged equipment, 
and shall remove all damaged equipment to Contractor's premises as directed by the City. 
Upon approval by the City, the Contractor shall deliver select reusable equipment to the 
Costa Mesa Corporation Yard located at 2310 Placentia Avenue, Costa Mesa CA 92627. 
 

J. NEW INSTALLATIONS 
   
The Contractor shall include routine maintenance of new traffic devices upon installation 
consistent with unit fee identified in the Fee Proposal. In the event that notification is made 
of a new installation other than at the beginning of a monthly period, the unit cost will be 
prorated from the day the Contractor is notified. 
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K. WARRANTY SERVICE 
   
During the period of warranty for new Contractor furnished equipment, the Contractor shall 
be responsible for covering hardware warrantees and coordinating warranty service repair 
work. Contractor shall notify the City of any warranty repair delays and details of each 
incident. 
 

L. TRAFFIC CONTROL 
  
The Contractor shall provide safe and continuous passage for pedestrian and vehicular 
traffic at all times. All warning lights, signs, flares, barricades, delineators, detours and 
other facilities for the sole convenience and direction of public traffic shall be furnished 
and maintained in a neat and clean manner by the Contractor. All traffic control shall 
conform to, and be placed in accordance with, the current Caltrans Traffic Manual, the CA 
MUTCD, and the latest updated version of the “Work Area Traffic Control 
Handbook.”(WATCH). 
  
During working hours, a minimum  of  one  10-foot  wide  travel  lane  in  each  direction, 
and all existing left-tum pockets whenever feasible shall be maintained. No lane closures 
on arterial  highways  will   be  permitted   between  the  hours  of   7:00AM  to  8:30AM   
and   between 3:30PM  to  6:00PM,  unless  an emergency  situation  exists  and  such  a 
closure  is necessary to safeguard the public. Separation between travel lanes, 
channelization and delineation of the maintenance area shall be accomplished by the use 
of delineators and/or cones placed in conformance with Standards. 
 
Each vehicle used to place and remove components of a traffic control system on multi-
lane highways shall be equipped with a flashing arrow board, which shall be in operation 
when the vehicle is being used for placing, maintaining or removing said components. The 
flashing arrow boards shall be in place before implementing lane closure(s). Upon 
completion of maintenance, all traffic control signs, barricades, delineators, etc., shall be 
immediately removed and site returned to original condition. 
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Proposal for: Traffic Signal Maintenance Services (RFP 22-11/C03983) 
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December 15th, 2021 

Stephanie Urueta 

Finance Department 
City of Costa Mesa 

77 Fair Drive, 1st Floor 

Costa Mesa, CA 92626 

'/ U N X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business 

RE: Proposal for: Traffic Signal M aintenance Services (RFP 22-11 / C03983) 

Ms. Urueta, 

Yunex LLC (a Siemens Business) would like to express our sincere appreciation for the opportunity to 
participate in the proposal process for providing Traffic Signal Maintenance and Repair Services for the 

City's traffic signal system. The prices and terms stated in our proposal package will remain in effect for 

180-days from the date of submission, December 15th, 2021. 

Yunex LLC is a corporation, incorporated in the State of Delaware on February 17th, 2021 . Yunex LLC is a 
wholly owned subsidiary of Siemens Mobility, Inc. Our federal tax employer I.D. number is 86-2136678 

and our corporate address is 9225 Bee Cave Road, Building B, Austin, TX 78733. 

Yunex LLC is an electrical contracting firm who is a California licensed A & C-10 contractor (CA License 
#1080007) and is also a registered Public Works Contractor (DIR No. 1000815000), who provides leading 

edge traffic technology for the fast-paced Intelligent Transportation Systems world . Whether providing 
maintenance services, local controllers, controller firmware, central systems, system analysis, design, or 

integration, Yunex LLC brings innovative and reliable solutions to customers. 

Yunex LLC's local office is located at: 1026 E. Lacy Ave., Anaheim, CA 92805, wh ich is located just 15 miles 

from the Costa Mesa City Hall, near Disneyland. All account management and field staff assigned to this 

contract will be based out of this office. Contact information: (714) 456-9902 (office)/ (714) 456-9905 

(fax). 

Yunex LLC (formerly Siemens Mobility, Inc.) has been successfully servicing this contract for the 
City of Costa Mesa since 03/01/2011 (over 10 years); therefore, we believe we are well-versed in the 

city's equipment, staff, operations, and expectations. 

During the evaluation, if there are any questions regarding this proposal, please feel free to contact 
either of us using the contact information listed below. We look forward to continuing to serve the needs 

of the City of Costa Mesa and would like to thank you in advance for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Yunex LLC 

~ -
Director of Service 

1026 E. Lacy Ave. 

Anaheim, CA 92805 

(714) 456-9902 Office 

(714) 456-9905 Fax 

steven. tea l@siemens.com 

Yunex LLC 

Mi 
Operations Manager 

1026 E. Lacy Ave. 

Anaheim, CA 92805 

(714) 456-9902 Office 

(714) 456-9905 Fax 
michael.hutchens@siemens.com 
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Background and Project Summary Section 

Our Past  
Founded by Werner Von Siemens (pictured right) in 1847, Yunex Traffic 
(a Siemens Business) has become a global powerhouse in electronics 
and electrical engineering, operating in the industry, energy, and 
healthcare sectors. Siemens AG (Berlin and Munich) entered the traffic 
industry market in 1924 with the implementation of the first signal 
system with red, yellow, and green in Berlin, Germany. Innovation 
continued when Siemens introduced the first centrally controlled light 
signal system in 1926 and a tradition of developing ground-breaking 
technology in the traffic industry began. With its many years of 
presence in the world markets, Yunex Traffic possesses extensive 
international know-how and proven technical platforms in the areas of 
traffic management and guidance. 
 

Yunex Traffic entered the US transportation market in 1995 through the acquisition of two industry 
leaders in the United States: Eagle Traffic Control Products and Gardner Transportation Systems. In 2010 
Siemens acquired Republic ITS, a U.S. leader in traffic signal and streetlight maintenance services to 
enhance its presence in the intelligent traffic solutions (ITS) market in the USA. With these business 
acquisitions, along with our extensive dealer network, Yunex Traffic can solve traffic problems throughout 
the country and around the world. 
 
  
 
 

Our Present 
Yunex Traffic currently services over 14,000 traffic signalized intersections and 560,000 streetlights under 
long-term maintenance agreements nationwide. We are dedicated to meeting and exceeding the 
challenging public safety requirements associated with our industry. Yunex Traffic has been in the traffic 
signal maintenance industry worldwide for over 50 years. Locally, Yunex Traffic (formerly Siemens 
Mobility, Inc., Republic ITS, & Signal Maintenance, Inc.) has been in business for over 40 years servicing 
numerous contracts throughout the state of California. Currently, in California alone Yunex Traffic 
maintains intersections for over 115 agencies encompassing over 4,000 locations of various sizes from 
full function intersections to in-pavement flashing crosswalks and rapid flashing beacons. 

Our Future 
At Yunex Traffic we are always looking to the future and for our ITS division, the future is bright. With 
infrastructure improvement being the focus for many municipal governments these days, it is imperative 
that Yunex Traffic stays on the cutting edge of technology to remain relevant. Whether the agency is 
looking for connected vehicle, smart street lighting solutions, service/ support contracting, ITS software 
and controllers or complete infrastructure management, Yunex Traffic is constantly evolving the industry. 
We look to the future with the foresight that can only be gained through 174 years of experience and 
more importantly, we aim to shape it.   
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Project Summary 
Yunex Traffic is uniquely qualified to achieve the goals and targets that have been established by the City 
of Costa Mesa in this RFP. Our core business is traffic signal and streetlight maintenance and repair 
services. We have a long history of providing exceptional traffic solutions and services for municipal 
agencies throughout the United States. 

Our experience: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

As the leader in the private traffic signal and streetlight maintenance industry in the United States, Yunex 
Traffic can provide unparalleled expertise and outstanding value in traffic signal and street lighting related 
services.  Among the most beneficial: 

 Yunex Traffic has been successfully servicing this contract for the City of Costa Mesa 
since 03/01/2011 (over 10 years); therefore, we believe we are well-versed in the city’s equipment, 
staff, operations, and expectations 

 Yunex Traffic has the largest workforce of IMSA Level III Certified Technicians, NEC Certified 
Electricians, and construction personnel in the industry. All technicians are assigned vehicles which 
are taken home daily to ensure rapid response in case of emergency. Yunex Traffic employees live in 
geographical areas, which allow them to respond quicker than our competition. This provides our 
customers with the most efficient response times in the industry. 

 Yunex Traffic has strategically positioned field offices with an abundance of inventory and technical 
resources, should the need arise.  

 Yunex Traffic owns and operates approximately 100 service vehicles of various types and sizes in the 
State of California, the bulk of which are in Southern California. Yunex Traffic currently has 3 cranes in 
Southern California, which are stationed for quicker response times.  

 Yunex Traffic will provide and maintain emergency service response on a three hundred and sixty-five 
(365) day basis, including all holidays.  

In conclusion, Yunex Traffic is focused on delivering what your city needs the most today; safe, reliable 
infrastructure solutions that help decrease costs, increase revenue, and have a positive environmental 
impact for the city of Costa Mesa and its residents. Whether you choose to commute by foot, bike, car, 
bus, or light rail, Yunex Traffic management solutions can help you arrive safely, more efficiently and with 
less impact on the environment. 

 

Yunex Traffic continues to successfully execute long-term service agreements in 
over 200 communities nationwide, which include maintenance programs for:  

• 14,000 Signalized Intersections 
• 560,000 Streetlights 

In California, Yunex Traffic maintains traffic signals and street lighting for 115 
communities, encompassing:  

• 4,000 Signalized Intersections  
• 100,000 Streetlights 
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Method of Approach 

Our Understanding 
It is always the goal of Yunex Traffic is to hone our service 
around a customer’s needs. We understand that throughout 
the term of a contract of this type, those needs may change. 
We approach all our contracts with the same simple vision; 
build a partnership with the City’s staff and work towards 
achieving common goals set forth through that partnership. 
We realize that this is an ever-evolving process and that is why 
we believe that the only successful route is through 
establishing these common goals. This methodology and a 
commitment to service will be applied to every aspect of our 
services for the City of Costa Mesa. 
 

We understand that the general scope of the work to be done 
consists of maintaining the city’s traffic signal system, which 
consists of Routine Maintenance, Extraordinary Maintenance, 
and Emergency Repair Services. Yunex Traffic will have 
available and readily accessible qualified personnel, all required 
tools, equipment, apparatus, facilities, and material and will 
perform all work necessary to maintain in good workmanlike 
manner, all city owned traffic signals, as outlined in the Scope 
of Work and in compliance with current City and State 
Standards.  
 

Our Approach / Response Times 
To be able to respond immediately to emergency calls, Yunex Traffic’s field technicians are authorized to 
take their work vehicles home daily. All work vehicles are stocked with the proper field equipment so 
he/she may sufficiently address most problems they encounter while responding.  

Emergency response call outs and unscheduled/non-emergency repairs are initiated by calling our toll-
free emergency phone number 1-800-229-6090 (live dispatcher 24 hours a day, 7 days a week), report 
the traffic signal location, the problem, and leave your call back information. Our dispatcher will create a 
work order in our visual planning board. Once the work order is released by our dispatcher it will 
immediately transfer to our technicians’ queue on their Android or Apple device. As part of our quality 
control practice, our dispatcher will follow up with a phone call to our technician to confirm that he/she 
is in receipt of the call out/work order. The technician will arrive at the location within the contracted 
response time to assess and correct the reported problem. Once the problem is corrected, the technician 
will inform the Customer of the repair actions.   
 

Throughout the term of this agreement, Yunex Traffic will provide and maintain emergency service 
response on a twenty-four (24) hour, three-hundred and sixty-five (365) day basis, including all holidays. 
All personnel for Yunex Traffic that may be dispatched will have continuous communication access 
through cellular phone. The response time for emergency calls will not exceed thirty minutes (30) 
minutes as noted in the RFP. In cases of major malfunction or damage, Yunex Traffic will contact the 
Public Works Department to receive further direction.  
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Scope of Work 
 

THIS SCOPE OF WORK defines terms of a five (5) year contract for maintenance of traffic signals, safety 
lighting, closed circuit television cameras (CCTV), flashing crosswalks, radar speed signs, flashing beacons, 
battery backup systems (BBS), field communications equipment, and associated traffic safety devices 
under the City of Costa Mesa jurisdiction, herein after referred to as "CITY". 
 

Services provided will be as follows: 
 

SECTION I. GENERAL 
A. QUALIFICATIONS 

Yunex LLC here in after referred to as "Company" will have available and readily accessible all required 
tools, materials, equipment, apparatus, facilities, and skilled labor services to perform all work necessary 
to maintain the various traffic facilities in a good workmanlike manner. 
 

All work, materials and equipment will conform to current Caltrans Standard Plans and Specifications, 
the California Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD), the International Municipal Signal 
Association (IMSA), and CITY Standards. 
 

Yunex LLC will provide at least one full-time signal maintenance technician certified as a Level II Traffic 
Signal Technician by IMSA with bucket truck for CITY traffic maintenance purposes. Yunex LLC will 
available adequate skilled personnel and proper lab testing facilities to perform inspection and repair 
of signal cabinets, controller assemblies, auxiliary equipment, and traffic control appurtenances. 
 

Yunex LLC will always have on hand at least three of each of the following spare equipment: 
• Econolite Cobalt controllers. 
• NEMA conflict monitors with LED display, as needed for replacement. 
• Etherwan ethernet switch, model EX78802-0VBT 

 

Yunex LLC will maintain a single local telephone number where we can be directly reached daily on a 
twenty-four (24) hour basis for emergency service for response to damage, malfunctions, or to correct 
conditions that may create a public hazard. Response service to specified location will be within thirty 
(30) minutes to correct malfunction, damage, or risk to public safety. Yunex LLC’s telephone number will 
be made available to all persons designated by CITY. 
 

B. RECORDS 
1. Intersection Records: Yunex LLC will maintain at each intersection a permanent service record 

documenting all ongoing work, operations and hardware malfunctions, repair, and configuration 
work. The record will log both monthly preventive maintenance and all extraordinary maintenance 
work and specify the date and nature of all repairs to the controller assembly and field hardware. 
Serial numbers of controller units will be logged when laboratory maintenance is required. The 
intersection maintenance record will be in a format acceptable to the CITY and retained by Yunex 
LLC for a seven-year period. Separate signal timing and hardware documents will additionally be 
retained in each cabinet, including a cabinet wiring diagram, signal phase and pedestrian timings, 
detectors, interconnect equipment, preempt control, etc. 

2. Office Records: Yunex LLC will maintain a complete record of all laboratory repairs to controllers 
and hardware showing all parts or components replaced with serial numbers. Each service truck will 
keep a daily record covering time chargeable for each twenty-four (24) hour period. This record will 
include the time and day work was performed at each intersection and a description of the work, 
equipment and manpower provided. 
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3. Activities Report: A monthly activities report will be submitted to the City Transportation Services 
Division by the fifteenth working day of each month in conjunction with the monthly billing 
statement. The report will include a complete record of all work performed for CITY during the prior 
month. This compiled record will include the location, day and time of each separate service, the 
reason for the service, whether routine, extraordinary or emergency, and the number of staff hours 
and equipment for each service. Copies of laboratory reports showing repairs to controller, detector, 
conflict monitor units, etc., will be included in the activities report. Yunex LLC and the City 
Transportation Services staff will meet to review the report at a mutually agreed upon lime. 
Immediately prior to each meeting Yunex LLC will deliver to CITY a copy of the "Activities Report." 

 
SECTION II. ROUTINE MAINTENANCE 

Yunex LLC will provide a program of continued comprehensive preventive maintenance (PM) to eliminate 
or reduce the incidence of malfunctions, promote public safety, reduce public complaints, and extend the 
longevity of equipment. 
 

On a monthly basis, each signalized intersection, BBS unit, HAWK signal and flashing stop sign will be 
inspected, based on the following maintenance program. CITY will compensate Yunex LLC monthly at the 
unit bid prices defined in the Fee Proposal. Said price will include all services rendered for labor, materials, 
equipment, overhead and profit. The program will include, but not be limited to, the following: 
a) Clean cabinet interior and exterior, remove dirt and foreign material. Replace or clean cabinet 
filters and light bulbs. Ensure watertight seal exists on cabinet base and provide additional sealant as 
needed to maintain a moisture proof bond to protect the cabinet interior. Lubricate locks and hinges. 
b) Maintain an accurate chronograph and set all controller, conflict monitor and BBS clocks to 
National Bureau of Standards real time and dates. 
c) Check signal and pedestrian phase and interval timing and circuits for correct operations, 
including yellow and "flashing don't walk" intervals by chronograph or stopwatch. 
d) Check voltage at main power supply. Verify tightness of connectors at power panel, ground buss, 
loop, and field terminal panels. 
e) Check all detection equipment including cabinet detector amp units, individual field loops, 
pedestrian buttons, and bicycle push buttons. Check that the video detection and components are 
working and detecting vehicles and bicyclists properly. 
f) Check operation of the signal conflict monitor every six months by shorting / conflicting the field 
output terminals for vehicle and pedestrian phases, or by City approved method. Yunex LLC will submit 
detailed report of findings for each signal conflict monitor unit to City upon completion of tests. 
g) Visually inspect all relays, power supplies, fuses, clocks, dials, switches, etc., and make routine 
adjustments or minor repairs as necessary.  
h) Field inspect signal poles, traffic signal, pedestrian heads, and Light Emitting Diode (LED) quality 
of brightness, signal pole mounted signs, pedestrian buttons, safety lights, illuminated street name signs, 
vehicle detectors, etc., and remove dirt and any foreign material. 
i) Test each BBS unit by bypassing existing electrical service and power signal directly from BBS 
during each intersection PM. Verify battery condition and voltage continuity. 
j) Maintain monthly log of BBS test results and City will be notified of any deficiencies affecting BBS 
unit performance. 
k) Yunex LLC will perform a monthly maintenance inspection of each flashing traffic control system 
(flashing stop signs) in the city based on the following: 
• If applicable, clean cabinet inside and outside and remove any foreign material. 
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• If applicable, check power supply voltage, solar equipment, and replace any batteries as 
necessary. 

• If applicable, clean and wipe down solar panels to ensure continuous power is generated. 
• If applicable, check settings for on/off timing, flashing rate, flashing duration, and time of  

day. 
• If applicable, maintain all digital time clocks to National Bureau of standards time. 
• If applicable, observe each pole, bead, traffic control sign, etc., and remove foreign  

material. 
• If applicable, check push button condition and replace push button if necessary. 

l) Yunex LLC will perform a monthly maintenance inspection of each pedestrian hybrid beacon 
(HAWK signal) system in the city based on the same methods used for signalized intersections. 
m) Immediately correct all safety deficiencies found during inspection and schedule nonemergency 
work, which will be completed within 14 calendar days. 
n) In carrying out the above-described tasks, Yunex LLC will immediately notify the CITY of any 
conditions that constitutes a public hazard or may affect efficient signal timing or coordination. Yunex 
LLC will repair or replace parts and lamps and keep all traffic systems hardware in good working 
condition. 
o) CITY traffic signals, flashers and CITY-owned streetlights will be inspected by Yunex LLC once per 
month at night (night-ride). A list of all burned-out or malfunctioning signals, illuminated street name 
signs, flashers and street lighting will be submitted to the CITY directly following the monthly night 
patrol. Upon City receipt and approval of listed repair work, repairs will be performed within 5 business 
days. 

 

SECTION Ill. EXTRAORDINARY MAINTENANCE 
Extraordinary maintenance includes work tasks to repair/replace defective or obsolete equipment and 
perform modification work not directly covered by routine maintenance. Work will be performed at the 
direct request of CITY unless emergency or public safety conditions require a direct response. Should 
emergency or public safety conditions exist, Yunex LLC will undertake immediate repairs. Extraordinary 
maintenance includes the following: 

• Failure or malfunction of the signal system if caused by vehicle collision, vandalism, civil disorder, 
windstorm, natural disasters, power outage, street construction, or excavation. 
• Maintenance of safety lighting at signalized intersections. 
• Maintenance of internally illuminated street name signs and bulbs at signalized intersections. 
• Upgrades or installations as directed by the CITY. 
• Replace damaged loop detectors including sawcut and lead-in conduit. 
• Replacement of Walk/Don't Walk pedestrian indications with modular, countdown LED type per 
ITE specifications. 
• Repainting of signal heads, backplates, visors, frameworks, pedestrian push button housing and 
signs, electric meter service cabinets, and controller cabinets as directed by the CITY. Controller 
cabinets will be painted with a white vinyl finish coat and pretreatment vinyl wash primer with anti-
graffiti coating. 
• Maintenance of City-owned streetlights as directed by the CITY. 
• Maintenance of City-owned electronic radar speed feedback signs, rectangular rapid flashing 
beacons (RRFB's), flashing beacons, flashing crosswalks, and associated equipment as directed by 
the city. 
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• Maintenance of City-owned CCTV, GPS EVP, signal interconnect (SIC), single-mode fiber-optic 
(SMFO) cable, and associated communication and ITS equipment and infrastructure as directed by 
the city. 

 

Notification: Yunex LLC will contact the Transportation Services Manager or representative regarding any 
extraordinary maintenance work and seek prior approval before the work is scheduled. Yunex LLC will 
notify Transportation Services by telephone at least four (4) hours in advance before any work is 
commenced, except in emergencies where injury or property damage may result without prompt 
response. No permanent or temporary change of control mechanisms will be performed without prior 
approval of the CITY. When equipment is removed from the controller cabinet, the CITY will be notified 
by phone within 24 hours or the next working day. 
 

Emergencies: Yunex LLC will respond immediately to emergency calls such as a total blackout, when 
directed by the CITY, and dispatch the qualified personnel and equipment to reach the site within thirty 
(30) minutes under normal circumstances. The replacement of burned-out signal lamps, internally 
illuminated street name sign lamps, or safety lights need not be on an emergency basis provided at least 
two signal indications operate for each direction of travel, or two intersection safety lights remain 
functional. Replacement of these items will be in a routine manner within 5 days. For the emergency 
repair of a signal, which is totally blacked out, the following procedure of traffic control will apply: 

1. Yunex LLC will dispatch qualified personnel and equipment to reach the site within thirty (30) 
minutes under normal circumstances. Yunex LLC’s vehicles will carry traffic cones, flashing arrow 
boards, traffic warning and stop signs, etc., which will be used when directing traffic during an 
emergency and/or when deemed necessary by the signal technician, the Transportation Services 
Manager or representative. Yunex LLC will conform to Caltrans and CA MUTCD Standards for all 
emergency and routine work. 

2. If no police officer is present and temporary stop signs have been set up when Yunex LLC arrives 
at the site, Yunex LLC will set up more traffic warning and control devices, as deemed necessary, 
and proceed to repair the signal. After the signal is back to normal operation, Yunex LLC will 
remove all the temporary traffic control devices and promptly return devices owned by CITY to 
the CITY Yard. 

3. If a police officer is at the site when Yunex LLC arrives, Yunex LLC will quickly examine the signal, 
evaluate the situation, and discuss it with the police officer. If the repair will take only a few 
minutes, the police officer may stay to continue to direct traffic while Yunex LLC repairs the signal. 
If the repair will take longer than the officer can wait, Yunex LLC will immediately set up temporary 
stop signs and all other necessary warning devices and relieve the police officer. 

 

Section IV. Hardware Maintenance and Operations 
Yunex LLC will repair, replace, or otherwise render in good working order all defective parts of the traffic 
control equipment with like make and model parts as the need arises and as directed by the CITY. 
Controller mechanisms, auxiliary equipment, and appurtenances such as detectors, MMU conflict 
monitors, BBS and related items will be serviced and overhauled as recommended by the manufacturer. 
 

Overhaul will include cleaning, lubrication, testing, timing checks, necessary adjustments replacement of 
non-functioning or degraded lamps, LED lights and other hardware. All equipment will be maintained as 
recommended by the manufacturer. Certifications, warranties, and product types for new hardware will 
be furnished to the city. 
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Proposed Schedule 
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What Sets Yunex Traffic Apart 
Though there are many reasons we feel that we are the best choice, listed on the following pages are just 
some of the highlights that we feel we make us the better prepared and more qualified service provider 
to continue to serve the needs of the City of Costa Mesa. 

Communication and Teamwork 
At Yunex Traffic, we are your partner. Our project management team as well as our field personnel will 
be in constant communication with City representatives, and we will follow all communication/notification 
requirements as set forth and agreed upon. Routine meetings will be key to ensure that everyone is on 
the same page, not only for system status but to make sure that we are on track with the city’s budget 
and that we are serving the citizens of the City of Costa Mesa to the highest level possible.  
 

Yunex Traffic employees working for the city will always be equipped with any necessary communication 
devises to keep our city liaison(s) informed. Currently, all our staff is outfitted with an Android or Apple 
device that will enable them to send, and receive real-time information, as well as text, email, and phone 
capabilities. 

Material Inventory  
Yunex Traffic maintains an extensive inventory of new traffic 
signal equipment including traffic signal poles, controllers, 
cabinets, signals, LED indications, luminaires, wiring, and most 
necessary ancillary devices. This extensive inventory combined 
with our vast experience and testing facilities enables Yunex 
Traffic to repair or replace damaged equipment expeditiously 
and professionally. 

Yunex Traffic employees will be equipped with all spare parts 
necessary to place a traffic signal back in operation for all 
trouble calls. Yunex Traffic will notify the city that the 
equipment was removed and replaced with approved spare 
equipment.  Inventory levels are maintained to accommodate 
each individual customer’s needs. Yunex Traffic continually 
monitors and modifies inventory levels as required by current 
maintenance and repair. 

USA Dig Alert 
Yunex Traffic has in-house underground utility locators that will respond to 
all Underground Service Alert (USA) requests/notices or at the request of city 
staff for the marking and protection of traffic signal underground facilities 
such as traffic signal and electrical conduits, interconnect facilities, loops, and 
other appurtenant equipment which may conflict with other right-of-way 
construction or repairs. Our technicians are equipped and certified with the proper 
locating devices provided by Metrotech. 
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Employee Activity Tracking 
Yunex Traffic utilizes an in-house application and 
management system that enables our contract 
management team to track individual employee 
utilization and production. This system is directly 
tied to our payroll system which ensures 100% 
accuracy for hours paid to our employees and 
charged to our customers for work performed. In 
addition to our Customer Portal, you will receive a 
detailed billing report with each invoice that lists 
labor and equipment hours billed for each service 
order.  

Safety Training 
Yunex Traffic administers a comprehensive company-wide safety program to ensure that safety on all job 
sites is the top priority.  Our employees are required to read and understand “Safety Rules for the Outside 
Electrical Industry” by the National Electrical Contractors Association (NECA).  Yunex Traffic has a zero-
tolerance policy on all safety violations. Yunex Traffic will provide copies of any safety history 
documentation upon request. 
 

Yunex Traffic employees are given CPR and First Aid training to provide treatment in the event of an 
emergency.  We believe it is critical that members of our field staff are properly trained and enabled to 
help both themselves and others in the event of an emergency.  
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Information Technology 

Service Business Platform @ITS  
Yunex Traffic has rolled out a new 
service tool called Service Business 
Platform (SBP), which is a proprietary 
management system designed to 
effectively manage all service order 
progress and remotely update our 
ERP system (SAP) as work is 
performed. 
 

 SBP allows us to monitor 
many key performance items 
such as time arrived onsite, 
time of completion, materials 
used, and vehicle/equipment 
used. 

 SBP keeps historical records 
for every location which allows 
the technicians an additional resource when troubleshooting. 

 When creating a new service request, the SBP will query the location history and will flag the order 
if it appears to be a repeated call out or duplicate order. 

 Technicians transmit response and routine maintenance items in real-time using IOS or Android 
devices. 

 The contractual Scope of Work and all maintenance activities are also available for technicians to 
review to ensure all tasks are completed within the specified timeframe. 

Customer Portal  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The SBP Customer Portal gives our customers access to: 
 Monitor real-time status of routine maintenance and service calls 
 Location history (sort/filter by date, location, call type, etc.) 
 Overall historical maintenance and repair data 
 Real-time equipment inventories, maps, event reporting 
 Asset management (including digital photographs, GIS data, etc.) 
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Qualifications & Experience of Yunex LLC 
Contractor’s License / Public Works Contractor Registration  
Yunex Traffic is a corporation, incorporated in the State of Delaware on February 17th, 2021. Yunex Traffic 
has over 40 years of previous experience under Siemens Mobility, Inc., Republic ITS, and Signal 
Maintenance, Inc. Yunex Traffic is a wholly owned subsidiary of Siemens Mobility, Inc. Our federal tax 
employer I.D. number is 86-2136678 and our corporate address is: 9225 Bee Cave Road, Building B, 
Austin, TX 78733. Corporate officer information has been included in the required forms “Appendix C” 
under “Vendor Application Form”. 

Yunex Traffic is an electrical contracting firm who is California licensed and bonded as an A & C-10 
contractor (License #1080007 – expiration 08/31/2023). Our company specializes in construction and 
maintenance of traffic signals, streetlights, and associated equipment. Yunex Traffic’s national staff of 
200+ employees include an array of professional engineers and technicians with International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW), IMSA, and numerous industry manufacturer and systems 
certifications. 
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Primary Facilities and Staff Supporting the City of Costa Mesa: 
If re-selected, all contract management, coordination and field technicians will be based out of this office: 
 
Yunex – Anaheim, CA Office (est. 2018)  
Warehouse, Office, & Contract Administration 
1026 E. Lacy Ave 
Anaheim, CA 92805 
Phone (714) 456-9902 
Fax (714) 456-9905 
 

 

Our Anaheim location is located just 15 miles from Costa Mesa City Hall near Disneyland. The 
warehouse at this location stocks over $500,000.00 in inventory including new controllers, cabinets, 
signals, LED indications, luminaires, wiring, and most necessary ancillary devices. Though most of our staff 
keeps plenty of equipment on their trucks, if the need arises, this location can be easily accessed around 
the clock 365 days a year as a source of additional inventory.  We also have our Riverside location east of 
the city near the intersection of the 91 and 60 freeways, which houses another $600,000.00 in readily 
available equipment as an additional resource. 

Other Local Yunex Facilities: 
 

Yunex – Riverside, CA Office  
Warehouse, Office, & Testing Facility  
2250 Business Way 
Riverside, CA 92501 
Phone (951) 784-6600 
Fax (951) 784-6700 

Yunex - San Diego, CA Office    
Warehouse, Office, & Contract Administration  
1820 John Towers Ave., Suite A 
El Cajon, CA 92020 
Phone (619) 562-1104 
Fax (619) 562-1125 

 
 

 

 

 

Key Contact  
During the evaluation, if the city should have any inquiries regarding this proposal, please feel free to 
contact: 
Michael J. Hutchens  
Operations Manager 
2250 Business Way, Riverside, CA 92501 
Office (951) 784-6600 / Fax (951) 784-6700 
Email:  michael.hutchens@yunextraffic.com 
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References 
Yunex Traffic has been extremely successful in retaining traffic signal, streetlight, and engineering 
customers due to our desire to offer the best possible customer service.  We have an exemplary customer 
service track-record highlighted by our well-qualified field personnel, knowledgeable customer service 
representatives, and proprietary detailed monthly reports. We understand what is required to maintain a 
community’s infrastructure and strive to exceed our customer’s expectations.  
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Key Personnel 
Contract Management Team 
If re-selected, Josh Ferras will continue to be the Service Account Manager for the City of Costa Mesa. 
Josh, his Service Coordinator, Jennifer Hall, and the Maintenance Field Supervisor, Fred Molina, will be 
responsible for maintaining communication with the city regarding daily operation and maintenance of 
all traffic signal equipment. Our account management team as well as our field staff will work closely with 
you and your team to ensure that all your requests are being effectively addressed.  
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Field Maintenance Team 
Yunex Traffic will assign a primary traffic signal technician to handle routine preventative maintenance for 
the city’s traffic signals. Your primary technician will also be responsible for responding to calls outside 
normal business hours.  We will assign an additional traffic signal technician to provide back up support 
in the event your primary technicians are unavailable (i.e., vacation, sick days, jury duty, etc.).  

Primary Technician 

  
Backup Technician 
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IMSA Certifications 

 
 

IMSA re-certification classes are currently behind due to the COVID-19 Pandemic. Naim Yanie is in the 
process of renewing his certificate and is just waiting for in-person instruction classes to be available to 
schedule. Full size copies of certificates can be provided upon request (reduced size is to conform to page 
limitations of Proposal). 

Key Staff Members Contact Information 
Director of Service: Steven Teal (steven.teal@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 714-497-5043) 
Operations Manager: Michael J. Hutchens (michael.hutchens@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 714-448-6943) 
Service Account Manager: Joshua Ferras (joshua.ferras@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 951-367-7023) 
Service Account Coordinator: Jennifer Hall (jennifer.hall@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 619-820-1075) 
Maintenance Field Supervisor: Fred Molina (fred.molina@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 714-273-0942) 
Primary Traffic Signal Technician: Naim Yanie (naim.yanie@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 714-306-8347) 
Backup Traffic Signal Technician: Minh Tran (minh.tran@yunextraffic.com / Cell: 951-538-8681) 

Additional Staffing 
Yunex Traffic has over 20 additional technicians (mostly IMSA III certified) located in Orange, Los Angeles, 
Riverside, San Bernardino, Ventura, and San Diego County areas. We also employ over 20 key construction 
personnel for major repairs. These include certified crane operators, dedicated utility locators for (USA) 
Dig Alert service, Corning certified fiber optic technicians, and our own in-house loop crew. 

Subcontractors 
All services as outlined in the RFP will be provided and performed by Yunex Traffic as the Prime 
Contractor.  With that stated, we at Yunex Traffic do maintain relationships with numerous specialty 
contractors throughout the industry to be able to respond to our customer’s needs as a complete one 
stop solution for all things traffic signal and street lighting related. 
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Financial Capacity 
Yunex LLC, a Delaware corporation is fully owned by Siemens Mobility, Inc., a 100% subsidiary of the 
Siemens AG corporate group, a multinational, multi-billion-dollar company listed on the New York Stock 
Exchange. As such, Siemens AG files consolidated financial reports with the US Securities & Exchange 
Commission. A copy of Siemens, A.G. most recent annual report can be found at www.siemens.com 
through "Investor Relations". All required financial reports and filings are available at the SEC's website 
http://sec.gov/edqar.shtml. Siemens Mobility, Inc. and its subsidiaries are not publicly traded companies 
and do not release separate annual financial statements. 
 
Cost Proposal 
As requested in the RFP, all costs will be entered into the provided “Cost Proposal” and submitted as a 
separate document on PlanetBids. Pricing will be valid for 180 days from date of submission. 

Should there be a need for additional pricing, please feel free to contact us. 

Disclosures 
Current Business: Yunex LLC has been successfully servicing the Traffic Signal Maintenance Services 
contract for the City of Costa Mesa, since 2011. 

Personal Relationships: To our knowledge, our staff doesn’t have any personal relationships with any 
Costa Mesa elected officials, appointed officials, city employees, or any family members of the previously 
mentioned. 

Sample Maintenance Services Agreement 
Yunex LLC (a Siemens Business) has carefully reviewed the Sample Maintenance Services Agreement 
and confirms all terms and conditions are understood and acknowledged by the undersigned. No 
exceptions or conditions are requested. 
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YUN X 
T RA FF I C 

VENDOR APPLICATION FORM 
FOR 

RFP22-l 1/C03983 

RFP No. 22-11 for TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE SERVICES 

TYPE OF APPLICANT: 0 NEW [!] CURRENT VENDOR 

Legal Contractual Name of Corporation: _Y_un_e_x_L_Lc _ ___________ _ 

Contact Person for Agreement: _M_ic_h_ae_l_J._H_u_tc_h_e_ns ____________ _ 

Title: Operations Manager E-Mail Address: michael.hutchens@yunextraffic.com 

Business Telephone: --'(_95_1..c...) _78_4_-6_6_o_o ______ Business Fax: (951) 784-6700 

Corporate Mailing Address: _2_2_5_0 _Bu_s_in_e_ss_w_ a_y ______________ _ 

City, State and Zip Code: __ R_iv_e_rs_id_e-'-, CA_ 9_2_5_01 _____________ _ 

Contact Person for Proposals: _R_o_be_rt_ P_a---'q'-ue_tt_e ______________ _ 

Title: Sales Manager E-Mail Address: robert.paquette@yunextraffic.com 

Business Telephone: ...:..(9_5_1)'-7_8_4_-6_6o_o ______ Business Fax: (951) 784-6700 

Is your business: (check one) 

□ NON PROFIT CORPORATION 

Is your business: (check one) 

[!] FOR PROFIT CORPORATION 

[R] CORPORATION 

0 INDIVIDUAL 

□ PARTNERSHIP 

0 LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP 

□ SOLE PROPRIETORSHIP 

□ UNINCORPORATED ASSOCIATION 

A Siemens Business : 
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YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business 
RFP22-l l/C03983 

Names & Titles of Corporate Board Members 
(Also list Names & Titles of persons with written authorization/resolution to sign contracts) 

Names Title Phone 

Rodney Mathis President (512) 837-8313 

Dirk Rauber CFO (512) 837-8313 

Steven Teal Director of Service (951) 784-6600 

Michael J. Hutchens Operations Manager (951) 784-6600 

Please see "Delegation of Approval Authority" for signature authorization later in this proposal. 

Federal Tax Identification Number: 86-2136678 

City of Costa Mesa Business License Number: _A_c_c_ou_n_t_#_:_6_08_7_2 ____________ _ 

(If none, you must obtain a Costa Mesa Business License upon award of contract.) 

City of Costa Mesa Business License Expiration Date: 05/31/2022 
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EX PARTE COMMUNICATIONS CERTIFICATION 

YUN X 
TRAFF I C 

A Siemens Business ' 

RFP22-1 I/C03983 

Please indicate by signing below one of the following two statements. Only sign one statement 

I certify that Proposer and Proposer's representatives have not had any communication with a City 
Councilmember concerning informal RFP No. 22-11 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE 

'-- SERVIC~~e2 1,2021. 

_ ~ Date: 1211sI2021 

Signat re 

Michael J. Hutchens (Operations Manager) 

Print 

OR 

I certify that Propes Proposer's representatives have communicated after December 1, 2021 with 
a City Councilmember co ·ng informal RFP No. 22-11 FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE 
SERVICES. A copy of all such c unications is attached to this form for public distribution. 

Signature 

Print 
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DISQUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 

The Contractor shall complete the following questionnaire: 

YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business '. 
RFP22-11/C03983 

Has the Contractor, any officer of the Contractor, or any employee of the Contractor who has proprietary 
interest in the Contractor, ever been disqualified, removed, or otherwise prevented from bidding on, or 
completing a federal, state, or local government project because of a violation of law or safety 
regulation? 

Yes __ No x 

If the answer is yes, explain the circumstances in the following space. 

N/A 
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DISCLOSURE OF GOVERNMENT POSITIONS 

YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business . 

RFn2- I I/C03983 

Each Proposer shall disclose below whether any owner or employee of Contractor currently hold 
positions as elected or appointed officials, directors, officers, or employees of a governmental entity or 
held such positions in the past twelve months. List below or state "None." 

None 
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TRAFF I C 

COMPANY PROFILE & REFERENCES 
Company Legal Name: Yunex LLC 

RFP22-ll/C03983 

A Siemens Business 

Company Legal Status (corporation, partnership, sole proprietor etc.): Corporation (Delaware) 

Active licenses issued by the California State Contractor's License Board: A & c-10 (License# 1080001, 
expires 08/31/2023) 

Business Address: 1026 E. Lacy Ave., Anaheim, CA 92805 

Website Address: https://www.yunextraffic.com/global/en/ 

Telephone Number: (714) 456-9902 Facsimile Number: (714) 456-9905 

Email Address: michael.hutchens@yunextraffic.com 

Length of time the firm has been in business: 29 years under Yunex LLC, Siemens Mobility, Inc., Siemens 
ITS, Republic Electric, and Republic ITS 

Length of time at current location: 4 years 

Is your firm a sole proprietorship doing business under a different name: _Yes ~ No 

If yes, please indicate sole proprietor's name and the name you are doing 
business under: N/A 

Federal Taxpayer ID Number: 86-2136678 

Regular Business Hours: Monday - Friday: 7:00AM - 4:30PM / On-Call Services: 24 hours per day, 365 days 
per year 

Regular holidays and hours when business is closed: Monday - Friday: 4:30PM - 7:00AM 
Saturdays/Sundays/Holidays: 24 hours per day 

Contact person in reference to this solicitation: Michael J. Hutchens 

Telephone Number: (951) 784-6600 Facsimile Number: (951) 784-6700 

Email Address: michael.hutchens@yunextraffic.com 

Contact person for accounts payable: Josh Spandiary 

Telephone Number: (737) 230-6091 

Email Address: josh.spandiary@yunextraffic.com 

Name of Project Manager: Joshua Ferras 

Telephone Number: (714) 456-9902 

Email Address: joshua.ferras@yunextraffic.com 

Facsimile Number: N/A 

Facsimile Number: (714) 456-9905 
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COMPANY PROFILE & REFERENCES (Continued) 

YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business '. 

RFP22- l l/C03983 

Submit the company names, addresses, telephone numbers, email, contact names, and brief contract 
descriptions of at least three clients, preferably other municipalities for whom comparable projects have been 
completed or submit letters from your references which include the requested information. 

Company Name: City of Anaheim 
(714) 412-9233 

Contact Name: Jeff Swanson 

Contract Amount: $1,080,000.00 

Email : jswanson@anaheim.net 

Address: 201 South Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim, CA 92805 

Brief Contract Description: On-Call Traffic Signal Maintenance and Repair Services 

Company Name: City of Cypress 

Telephone Number: (714) 229-6729 

Contact Name: Nick Mangkalakiri 

Contract Amount: $385,ooo.oo 

Email: n.mangkal@cypressca.org 

Address: 5775 Orange Ave., Cypress, CA 90630 

Brief Contract Description: Traffic Signal Maintenance and Repair Services 

Company Name: City of Fullerton 

Telephone Number: (714) 738-6858 

Contact Name: Dave Langstaff 

Contract Amount: $125,ooo.oo 

Email: davel@ci.fullerton.ca.us 

Address: 303 W. Commonwealth, Fullerton, CA 92832 

Brief Contract Description: Traffic Signal Maintenance and Repair Services 

Company Name: City of Irvine 

Telephone Number: (949) 724-7684 

Contact Name: Kevin Tobin 

Contract Amount: $850,826.00 

328



Email: ktobin@cityofirvine.org 

Address: 6427 Oak Canyon #3, Irvine, CA 92618 

Brief Contract Description: Traffic Signal Maintenance and Repair Services 

Company Name: City of Newport Beach 

Telephone Number: (949) 644-3324 

Contact Name: Brian Loo 

Contract Amount: $2so.ooo.oo 

Email: bloo@newportbeachca.gov 

Address: 3300 Newport Blvd., Newport Beach, CA 92663 

Brief Contract Description: Traffic Signal Maintenance and Repair Services 

YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business 

RFP22-l l/C03983 

Our complete list of references has been placed earlier in the Proposal for your review and consideration 
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RFP22-1 I/C03983 

BIDDER/APPLICANT/CONTRACTOR CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTION 

DISCLOSURE FORM 

Proposer/Consultant/Applicant is required to identify any campaign contribution or cumulative 
contributions greater than $249 to any city council member in the twelve months prior to 
submitting an application, proposal, statement of qualifications or bid requiring approval by the 
City Council. 

. · Company/Business 
(< Date ·, Nallie .of Donor . . Affiliation 

N/A N/A N/A 

""""-.. 
............ 

............... 

Name of 
Recipient .· 

N/A 

............... 

Amount 
N/A 

A Siemens Business 

Except as described above, I/we have not made any campaign contribution in the amount of $250 
or more to any Costa Mesa City Council Member in the twelve months preceding this 
Application/Proposal. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 

12/15/2021 

Date 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

A notary public or other officer completing this 
certificate verifies only the identity of the individual 
who signed the document to which this certificate is 
attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or 
validity of that document. 

State of California 
County of Riverside 

on \ '2....- \ S - "2-="'Z-\ before me Candace Gallaher - Notary Public 
----------- '-------------------

(insert name and title of the officer) 

personally appeared I"'\ \Cf\,c\e\-- '3 - M~-\GN~ , 
who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/f}tr'€ 
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/s,We/t~ executed the same in 
his/h6/th,efr authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/twf7tl)efr" signature(s) on the instrument the 
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
paragraph is true and correct. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. .. ······• .. ---CANDACE GALLAHER ~ 
Notary Public - California 

Riverside County ~ 
Commission# 2300629 -

My Comm. Expires Aug 8, 2023 

(Seal) 
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THIS DELEGATION ~ APPLIES TO YUNEX, LLC. ALL CONTRACTS, BIDS, 
CERTIFICATES, AFFIDAVITS OR ANCILLARY DOCUMENTS TO BE SIGNED ON BEHALF 

OF SIEMENS MOBILITY, INC. MUST BE SIGNED BY RODNEY MATHIS AND DIRK 
RAUSER WITHOUT EXCEPTION 

DELEGATION OF APPROVAL AUTHORITY FROM 

PRESIDENT RODNEY MA THIS AND CFO DIRK RAUSER 

YUNEX, LLC. 

A. The undersigned Rodney Mathis, President and Dirk Rauber, CFO of the Yunex, LLC. (the 
"Corporation"), a corporation duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware, by 
virtue of the authority vested as President and CFO to sign or countersign and otherwise execute in 
the name , or on behalf of the Corporation, any bids, projects , contracts, agreements and any 
certificates, affidavits or ancillary documents in connection therewith to the extent the foregoing 
instruments and are consistent with the limits of authority granted under LoA guidelines and grants of 
release for and on behalf of the Corporation, do hereby delegate to and acknowledge that the 
following person(s) may exercise such authority for and on our behalf up to $10 million . 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATORIES 

Business Operations Finance/Central Support Function 
(Name/Position) (Name/Position) 

B. It is further acknowledged that the following individuals are hereby authorized to sign or countersign 
and otherwise execute in the name or on behalf of the Corporation the same documents as 
referenced in paragraph A, up to and including a transactional limit of $5 million . Any such delegation 
extends to but is limited to the same scope, documents and subject matter as referenced and granted 
in paragraph A, limited to the monetary amount stated in this paragraph . 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATORIES 

Business Operations Finance/Central Support Function 
<Name/Position) <Name/Position) 

Jaskaran Dhiman Singh 
Manaoer Procurement 

Unrestricted 1 

A Siemens Business 

332



'{UN X 
TRAFFIC 

C. It is further acknowledged that the following individuals are hereby authorized to sign or countersign 
and otherwise execute in the name, or on behalf of the Corporation , the same documents as 
referenced in paragraph A, up to and including a transactional limit of $3 million. Any such delegation 
extends to but is limited to the same scope, documents and subject matter as referenced and granted 
in paragraph A, limited to the monetary amount stated in this paragraph. 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATORIES 

Business O12erations Finance/Central Su1212ort Function 
<Name/Position) <Name/Position) 

Michael Gaertner Anchal Bansal 
Director PLM/R&D Commercial Manager Service 
Goutham Lingannagari Craig Debevoise 
Head of Bids & Proiects Proiects Commercial 
Nils Soyke Manuel Guio Villarreal 
Proiect Manaaer Commercial Project Manager 
Steve Teal 
Director, Service 

D. It is further acknowledged that the following individuals are hereby authorized to sign or countersign 
and otherwise execute in the name, or on behalf of the Corporation , the same documents as 
referenced in paragraph A, up to and including a transactional limit of $1 million . Any such delegation 
extends to but is limited to the same scope, documents and subject matter as referenced and granted 
in paragraph A, limited to the monetary amount stated in this paragraph. 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATORIES 

Business O12erations Finance/Qentral Su1212ort Function 
(Name/Position) (Name/Position) 

Michael Hutchens James Barker 
Operations Manager Commercial Project Manaaer 
Venkatesh Jadhav Claudia Thiele 
Project Manager Commercial Project Manager 

Gary Kochetkov 
Project Manager 

Sari Mahli 
Project Manager 
Scott McCarthy 
Material Manaaer 
Del Nichols 
Project Manager 
Carlota Oteyza Hafner 
Project Manager 
Syed Rahman 
Project Manager 
Clint Schuckel 
Operations Manaaer 
Mejosh Thomas 
Project Manager TG2 
William Tucker 
Operations Manaaer 

Unrestricted 2 

A Siemens Business 
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E. It is further acknowledged that the following individuals are hereby authorized to sign or countersign 
and otherwise execute in the name, or on behalf of the Corporation , the same documents as they are 
referenced in paragraph A, up to and including a transactional limit of $250 thousand . Any such 
delegation extends to but is limited to the same scope, documents and subject matter as referenced 
and granted in paragraph A, limited to the monetary amount stated in this paragraph. 

AUTHORIZED SIGNATORIES 

Business Operations Finance/Central Support Function 
(Name/Position) (Name/Position) 

Ali Aga, Josh Spandiary 
Bid Manager Commercial Service Manager 
Joshua Ferras Frank Werner 
Service Account Manager Commercial Service Manager 

Deana Flynn 
Service Account Manager 
Michelle Flynn 
Service Account Manaoer 
Candace Gallaher 
Service Account Manaaer 
Diana Johnson 
Bid Manager 
Joshua Lippincott 
Service Account Manager 
Robert Paquette 
Sales Manaaer 
Jeffrey Pierce 
Service Account Manager 
Melissa Rodriguez 
Sales Manager 

F. It is further acknowledged that each of the signatures of the persons referred to in paragraphs A, B, 
C, D, and E are binding upon the Corporation . 

G. It is further acknowledged that any document shall require the signature of two (2) of the above 
Authorized Signatories , one each from Business Operations and from Finance/Central Support 
Functions, whom shall have the requisite signature authority to be legally binding upon the 
Corporation . 

H. It is further acknowledged that each of the persons referred to herein is authorized to delegate such 
person's authority hereunder to additional members of his or her management team up to the limit of 
such person's delegation of authority, provided that such delegation is in written form signed by the 
delegator and filed with the Legal Department. 

I. It is further acknowledged that the Secretary or an Assistant Secretary of the Corporation is 
authorized to issue certifications attesting to the incumbency, authority and status of any of the 
persons referred to in this resolution. 

Unrestricted 3 

A Siemens Business 
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A Siemens Business 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we have hereunto subscribed our names and affixed the corporate seal of the 
said Corporation, as of the 2nd day of November, 2021. 

\\L\ 1,1 l ~IJH11,, 

, ,,~'\ . l\ ex L.l.,1' 1-'1;.1 

' 
...... -"'i.:i \l. ,,,,~,,~ .. ,,,., n f.,..,.. 

' ~ • ~\~ IJr1 ..._ . ., 

~.._ , .• /•\\ t-.. BlLfT·t.,. _1' 1~r~ "'=',:.. """" , ... v- _,. C. "..-: ., 
~ -¼9 0~'<,. ~ 
f /B ~\ % 
- "~ SEAL 1t. ~ . 

~ :i , -d ~ 
- \ 2021 $ ~ 

~ : .:: 
~ ~ ~ 
~ ~ ... 

.-:.--:. ............. ., -0 ' ~ ... \ ... /· ... 5: 
...,.,...,. ,,,1,,?!LA\V1\.~ ... ,\,,... ,~ ... 

IIJ_, llflqJII IILl1 •LI\'\ ... ,,-. 

l,Jl.11, -- 11: ,, \,1,,\ 
' ''J•.ur11L•' \ \\~ 

~P~ g-n{ 
resident -', 

Yunex , LLC . 

.!,~~;.=-
Digitally signed by Rauber 
Dirk 
Date: 2021.11.0813:04:25 
-08'00' 

Dirk Rauber 
CFO 
Yunex, LLC. 

Unrestricted 4 
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EXHIBIT C  
 

LIST OF SIGNALS AND DEVICES 
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Costa Mesa Traffic Signals
No. Main Street Side Street Controller BBS EVP

1 Pinecreek ASC/3-2100 Yes

2 Royal Palm ASC/3-2100 Yes

3 Mesa Verde E ASC/3-2100 Yes

4 Mesa Verde W/Placentia ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

5 Albatross/Shantar ASC/3-2100 No

6 Experian-Enclave ASC/3-2100 No

7 Sakioka 820A Yes

8 Avenue of the Arts 820A Yes

9 Park Center ASC/3-2100 Yes

10 Red Hill ASC/3-2100 No

11 Pullman Cobalt No

12 Fire Station 2 ASC/3-2100 No

13 Milbro ASC/3-2100 No

14 Babb ASC/3-2100 No

15 Mendoza ASC/3-2100 No

16 Coolidge ASC/3-2100 No

17 College ASC/3-2100 Yes

18 Royal Palm ASC/3-2100 No

19 Sunflower
Cobalt (ex.)

(EOS FUTURE)
Yes

20 Crystal Court-Town Center Cobalt (EOS) Yes

21 South Coast-Macy's Cobalt (EOS) Yes

22 Metro Pointe E Cobalt (EOS) Yes

23 Yukon-Paularino Cobalt (EOS) Yes

24 Baker ASC/3-2100 Yes

25 Sunflower Cobalt Yes

26 Town Center Cobalt Myers Yes

27 Anton Cobalt Clary Yes

28 Hotel Way Cobalt Yes

29 Paularino Cobalt Clary Yes

30 Baker Cobalt Clary Yes

31 SOBECA Way Cobalt Yes

32 Randolph Cobalt Yes

B
ri
s
to

l
A

d
a
m

s
A

n
to

n
B

e
a
r

B
a
k
e
r

337



Costa Mesa Traffic Signals
No. Main Street Side Street Controller BBS EVP

33 Bear Cobalt Yes

34 Newport SB ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

35 Newport NB/Ganahl ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

36 Santa Ana/Red Hill Cobalt Yes

37 Loyola Cobalt No

38 Vanguard Cobalt No

39 Fairgrounds/Civic Ctr 820A No

40 Sunflower ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

41 South Coast ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

42 McCormack ASC/3-2100 Yes

43 Paularino ASC/3-2100 Yes

44 Baker ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

45 Adams ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

46 Monitor ASC/3-2100 Yes

47 OCC/Mustang ASC/3-2100 Yes

48 Arlington Cobalt (EOS?) Yes

49 Merrimac ASC/3-2100 Yes

50 Fair ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

51 Wilson ASC/3-2100 Yes

52 Scenic/Lake Center ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

53 Sunflower ASC/3-2100 Yes

54 Law Court ASC/3-2100 Yes

55 South Coast ASC/3-2100 Yes

56 Gisler ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

57 Date ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

58 Nutmeg ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

59 Baker ASC/3-2100 Yes

60 Adams ASC/3-2100 Yes

61 Mesa Verde E/Peterson ASC/3-2100 Yes

62 Merrimac Cobalt Yes

63 Fair Cobalt Yes

64 Harbor Center ASC/3-2100 Yes

65 Wilson ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes
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Costa Mesa Traffic Signals
No. Main Street Side Street Controller BBS EVP

66 Victoria ASC/3-2100 Yes

67 Hamilton ASC/3-2100 Clary Yes

68 Bay ASC/3-2100 Yes

69 19th ASC/3-2100 Yes

70 Mesa ASC/3-2100 No

71 Del Mar ASC/3-2100 Yes

72 Santa Isabel ASC/3-2100 Yes

73 Wilson ASC/3-2100 No

74 22nd ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

75 Bay ASC/3-2100 No

76 Mesa ASC/3-2100 No

77 Fair/Del Mar ASC/3-2100 Yes

78 Vanguard ASC/3-2100 Yes

79 Wilson ASC/3-2100 No

80 Fairview ASC/3-2100 Yes

81 Victoria ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

82 Bay ASC/3-2100 No

83 Paularino Jian Cobalt No

84 Fairview Park ASC/3-2100 No

85 Estancia North ASC/3-2100 No

86 Estancia South ASC/3-2100 No

87 Wilson ASC/3-2100 Yes

88 Victoria ASC/3-2100 Yes

89 19th ASC/3-2100 Yes

90 18th ASC/3-2100 Yes

91 17th ASC/3-2100 Yes

92 16th ASC/3-2100 No

93 Kalmus 820A No

94 Paularino 820A No

95 Sakioka Vista Way 820A No

96 Susan 820A No

97 Metro Pointe W Cobalt (EOS) No

98 Metro Pointe E Cobalt (EOS) No

99 Anton ASC/3-2100 Myers Yes

100 Flower/Sakioka Cobalt Yes

101 Avenue of the Arts Cobalt Yes

102 Park Center Cobalt Yes

103 S Plaza Cobalt Yes
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Costa Mesa Traffic Signals
No. Main Street Side Street Controller BBS EVP

104 Fuchsia/Raitt Cobalt No

105 Greenville/Wimbledon Cobalt No

106 Susan Cobalt No

107 Hyland Cobalt No

108 Valley/Pacific ASC/3-2100 Yes

109 Canyon
ASC/3-2100

Cobalt (future)
Yes

110 American ASC/3-2100 Yes

111 National ASC/3-2100 Yes

112 Pomona ASC/3-2100 Yes

113 Maple ASC/3-2100 Yes

114 Pomona ASC/3-2100 No

115 Center Way ASC/3-2100 Yes

116 16th Pomona/Industrial/Superior 820A No

117 Anaheim/Superior ASC/3-2100 Yes

118 Orange ASC/3-2100 Yes

119 Westminster ASC/3-2100 Yes

120 Santa Ana ASC/3-2100 Yes

121 Tustin ASC/3-2100 Yes

122 Park ASC/3-2100 Yes

123 Anaheim ASC/3-2100 Yes

124 Meyer ASC/3-2100 Yes

125 Pomona ASC/3-2100 Yes

126 Placentia Bike Xing ASC/3-2100 No

127 Baker Randolph Cobalt (EOS) Yes

128 19th Wallace Cobalt (EOS) Yes

129 South Coast The Press Cobalt (EOS) Clary Yes

130 Hyland Vans Cobalt (EOS) Clary Yes

131 Fairview Village Way Cobalt Yes
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HAWK Signals

Arlington Drive w/o Junipero Drive  Existing

Fire Station #1 & Adams Ave  Existing

OCC Driveway & Merrimac Way Existing

18th St w/o Park Drive Future

Flashing LED Stop Sign

Junipero & Arlington Future
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Caltrans (For Reference Only)

Baker Street & Newport Frontage NB-SR-55

Baker Street & Newport Frontage SB - SR-55

Paularino Avenue & Newport Frontage NB-SR-55

Paularino Avenue & Newport Frontage SB - SR-55

Bear Street & SR-73 NB Ramp

Bear Street & SR-73 SB Ramo

Bristol Street & I-405 NB Ramp

Bristol Street & I-405 SB Ramp

Fairview Road & I-405 SB Ramp

Fairview Road & I-405 NB Ramp

Harbor Blvd & I-405 SB Ramp

Harbor Blvd & I-405 NB Ramp

Newport Blvd & 16th Street

Newport Blvd & 17th Street

Newport Blvd & 18th Street-Rochester

Newport Blvd & 19th Street

Newport Blvd & Broadway

Newport Blvd & Harbor Blvd

Newport Blvd & Industrial

South Coast Drive & I-405 NB Off-Ramp

Hyland/South Coast & I-405 NB On-Ramp

Anton & I-405 NB On-Ramp

Avenue of the Arts & I-405 NB Off-Ramp

Susan & I-405 NB Off-Ramp

County of Orange (For Reference Only)

Santa Avenue & Mesa Drive
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School Flashers

Baker Street e/o Labrador Drive/Andros Street  Existing

Baker Street w/o Labrador Drive/Andros Street  Existing

Placentia Avenue n/o 18th street  Existing

Placentia Avenue s/o 19th street  Existing

Victoria Street e/o Canvon Drive  Existing

Victoria Street w/o Canvon Drive  Existing

Killybrooke s/o Belfast  Existing

Killybrooke s/o Garlingford  Existing

Sonora e/o La Salle  Existing

Velasco e/o Sonora  Existing

Flashing Crosswalks

Placentia & 20th Street  Existing

Town Center & e/o Bristol  Existing

East 17th & Ravrnond  Existing

Santa Ana & Rose  Existing

Pomona & Sterling  Existing

Paularino & Coolidge  Existing

Gisler w/o w/o Iowa  Existing
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Existing Electronic Speed Feedback Signs

Index Main Street Direction Near Side Street

1 Adams EB W/0 Albatross

2 Adams WB E/0 Mesa Verde East

3 Arlington EB E/0 Fairview

4 Arlington WB W/0 Junipero

5 Baker EB E/0 Fairview St

6 Baker WB @ Babb St

7 Baker WB W/0 Royal Palm

8 Baker EB W/0 Bimini

9 Bear NB S/0 Saint Claire

10 California SB E/0 Colorado

11 Fairview NB S/0 Merrimac

12 Fairview SB N/0 Monitor

13 Fairview NB S/0 Wake Forest

14 Fairview SB N/0 Loyola

15 Fairview SB S/0 Fair

16 Gisler WB E/0 California

17 Gisler EB @ Sicily

18 Hamilton WB E/0 Pomona

19 Hamiton EB W/0 Pomona

20 Irvine SB S/0 E 19th

21 Mendoza SB S/0 Baker

22 Paularino EB W/0 Coolidge

23 Paularino WB @ Johnson

24 Placentia NB N/0 Victoria

25 Placentia SB @ Newton (S/0-18th)

26 Placentia NB @ Newton (S/0-18th)

27 Placentia NB @ Towne (S/0-19th)

28 Placentia SB N/0 Wilson

29 Placentia NB N/0 W 19th

30 Placentia NB N/0 Congress

31 Placentia SB S/0 Fairview Park

32 Placentia SB @ Towne (S/0-19th}

33 Placentia NB N/0 16th

34 Pomona SB S/0 Hamilton

35 Pomona NB @ Sterling

36 Santa Ana NB @ Robin Hood (S/0-21s0

37 Santa Ana SB @ Cecil Pl (S/0-23rd)

38 Susan NB @ South Coast

39 Susan SB @ Sunflower

40 Victoria WB @ National

41 Victoria EB E/0 Tidewater

42 Victoria WB E/0 Valley/Pacific

43 Victoria EB W/0 Valley/Pacific

44 E 18th EB E/0 Tustin

45 W.18th St WB E/0 Whittier

46 W 19th WB W/0 Park

47 W 19th EB E/0 Wallace

48 Whittier NB N/0 W 18th

49 Whittier SB S/0 19th

50 Wilson EB E/0 College

51 Wilson WB E/0 Placentia

52 Wilson EB W/0 Columbia

53 Wilson WB @ Wallace
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11 UN:: X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business 

Helping Our Communities Become Vibrant, 

Growing & Green 

Proposed to: 

City of Costa Mesa 

Attn: Stephanie Urueta 

Finance Department 

77 Fair Drive, 1st Floor 

Costa Mesa, CA 92626 
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COST PROPOSAL 

FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM MAINTENANCE 

Unit 

1. Routine Maintenance: Quantity ~nu1dhl~:) 

a. Traffic Signal 131 $ 78.50 

b. Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon 4 $ 43.00 

(HAWK) 

C. Battery Backup System 23 $ 14.50 

d. Flashing LED Stop Sign (Future) 1 $ 14.50 

Routine Maintenance Monthly Sub Total: ' 

YUN X 
TR A FF I C 

A Siemens Business 
RFP22-l l/C03983 

(monthly) 

$ 10,283.50 

$ 172.00 

$ 333.50 

$ 14.50 

$ 10,803.50 

2. Extraordinary Maintenance I Hardware: 
(Unit is "each" unless noted. Hardware shall conform to the Scope of Work. 
Price quoted shall include all labor, equipment costs, and mark-up.) 

a. Replace luminaire safety light lamp with LED 

b. Replace luminaire safety light ballast 

c. Replace ISNS florescent lamp 

d. Replace ISNS florescent lamp with LED 

e. Replace ISNS florescent ballast 

f. Install 12" red LED lens Ball$ 102.00 

g. Install 12" yellow LED lens Ball$ 101.00 

h. Install 12"green LED lens Ball$ 101.00 

$ 602.00 

$ 131.50 

$ 47.25 

$ 343.00 

$ 101.50 

Arrow $ 102.00 

Arrow $ 102.00 

Arrow$ 101.00 

L Replace 3-section 12" vehicle head assembly with LED complete $ 421.00 

J. Replace 5-section 12" vehicle head assembly with LED complete $ 1,192.00 

k. Replace backplate for vehicle head 3-section 

5-section 

$ 140.00 

$ 235.00 

347



YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

RFP22-1 l/C03983 

I. Replace ped head with LED countdown complete with framework $ 530.00 

m. Replace ped module with LED countdown module (retain head) $ 175.oo 

n. Replace standard Type "E" detector loop complete (4 or Less) $ 503.00 

(more than 4) $ 430.00 

o. Replace standard Type "F" detector loop complete (4 or Less) $ 503.oo 

(more than 4) $ 430.00 

p. 

q. 

r. 

s. 

t. 

u. 

V. 

Replace 5' x 50' detector loop complete 

Replace pull box with Christy Fiberlite 

Paint pedestrian head 

Paint vehicle head 

Paint controller cabinet 

Paint electrical service cabinet 

Test traffic signal cabinet 

(4 or Less) $ 1,815.oo 

(more than 4) $ 1,610.00 

No.3 $ 578.oo 

No. 5 $ 818.00 

No. 6 $ 1,195.00 

$ 60.00 

$ 150.00 

$ 300.00 

$ 300.00 

$ 875.00 

(with Full Caltrans Environmental Cert) $ 1,810.00 
w. Install City furnished cabinet on existing foundation $ 2,390.00 

X. 

y. 

Replace NEMA conflict monitor with LED 

Replace PPB (Polara "Bulldog" or City approved equal) 

$ 1,100.00 

$ 136.00 

z. Replace ISNS (name panels shall be City furnished) 6' $ 73.00 8' $ 73.oo 

aa. 

ab. 

ac. 

ad. 

Conduct city-wide night ride of traffic signals and street lighting 

Clean CCTV camera lens 

Replace BBS Battery 

Markup on all other materials over supplier invoice 
amount: (conforming to Section 2.04.19) 

$ 962.00 

$ 79.00 

$ 296.00 

A Siemens Business 
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3, 

4, 

YUN X 
TRAFF I C 

A Siemens Bus iness 
RFP22-ll/C03983 

Extraordinary Maintenance/ Labor: Regular Time Overtime 
Per Hour Per Hour 

Superintendent $ 85.00 $ 85.00 

Engineering Technician $ 127.00 $ 159.00 

Laboratory Technician $ 88.00 $ 105.00 

Maintenance Technician - Lead $ 122.00 $ 154.00 

Maintenance Technician $ 116.00 $ 144.00 

Utility Technician - Lead $ 127.00 $ 159.00 

Utility Technician $ 104.00 $ 147.00 

Street Light Technician $ 116.00 $ 144.00 

Laborer $ 104.00 $ 147.00 

CCTV, Communication, & ITS Regular Time Overtime 
Per Hour Per Hour 

Fiber Optic Cable Technician $ 117.00 $ 145.00 

Network Technician $ 102.00 $ 123.00 

Labor rates shall include all fringe benefits, markup, overhead, etc. for all job classifications 
performing extraordinary maintenance work. 

Premium Hours are: Monday thru Friday after four hours of OT on any one job, Saturdays after 8 hours 
on any one job, all day Sunday starting at 12:00am until Monday at 7:30am and all Holidays starting at 
12:00am until the next morning at 7:30am. 

Premium 
Per Hour 

$85.00 

$190.00 

$123.00 

$186.00 

$173.00 

$190.00 

$147.00 

$173.00 

$147.00 

Premium 
Per Hour 

$174.00 

$123.00 
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5. Extraordinary Maintenance/ Equipment (per job trip): 

Pick-Up Truck 

Service Truck 

Service/Ladder Truck 

Boom/Ladder Truck 

50' Height Boom Truck 

Crane 

Water Truck 

Dump Truck 

Complete Paint Rig 

Concrete Saw and Truck 

Trencher and Backhoe 

Air Compressor with Tools 

Vacuum Truck 

Boring Machine 

$ 40.00 

$ 100.00 

$ NOT SAFE 

$ 60.00 

$ 180.00 

$ 260.00 

$ 10.00 

$ 100.00 

$ 160.00 

$ 100.00 

$ 1,500.00 

$ 10.00 

$ 40.00 

$ 950.00 

YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

A Siemens Business 
RFP22-l l/C03983 
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YUN X 
TRAFFIC 

RFP22-l l/C03983 

It is agreed that submission of a proposal shall be considered prima facie evidence 
that the bidder has carefully examined the scope of services; areas of responsibility; 
and field conditions, and is therefore satisfied as to the character, quantity and 
quality of work to be performed, materials to be furnished and requirements of this 
contract. 

Bidder: 
Firm: Vunex LLC 

Address: 1026 E. Lacy Ave. 

Anaheim, CA 92805 

Phone: (714) 456-9902 

A Siemens Business 

Signatur~ Robert Paquette, Sales Manager 

Date: 12/15/2021 
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EXHIBIT E 
 

CITY COUNCIL POLICY 100-5 
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BACKGROUND 
 
Under the Federal Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, passed as part of omnibus drug legislation 
enacted November 18, 1988, contractors and grantees of Federal funds must certify that they will 
provide drug-free workplaces.  At the present time, the City of Costa Mesa, as a sub-grantee of 
Federal funds under a variety of programs, is required to abide by this Act.  The City Council has 
expressed its support of the national effort to eradicate drug abuse through the creation of a 
Substance Abuse Committee, institution of a City-wide D.A.R.E. program in all local schools and 
other activities in support of a drug-free community.  This policy is intended to extend that effort 
to contractors and grantees of the City of Costa Mesa in the elimination of dangerous drugs in the 
workplace. 
 
PURPOSE 
 
It is the purpose of this Policy to: 
 

1. Clearly state the City of Costa Mesa’s commitment to a drug-free society. 
 
2. Set forth guidelines to ensure that public, private, and nonprofit organizations receiving 

funds from the City of Costa Mesa share the commitment to a drug-free workplace. 
 

POLICY 
 
The City Manager, under direction by the City Council, shall take the necessary steps to see that 
the following provisions are included in all contracts and agreements entered into by the City of 
Costa Mesa involving the disbursement of funds. 
 

1. Contractor or Sub-grantee hereby certifies that it will provide a drug-free workplace by: 
 

a. Publishing a statement notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, 
distribution, dispensing, possession, or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in 
Contractor’s and/or sub-grantee’s workplace, specifically the job site or location 
included in this contract, and specifying the actions that will be taken against the 
employees for violation of such prohibition; 
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 b. Establishing a Drug-Free Awareness Program to inform employees about: 
 

1. The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace; 
 
2. Contractor’s and/or sub-grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace; 
 
3. Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation and employee assistance programs; 

and 
 
4. The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations 

occurring in the workplace; 
 

c. Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged in the performance of the 
contract be given a copy of the statement required by subparagraph A; 

 
d. Notifying the employee in the statement required by subparagraph 1 A that, as a 

condition of employment under the contract, the employee will: 
 
1. Abide by the terms of the statement; and 
 
2. Notify the employer of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation occurring 

in the workplace no later than five (5) days after such conviction; 
 

e. Notifying the City of Costa Mesa within ten (10) days after receiving notice under 
subparagraph 1 D 2 from an employee or otherwise receiving the actual notice of such 
conviction; 

 
f. Taking one of the following actions within thirty (30) days of receiving notice under 

subparagraph 1 D 2 with respect to an employee who is so convicted: 
 

1. Taking appropriate personnel action against such an employee, up to and 
including termination; or 

 
2. Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a drug abuse assistance or 

rehabilitation program approved for such purposes by a Federal, State, or local 
health agency, law enforcement, or other appropriate agency; 
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g. Making a good faith effort to maintain a drug-free workplace through implementation 
of subparagraphs 1 A through 1 F, inclusive. 

 
2. Contractor and/or sub-grantee shall be deemed to be in violation of this Policy if the City 

of Costa Mesa determines that: 
 

a. Contractor and/or sub-grantee has made a false certification under paragraph 1 
above; 

 
b. Contractor and/or sub-grantee has violated the certification by failing to carry out 

the requirements of subparagraphs 1 A through 1 G above; 
 

c. Such number of employees of Contractor and/or sub-grantee have been convicted 
of violations of criminal drug statutes for violations occurring in the workplace as 
to indicate that the contractor and/or sub-grantee has failed to make a good faith 
effort to provide a drug-free workplace. 

 
3. Should any contractor and/or sub-grantee be deemed to be in violation of this Policy 

pursuant to the provisions of 2 A, B, and C, a suspension, termination or debarment 
proceeding subject to applicable Federal, State, and local laws shall be conducted.  Upon 
issuance of any final decision under this section requiring debarment of a contractor and/or 
sub-grantee, the contractor and/or sub-grantee shall be ineligible for award of any 
contract, agreement or grant from the City of Costa Mesa for a period specified in the 
decision, not to exceed five (5) years.  Upon issuance of any final decision recommending 
against debarment of the contractor and/or sub-grantee, the contractor and/or sub-grantee 
shall be eligible for compensation as provided by law. 
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-667 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

FISCAL YEAR 2022-2023 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN IDENTIFYING FUNDING PRIORITIES FOR
THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) AND HOME INVESTMENT
PARTNERSHIPS GRANT (HOME) PROGRAMS

DEPARTMENT: ECONOMIC AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT/HOUSING AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

PRESENTED BY: MIKELLE DAILY, GRANT ADMINISTRATOR

CONTACT INFORMATION: MIKELLE DAILY, GRANT ADMINISTRATOR, 714- 754-5678;
Mikelle.Daily@costamesaca.gov

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Hold a Public Hearing regarding the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan.
2. Approve the recommended allocation of $1,137,737 for the Fiscal Year 2022-2023 Community

Development Block Grant.
3. Approve the recommended allocation of $501,749 for the Fiscal Year 2022-2023 HOME

Investment Partnerships Grant.
4. Adopt Resolution No. 2022-XX in order to:

a. Approve the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan.
b. Authorize the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, to submit the 2022-2023 Annual

Action Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development.
c. Designate the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, as the official representative of

the City to administer the programs and to execute and submit all required agreements,
certifications, and documents required by HUD, and execute all subrecipient agreements for
the use of funds approved in the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan.

5. Authorize the City Manager or designee to approve staff procedures and guideline for the
implementation of CDGB- and HOME-funded programs.

BACKGROUND:

Costa Mesa is a recipient of two U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) grant
program funds, the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program and the Home
Investment Partnerships Program (HOME). These two HUD programs annually provide
approximately $1.6 million to the City and can be used for various activities that assist low- and
moderate-income Costa Mesa residents.

The Housing and Community Development Division (HCD) of the Development Services Department
is responsible for administering the City’s CDBG and HOME grants. CDBG and HOME-funded
activities must address the needs outlined in the City’s Consolidated Plan. The Consolidated Plan is
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activities must address the needs outlined in the City’s Consolidated Plan. The Consolidated Plan is
a five-year planning document required by HUD for all communities receiving federal community
development grant funds. The current Consolidated Plan was approved by the City Council on May
19, 2020 and covers Fiscal Year (FY) 2020-2021 through FY 2024-2025. The Consolidated Plan can
be found on the City’s website.

Based on an analysis of housing/community needs, market analysis, and input from the community,
the following five-year goals and priorities have been identified for implementation in the 2020-2024
Consolidated Plan:

Goal 1: Housing Preservation - To provide decent and affordable housing through a variety of
activities, including owner-occupied housing rehabilitation, code enforcement, and rental housing
acquisition/rehabilitation

Goal 2: Infrastructure and Facility Improvements - To enhance the suitability of the living environment
through improvements to public infrastructure and facilities

Goal 3: Homeless Continuum of Care - To provide supportive services and housing assistance for
homeless persons and homelessness prevention

Goal 4: Public Social Service - To provide services for low- and moderate-income persons, and those
with special needs, including fair housing services

Goal 5: Program Administration - To provide administration of the CDBG and HOME programs,
ensuring effective and efficient delivery of programs and services and complying with all HUD
program requirements

The Consolidated Plan is a five-year strategic plan that identifies priority housing and community
needs, strategies to address needs, and programs/resources to address needs. Its five-year cycle
will end on June 30, 2025. The Annual Action Plan is the one-year expenditure plan for the use of
HUD’s annual allocation of funds. The City must submit the Annual Action Plan to HUD in May of
each year to comply with HUD requirements and continue to receive these federal funds.

HUD funding for FY 2022-2023 has yet to be announced. However, for planning purposes, the City
anticipates it will receive $1,137,737 in CDBG funds and $501,749 in HOME funds for FY 2022-2023.
This grant amount is based on the allocation awarded for the previous fiscal year, FY 2021-2022.
Consistent with HUD guidelines, once HUD announces CDBG and HOME awards for FY 2022-2023,
the City will adjust the funding for the activities listed above proportionally in order to equal the final
grant awards, or as otherwise directed by the City Council.

The City is required to provide a 30-day public comment period and to hold a public hearing before
approving and submitting the Annual Action Plan to HUD.

ANALYSIS:

2022-2023 Annual Action Plan

Fiscal Year 2022-2023 is the third year of the 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan cycle. The Action Plan
serves as the link between the objectives and goals listed in the Consolidated Plan with activities to

Page 2 of 9

357



File #: 22-667 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

serves as the link between the objectives and goals listed in the Consolidated Plan with activities to
be carried out during a 12-month period that address priority needs. The period covered by the 2022-
2023 Action Plan begins July 1, 2022, and ends June 30, 2023.

Both CDBG and HOME funds have specific program requirements. For example, CDBG funds must
be utilized to achieve one of three national objectives: 1) elimination of run down areas, 2) meet an
urgent need (e.g., declared disaster), or 3) benefit low- and moderate-income persons. HOME funds
must be used to preserve or increase housing opportunities for low-income residents in Costa Mesa.

Lower income persons are defined by HUD as an individual with a household income equal to or less
than 80 percent of the County median income. Income limits are based on family size and are
adjusted annually by HUD. HUD 2022 Orange County income limits have not yet been released.
HUD 2021 Orange County income limits are shown below:

Table 1 - HUD 2021 Income Limits for Orange County

Household Size Household Income at 50%
of OC Median Income

Household Income at 80%
of OC Median Income

1-Person $47,100 $75,300

2-Person $53,800 $86,050

3-Person $60,550 $96,800

4-Person $67,250 $107,550

5-Person $72,650 $116,200

6-Person $78,050 $124,800

7-Person $83,400 $133,400

8-Person $88,800 $142,000

CDBG Funds

HUD funding for FY 2022-2023 has yet to be announced. However, for planning purposes, the City
anticipates it will receive $1,137,737 in CDBG funds for FY 2022-2023 based on its allocation
awarded for FY 2021-2022. Additionally, $867,011 in prior year uncommitted allocation will be
available for CDBG-funded activities. Staff is recommending funding in five primary program areas:
1) capital improvements 2) public services grants, 3) housing rehabilitation program, 4) community
improvement/code enforcement, and 5) program administration.

Capital Improvements

CDBG funds may be used to improve public facilities and infrastructure, provided the primary
beneficiaries are low- and moderate-income Costa Mesa residents. City HCD staff solicited proposals
for capital improvement projects from City departments. The Public Services Department requested
$1,200,000 for the Citywide Street Improvement project, increasing the Wilson Street Pavement
Rehabilitation Program funding by $600,000 to extend reconstruction to the end of Pacific Avenue
($565,777 in CDBG funds were awarded in FY 2021-2022 for Wilson Street from Newport Boulevard
to Placentia Avenue) for a total CDBG funding amount of $1.17 million and allocating $619,733 to the
Westside Street Improvements Project which will include improvements to American Avenue,
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American Place, Congress Street and Governor Street.

Staff recommends allocating the $1,200,000 in FY 2022-2023 CDBG funds for the proposed Street
Improvement Projects. The projects entail reconstructing failed pavement, including grinding down
and overlaying the existing pavement with rubberized asphalt and upgrading striping to include bike
lanes. The project will also include repairing existing sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, driveways, and
curb gutters to meet City and ADA standards. Public Services staff have identified Capital
Improvement funds to supplement CDBG funding for these projects.

Public Service Grants

The City is allowed to earmark up to 15% of its annual CDBG allocation for public service grants.
Based on the City’s estimated FY 2022-2023 CDBG grant allocation, a maximum of $170,000 is
available for public service grant funding. Consistent with HUD guidelines, once HUD announces
CDBG and HOME awards for FY 2022-2023, the City will adjust the funding for the activities listed
above proportionally in order to equal the final grant awards, or as otherwise directed by the City
Council.

Public services are defined as social service programs that primarily benefit low- and moderate-
income residents. Staff recommends allocating $30,000 toward staffing for the City’s Social Services
program at the Costa Mesa Senior Center, a program that improves the quality of life of seniors in
Costa Mesa by providing support for physical, mental, emotional and social health. This leaves
$140,000 available for community based public services grants (PSGs).

On February 3, 2022, the City released a request for PSG applications. On February 25, 2022 the
City received eight PSG applications requesting a total of $185,000 and two fair housing applications
requesting a total of $38,000 in public service grants. On March 23, 2022, the City’s Housing and
Public Service Grant Committee (H&PSG Committee) convened to review grant applications and
developed public service grant funding recommendations for the City Council’s consideration. When
developing funding recommendations, the H&PSG Committee utilized updated application rating
criteria and funding limitations. Grant applications for award were set between a minimum of $15,000
and a maximum $30,000 grant award amount to ensure the grants are able to achieve favorable
impacts, while serving diverse eligible populations. The H&PSG Committee recommends funding for
seven of the eight PSG applications and one of the two fair housing applications as shown in Table 2,
below.

The H&PSG Committee’s ratings, rankings, and grant recommendations are provided as an
attachment to this report for the City Council’s consideration. The attachment also includes a
summary of grant applications and a three-year funding history of CDBG public service grants. The
H&PSG Committee’s grant recommendations are listed in the proposed CDBG budget below. A
complete copy of all PSG applications submitted are posted on the City’s website at:
https://www.costamesaca.gov/city-hall/city-departments/development-services/housing-and-
community-development/cdbg-public-service-grant-applications.

Housing Rehabilitation Administration

Staff is proposing to allocate $41,688 in CDBG funding for staff and other direct costs associated with
administering the City’s housing rehabilitation program. Examples of eligible costs include staff costs
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administering the City’s housing rehabilitation program. Examples of eligible costs include staff costs
associated with the preparation of work specifications, property inspections, and loan/grant
application processing. See the discussion under the HOME funds section for further details
regarding the Housing Rehabilitation program.

Community Improvement/Code Enforcement

CDBG funds may be used for code enforcement activities, provided the program primarily benefits
low-and moderate-income persons, and that such activities “together with public or private
improvements, rehabilitation, or services to be provided, may be expected to arrest the decline of the
area.” The crux of this regulation is that any CDBG-funded code enforcement activity must have a
direct nexus to rehabilitation or improving housing in an eligible area. For FY 2022-2023, staff
recommends an allocation of $335,810 in CDBG funds to support the work effort of two full-time and
one part-time community improvement officers. Activity will be limited to eligible low and moderate-
income Census Tract Block Groups identified by HUD. The goal of community improvement activities
in these areas is to connect property owners, residents and other members of this community with
resources and programs to resolve substandard housing conditions in an overall effort to improve the
quality of life within these neighborhoods.

Administration

HUD allows the City to allocate up to 20 percent of its annual grant for planning and program
administration. Based on the City’s estimated FY 2022-2023 grant amount and staff’s proposed
allocations, a maximum of $227,547 can be for program administration. Eligible program
administration expenditures include program staff salaries and benefits, contract services, legal
services, direct program operating costs and fair housing costs if not funded through public services.
The City is required by HUD to fund a Fair Housing Program, which provides education, counseling
and enforcement services for Costa Mesa households.

Staff recommends allocating $20,000 from administration to fund the Fair Housing Foundation to
provide services and comply with federal regulations. In prior years, the City has funded fair housing
services through PSG funds, but these services are an eligible administration expense, so staff is
recommending that the required Fair Housing Program be funded out of Administration instead as a
means of maximizing PSG dollars available to community organizations. This year, two fair housing
organizations, Fair Housing Foundation and Orange County Fair Housing Council, applied for CDBG
funds. The City has a 14-year history of providing fair housing services successfully through the Fair
Housing Foundation, an organization that provides services for 24 cities throughout Orange County
in addition to several cities in Los Angeles County. They have been responsive to our residents and
City staff in matters relating to fair housing, and providing training and information.
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HOME Funds

HUD funding for FY 2022-2023 has yet to be announced. For planning purposes, the City anticipates
it will receive a HOME grant allocation for $501,749, based on the current grant year. Additionally,
$1,454,657 in program income and $763,401 in uncommitted prior year allocation will be available for
HOME-funded activities. Consistent with HUD guidelines, once HUD announces CDBG and HOME
awards for FY 2022-2023, the City will adjust the funding for the activities listed above proportionally
in order to equal the final grant awards, or as otherwise directed by the City Council.

The City must reserve a minimum of 15 percent of annual HOME funds for a housing project to be
undertaken by a qualified nonprofit housing developer known as a Community Housing Development
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undertaken by a qualified nonprofit housing developer known as a Community Housing Development
Organization (CHDO). The City is also allowed to use a maximum of 10 percent of HOME funds for
program administration. Staff is proposing to allocate FY 2022-2023 HOME funds for four activities:
1) Single-family housing rehabilitation loans and grants program, 2) Affordable Rental Housing
Development 3) CHDO reservation (required), and 4) program administration.

Housing Rehabilitation Program

Staff is recommending allocating $275,000 in HOME funds for the City’s Housing Rehabilitation Loan
and Grant Program. The loan program was originally adopted in the mid 1980’s and provides
financial assistance to qualified single-family home properties including condominiums and
townhomes. The grant program began in 1991 and was originally funded using CDBG funds. In
1997, the City Council approved the use of HOME funds as an additional funding source to expand
the program.

Program funds must be used to correct nonconforming uses, remedy code violations, and repair and
improve deteriorating properties, in order to provide decent and safe housing conditions.
Rehabilitated property value after rehabilitation cannot exceed 95 percent of the HUD median
purchase price for the City. The subject property must be owner-occupied and serve as the principal
residence of the eligible low to very low income household applying. The proposed allocation is
estimated to fund approximately 10 grants and one loan annually.

Affordable Rental Housing

In an effort to preserve and create new affordable rental housing opportunities for lower income
households in Costa Mesa, staff intends to issue a Request for Proposals (RFP) to solicit
applications for funding to support permanent affordable rental housing in the City using HOME
Program funds. Funding for this effort will include HOME program income and prior year
uncommitted HOME program funds. Staff recommends allocating $2,319,368 to this effort.

Community Housing Development Organization (CHDO) Funds

HOME program regulations require that a minimum of 15 percent of the City’s annual grant allocation
be reserved for a CHDO (a community-based nonprofit development entity). Based on the City’s FY
2022-2023 HOME grant, $75,262 is the minimum CHDO set-aside requirement. A CHDO-eligible
project has not been identified at this time.

Administration

The City is allowed to use up to ten percent of its annual grant for HOME program administration.
Based on the City’s estimated allocation for the FY 2022-2023 grant, $50,174 is available for HOME
program administration. Eligible administration expenditures include program staff salaries and
benefits, contract services, and legal services which may be required to implement the funded
activities.
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Noticing Requirements and Public Comment

As required by HUD, a notice was published in local newspapers on April 1, 2022, inviting the public
to review and comment on the draft 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan. The comment period began April
2, 2022, and will conclude on May 2, 2022. The notice also announced the May 3, 2022 City Council
public hearing. At the time of this report, no comments had been received.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council can choose not to fund the proposed activities recommended by staff and allocate
CDBG or HOME funds to other eligible activities. The City Council can also direct staff to not submit
the Action Plan; however, if the City does not submit the Action Plan, HOME funds will most likely be
returned to the U.S. Treasury, and the City’s CDBG funds will be distributed proportionally among
other Orange County jurisdictions that receive CDBG funds.

FISCAL REVIEW:

This action does not have a fiscal impact to the General Fund. For FY 2022-2023, the City receives
an annual allocation of $1,137,737 in CDBG funds and $501,749 in HOME funds to fund the
programs outlined above.

LEGAL REVIEW:

The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and approved this agenda report and the attached resolution
Page 8 of 9
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The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and approved this agenda report and the attached resolution
as to form.

CITY COUNCIL GOALS AND PRIORITIES:

This item supports the following City Council goal:

· Diversify, stabilize and increase housing to reflect community needs.

CONCLUSION:

The draft 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan has been prepared according to HUD regulations and
outlines how the City will utilize FY 2022-2023 CDBG and HOME funds to meet the objectives and
goals of the federal CDBG and HOME programs and consistent with the City’s adopted five-year
consolidated plan.
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ATTACHMENT 1 

RESOLUTION NO. 2022-xx 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF THE 2022-2023 
ANNUAL ACTION PLAN FOR THE APPLICATION AND EXPENDITURE OF 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT AND HOME INVESTMENT 
PARTNERSHIPS ACT FUNDS TO THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA HEREBY FINDS AND 

DECLARES AS FOLLOWS: 

WHEREAS, the City of Costa Mesa participates in the United States Department 

of Housing and Urban Development’s (“HUD”) Community Development Block Grant 

(CDBG) Program and also participates in HUD’s Home Investment Partnerships 

Program (HOME); and  

WHEREAS, in order to receive annual allocations from these HUD programs, the 

City is required to prepare a five-year strategic plan outlining the use of the grants and 

strategic vision for affordable housing and community development in the City known as 

the Consolidated Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the City’s current Consolidated Plan, was adopted on May 19, 2020, 

and will expire on June 30, 2025; and  

WHEREAS, the federal regulations (Title 24 Code of Federal Regulations Part 

91) delineate the required content of the Consolidated Plan, including an annual 

application and expenditure plan for CDBG and HOME funds, known as the Annual 

Action Plan; and  

WHEREAS, the City is eligible to receive $1,137,737 in 2022-2023 CDBG funds, 

which can be used for social service grants, housing rehabilitation, public facilities and 

administration, and is also eligible to receive $501,749 in 2022-2023 HOME funds, 

which can be used for housing and administration as set forth in the 2022-2023 Annual 

Action Plan (Exhibit A); and 

WHEREAS, the City made the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan available for the 

required 30-day public review period between April 2, 2022 and May 2, 2022; and  

WHEREAS, the City has published a notice of a public hearing for the 2022-2023 

Annual Action Plan; and 

365



Resolution No. 2022-xx Page 2 of 3 
 

WHEREAS, in the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan, the City has considered all 

public comments which have been received either in writing or at the public hearing. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA 

HEREBY RESOLVES as follows: 

SECTION 1.  The City Council hereby approves the 2022-2023 Annual Action 

Plan, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference. 

SECTION 2.  The City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager, or the City 

Manager’s designee, to submit the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan to HUD and execute 

all certifications and assurances contained therein to approve minor changes and 

provide additional information as may be required. 

SECTION 3.  The City Council hereby designates the City Manager, or the City 

Manager’s designee, as the City’s official representative to administer the programs and 

execute and submit all required agreements, certifications, and documents required by 

HUD. The City Council further authorizes the City Manager, or City Manager’s 

designee, to execute all subrecipient agreements with the nonprofit organizations 

receiving allocations of CDBG funds approved in the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan. 
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Resolution No. 2022-xx Page 3 of 3 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 3rd day of May 2022. 

                              
 
 
       
      _____________________________ 
      John Stephens, Mayor 
 
    
         
ATTEST:     APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
________________________               _____________________________ 
Brenda Green, City Clerk   Kimberly Hall Barlow, City Attorney 

 
THIS PAGE IS RESERVED FOR THE CITY CLERK’S OFFICE. 

 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )   
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) ss 
CITY OF COSTA MESA ) 
 

I, BRENDA GREEN, City Clerk of the City of Costa Mesa, DO HEREBY 
CERTIFY that the above and foregoing is the original of Resolution No. 2022-xx and 
was duly passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Costa Mesa at a regular 
meeting held on the 3rd day of May 2022, by the following roll call vote, to wit: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereby set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
City of Costa Mesa this 3rd day of May 2022. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________ 
Brenda Green, City Clerk 
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2022-2023 PUBLIC SERVICE GRANT APPLICATION SUMMARIES 

 

HOMELESS SERVICES 

Families Forward – Housing Program 

Proposed Service: The program will provide housing and support services for homeless 
Costa Mesa families with children 

Amount Requested: $25,000 for program staff 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 24 

Committee Recommendation: $25,000 (Avg rating 81.4 out of 100 pts/4th out of 8 applications) 

Mercy House – Costa Mesa Bridge Shelter 

Proposed Service: Costa Mesa Bridge Shelter provides short-term shelter, supportive and 
housing navigation services for homeless individuals 

Amount Requested: $25,000 for security services 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 166 

Committee Recommendation: $15,000 (Avg rating 97.4 out of 100 pts/1st out of 8 applications) 

SENIOR SERVICES 

Community SeniorServ – Meals on Wheels 

Proposed Service: This senior meal program will provide home-delivered meals and quick 
assessment for homebound seniors to ensure health and safety 

Amount Requested: $15,000 for raw food costs 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 35 

Committee Recommendation: $15,000 (Avg rating 73.6 out of 100/5th out of 8 applications) 

Community SeniorServ – Lunch Café 

Proposed Service: The program provides seniors with hot lunch 5 days per week at the 
Costa Mesa Senior Center. Using a “grab-n-go” program model during 
COVID-19 required closure of the Senior Center. 

Amount Requested: $15,000 for raw food costs 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 150 

Committee Recommendation: $15,000 (Avg rating 73.0 out of 100/6th out of 8 applications) 

YOUTH SERVICES 

Project Hope Alliance – In—Place Case Management for Homeless CM Students 

Proposed Service: Wrap-around services for NMUSD students experiencing homelessness. 
Fuds will be used to provide one-on-one case management, mentoring, 
tutoring, college and FAFSA application assistance, job search 
assistance, basic needs support like food. 

Amount Requested: $30,000 for program staff salaries 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 110 

Committee Recommendation: $30,000 (Avg rating 92.2 out of 100/2nd out of 8 applications) 
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2022-2023 PUBLIC SERVICE GRANT APPLICATION SUMMARIES 

 

Youth Employment Services (YES) – Comprehensive Youth Job Readiness Program 

Proposed Service: Program provides pre-employment counseling, mock interview skills 
training, job counseling, and job referrals for youth. 

Amount Requested: $25,000 for program staff salaries 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 300 

Committee Recommendation: $25,000 (Avg rating 85.8 out of 100/3rd out of 8 applications) 

Trellis International – Labors of Love  

Proposed Service: Will collectively identify neighbors in need in order to help them with 
manual labor projects. 

Amount Requested: $30,000 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 62 

Committee Recommendation: $15,000 (Avg rating 63.8 out of 100/7th out of 8 applications) 

DISABILITY SERVICES  

Easterseals – Autism Diagnostic Services  

Proposed Service: The program will provide autism diagnostic services to families who are 
uninsured, moderate- to low-income, and/or experiencing challenges 
securing a diagnostic assessment. 

Amount Requested: $20,000 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 10 

Committee Recommendation: $0 (Ave rating 59.0 out of 100/8th out of 8 applications) 

LOW- AND MODERATE-INCOME SERVICES  

Fair Housing Foundation – Fair Housing 
Program (HUD-Required – Paid out of 
Admin) 

 

Proposed Service: Program will provide fair housing education, counseling and 
enforcement services in compliance with federal program regulations 

Amount Requested: $20,000 for program staff salaries and related program and admin costs 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 186 

Committee Recommendation: $20,000 (Avg rating of 83.75 out of 100 pts/current provider) 

Orange County Fair Housing Council  

Proposed Service: Program will provide fair housing education, counseling and 
enforcement services in compliance with federal program regulations 

Amount Requested: $18,500 for program staff salaries and related program and admin costs 

CM Residents to be Assisted: 590 

Committee Recommendation: $0 (Avg rating of 86.75 out of 100 pts/ duplicate service) 
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CDBG 3-Year Funding History 
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Executive Summary 

AP-05 Executive Summary - 24 CFR 91.200(c), 91.220(b) 

1. Introduction 

The City of Costa Mesa is a recipient of federal Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) and Home 

Investment Partnerships Grant (HOME) funds; these funds are awarded to the City by the U.S. 

Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). As a recipient of CDBG and HOME funds, the 

City must prepare a five-year strategic plan known as the Consolidated Plan. The Consolidated Plan 

identifies and prioritizes housing and community needs and establishes five-year goals and objectives to 

address identified needs. The City's current Consolidated Plan was approved by the City Council on May 

19, 2020 and covers Fiscal Year 2020-2021 through Fiscal Year 2024-2025. 

The Annual action Plan is the component of the Consolidated Plan that is revised annually. It links the 

goals and objectives identified in the City's 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan and the planned annual 

expenditure of CDBG and HOME funds over twelve months. The period covered by the 2022-2023 

Annual Action Plan begins July 1, 2022, and ends June 30, 2023. The City refers to this time frame as a 

Fiscal Year (FY). 

HUD funding for FY 2022-2023 has yet to be announced, However, for planning purposes, the City 

anticipates it will receive an allocation of $1,137,737 in CDBG funds and $501,749 in HOME funds for FY 

2022-2023 based on the allocation awarded for FY 2021-2022. Consistent with HUD guidelines, once 

HUD announces CDBG and HOME awards for FY 2022-2023, the City will adjust the funding to equal the 

final grant awards.  Additionally, $867,011 in prior year uncommitted CDBG funds and $2,218,058 in 

prior year HOME funds (combined uncommitted and program income) are available for programming. 

Program income is generated by the repayment of prior funded housing rehabilitation loans and is 

available to fund eligible activities. The City will use CDBG resources to fund capital improvements (e.g., 

street improvements), code enforcement, social services, and program administration. HOME funds will 

be used to undertake owner-occupied housing rehabilitation, affordable rental housing and program 

administration. 

2. Summarize the objectives and outcomes identified in the Plan   

Based on an analysis of housing and community needs, market analysis, and input from the community, 

the following five-year goals and priorities asve been identified for implementation in the 2020-2024 

Consolidated Plan: 
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 Goal 1: Housing Preservation - To provide decent and affordable housing through a variety of 

activities, including owner-occupied housing rehabilitation, code enforcement, and rental 

housing acquisition/rehabilitation 

 Goal 2: Infrastructure and Facility Improvements - To enhance the suitability of the living 

environment through improvements to public infrastructures and facilities 

 Goal 3: Homeless Continuum of Care - To provide supportive services and housing assistance for 

those experiencing homelessness and near homelessness 

 Goal 4: Public Social Service - To provide services for low- and moderate-income persons, and 

those with special needs, including fair housing services 

 Goal 5: Program Administration - To provide administration of the CDBG and HOME programs, 

ensuring effective and delivery of programs and services and complying with all HUD program 

requirements 

Activities funded with CDBG and HOME funds will address the goals and objectives identified in the 

City's Consolidated Plan. 

3. Evaluation of past performance  

FY 2021-2022 (the current fiscal year) is the second year of the City's 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan cycle; 

year-end program accomplishments are not available at this time; however, one-year accomplishment 

data for FY 2020-2021 is available. This information is provided in table format as Attachment 1. 

4. Summary of Citizen Participation Process and consultation process  

For the preparation of the 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan, the following opportunities for public 

participation were taken: 

 Ad-hoc Housing and Public Services Grant Committee public meeting to receive input regarding 

public service needs and to prioritize funding for FY 2022-2023 public service grants (March 23, 

2022) 

 Public Notice – 30-day comment period and public hearing 

 Public Hearing – City Council Public Hearing to receive additional public input and to approve 

the FY 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan (May 3, 2022). 

5. Summary of public comments 

See Attachment 2. 

6. Summary of comments or views not accepted and the reasons for not accepting them 

See Attachment 2. 
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7. Summary 

The Action Plan serves to implement the Consolidated Plan objectives developed to address priority 

housing and community needs using federal resources (i.e., CDBG and HOME). The Annual Action Plan 

provides specific information regarding the resources and activities the City will utilize to address 

priority needs and specific objectives identified in the Consolidated Plan during 12 months. The 2022-

2023 Action Plan begins July 1, 2022, and ends June 30, 2023. The Annual Plan will also serve as the 

City's application to HUD for $1,137,737 in CDBG and $501,749 in HOME funds for FY 2022-2023. 

Consistent with HUD guidelines, once HUD announces CDBG and HOME awards for FY 2022-2023, the 

City will adjust the funding to equal the final grant awards.    

The Action Plan is also the expenditure plan for HUD grant funds, prior year grant funds, and anticipated 

program income resources. 
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PR-05 Lead & Responsible Agencies – 91.200(b) 

1. Agency/entity responsible for preparing/administering the Consolidated Plan 

Describe the agency/entity responsible for preparing the Consolidated Plan and those responsible for administration of each grant 

program and funding source. 

Agency Role Name Department/Agency 

   

CDBG Administrator COSTA MESA Housing & Community Dev/Development Services 

HOME Administrator COSTA MESA Housing & Community Dev/Development Services 

Table 1 – Responsible Agencies 

 
Narrative (optional) 

The City's Housing and Community Development (HCD) Division of the Development Services Department is primarily responsible for preparing 

the Consolidated Plan, Annual Action Plan, and for the administration of CDBG and HOME funds. 

Consolidated Plan Public Contact Information 

Mikelle Daily, Grant Administrator: 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 92628 (714) 754-5678 - mikelle.daily@costamesaca.gov 
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AP-10 Consultation – 91.100, 91.200(b), 91.215(l) 

1. Introduction 

The Annual Action Plan preparation process requires jurisdictions to contact and consult with other 

public and private agencies and residents when developing respective plans. For the FY 2022-2023 

Annual Action Plan, the City consulted with the public and private agencies listed below. Also listed 

below are the steps taken by the City to solicit the input of community residents. 

Provide a concise summary of the jurisdiction’s activities to enhance coordination between 

public and assisted housing providers and private and governmental health, mental health 

and service agencies (91.215(l)) 

The City of Costa Mesa does not own or manage public housing. Similarly, the City does not administer 

the Housing Choice Voucher or Section 8 Certificate rental assistance programs. The rental assistance 

voucher/certificate programs are administered in the City of Costa Mesa by the Orange County Housing 

Authority (OCHA). The City is a member of the OCHA Cities Advisory Committee, which provides OCHA 

staff with direct input regarding program policies. 

The City's Network for Homeless Solutions (NHS) is a task force comprised of representatives of various 

City departments, nonprofit service agencies, and representatives of faith-based service providers. The 

main focus of the NHS is to find workable solutions to address the needs of the homeless, especially 

those with close ties to Costa Mesa. Additionally, the City works closely with other Orange County HUD-

grantee communities to develop regional plans and share program management data. 

Describe coordination with the Continuum of Care and efforts to address the needs of 

homeless persons (particularly chronically homeless individuals and families, families with 

children, veterans, and unaccompanied youth) and persons at risk of homelessness. 

Since 2014, the Network for Homeless Solutions (NHS) has directly addressed homeless issues in Costa 

Mesa. As outlined above, the NHS is a working group of City staff, representatives of service providers, 

and faith-based organizations. The NHS is focused on establishing direct links to services for the 

homeless, especially those with strong ties to Costa Mesa, facilitating access to services and housing 

options. The NHS also serves as a liaison to the business community and resident groups. 

Describe consultation with the Continuum(s) of Care that serves the jurisdiction's area in 

determining how to allocate ESG funds, develop performance standards for and evaluate 

outcomes of projects and activities assisted by ESG funds, and develop funding, policies and 

procedures for the operation and administration of HMIS 
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The City is not a recipient of Emergency Solutions Grant (ESG) funds; therefore, it does not assist the OC 

CoC with determining ESG allocations, evaluating the outcomes, or developing policies and procedures 

for administering the regional Homeless Management Information System (HMIS). 

2. Describe Agencies, groups, organizations and others who participated in the process 

and describe the jurisdiction’s consultations with housing, social service agencies and other 

entities 
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Table 2 – Agencies, groups, organizations who participated 

1 Agency/Group/Organization Orange County Housing Authority 

Agency/Group/Organization Type PHA 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Housing Need Assessment 

Public Housing Needs 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Provided data regarding households receiving HUD rental assistance 

and regarding households on the waitlist for housing assistance 

2 Agency/Group/Organization City of Costa Mesa 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Housing 

Services-homeless 

Other government - Local 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Housing Need Assessment 

Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless 

Homeless Needs - Families with children 

Homelessness Strategy 

Non-Homeless Special Needs 

Anti-poverty Strategy 

Lead-based Paint Strategy 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Various City departments, commissions, and City Council provided a 

variety of data and information. Also played a key role in identifying 

priorities and the allocation of HUD funds 

3 Agency/Group/Organization 211 Orange County 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-homeless 
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What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless 

Homeless Needs - Families with children 

Homelessness Needs - Veterans 

Homelessness Needs - Unaccompanied youth 

Homelessness Strategy 

Homeless Management Information System (HMIS) 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Provided data regarding regional homeless, housing/service gaps for 

homeless, and HMIS management 

4 Agency/Group/Organization Fair Housing Foundation 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Service-Fair Housing 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Impediments to Fair Housing 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Provided data regarding fair housing issues in the community and 

input regarding impediments to fair housing, and assisted in 

developing action steps to address impediments to fair housing 

5 Agency/Group/Organization Mercy House Transitional Living Centers 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-homeless 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Homeless Needs - Chronically homeless 

Homeless Needs - Families with children 

Homelessness Strategy 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Agency assisted with the development of the City's homeless strategy 

and implementation of service/housing programs to assist those 

experiencing homelessness and those at risk of becoming homeless 

6 Agency/Group/Organization Families Forward 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-homeless 
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What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Homeless Needs - Families with children 

Homelessness Strategy 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Agency helped identify needs and assisted with the implementation 

of the City's homeless service/housing strategy with a focus on 

families with children experiencing homelessness 

7 Agency/Group/Organization Project Hope Alliance 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-Children 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Youth Services 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Agency helped identify the needs of school-age children 

8 Agency/Group/Organization Youth Employment Services 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-Employment 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Economic Development 

Youth Services 

Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Agency helped identify needs and provided input regarding the City's 

youth, specifically employment needs/opportunities for youth age 16 

to 24 

9 Agency/Group/Organization Community SeniorServ, Inc. 

Agency/Group/Organization Type Services-Elderly Persons 

What section of the Plan was addressed by Consultation? Non-Homeless Special Needs 

Anti-poverty Strategy 
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Briefly describe how the Agency/Group/Organization was 

consulted. What are the anticipated outcomes of the 

consultation or areas for improved coordination? 

Agency helped identify needs and provided input regarding the City's 

special needs populations, specifically seniors and frail elderly 

 

Identify any Agency Types not consulted and provide rationale for not consulting 

The City made an effort to have an open consultation process. No agency/service type was knowingly excluded from the process. 

 

Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan 

Name of Plan Lead Organization How do the goals of your Strategic Plan overlap with the goals of each plan? 

Continuum of Care Orange County 211 

Provides regional and local point in time homeless survey data, development 

of the regional 10-Year Plan to End Homelessness, and development of the 

regional Discharge Plan 

City of Costa Mesa 

Housing Element 
City of Costa Mesa Provides housing priorities and program goals 

City of Costa Mesa Capital 

Improvement Plan 
City of Costa Mesa Identifies priority capital improvement projects which may be CDBG-eligible 

5-Yr. & 1-Yr. PHA Plan 
Orange County Housing 

Authority 

Identifies OCHA resources to address the housing needs of lower-income 

renter householders in the County and City 

Analysis of Impediments 

to Fair Housing 

Orange County HUD Grantee 

Cities and the County of Orange 

Countywide document that identifies fair housing impediments within 

participating cities and outlines a plan to address fair housing issues 

Table 3 – Other local / regional / federal planning efforts 

 

Narrative (optional) 
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AP-12 Participation – 91.105, 91.200(c) 

1. Summary of citizen participation process/Efforts made to broaden citizen participation 
Summarize citizen participation process and how it impacted goal-setting 
 
 

 

Citizen Participation Outreach 

Sort Order Mode of Outreach Target of Outreach Summary of  
response/attendance 

Summary of  
comments received 

Summary of comments 
not accepted 
and reasons 

URL (If 
applicable) 

1 Public Meeting 

Non-

targeted/broad 

community 

Housing and Public 

Services Grant 

Committee - 9 

committee members 

and 1 alternate, 

discussed priority 

public service needs 

(3/23/22) 

10 individuals 

spoke in support of 

grant applications 

submitted for CDBG 

funding 

None NA 

2 Newspaper Ad 

Non-English 

Speaking - Specify 

other language: 

Spanish 

  

Non-

targeted/broad 

community 

30-day public 

comment period 

(4/2/22-5/2/22) 

See Attachment 2 NA NA 
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Sort Order Mode of Outreach Target of Outreach Summary of  
response/attendance 

Summary of  
comments received 

Summary of comments 
not accepted 
and reasons 

URL (If 
applicable) 

3 Public Hearing 

Non-

targeted/broad 

community 

5/3/22 Regular City 

Council Meeting 
See Attachment 2 NA NA 

Table 4 – Citizen Participation Outreach 
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Expected Resources  

AP-15 Expected Resources – 91.220(c)(1,2) 

Introduction 

HUD funding for FY 2022-2023 has yet to be announced, However, for planning purposes, the City anticipates it will receive an allocation of 

$1,137,737 in CDBG funds and $501,749 in HOME funds for FY 2022-2023 based on the allocation awarded for FY 2021-2022. Consistent with 

HUD guidelines, once HUD announces CDBG and HOME awards for FY 2022-2023, the City will adjust the funding to equal the final grant awards.  

Additionally, $867,011 in prior year uncommitted CDBG funds and $2,218,058 in prior year HOME uncommitted and program income funds are 

available for programming. The City's application for funds is in the federal Standard Form 424 (SF-424). 

Fluctuations in CDBG and HOME funding make it difficult to estimate the amount available over the five years of the Consolidated Plan. With the 

loss of redevelopment funding, the only anticipated funds that may be available to implement the Consolidated Plan are the general fund and 
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Housing Authority (former redevelopment successor agency) for homeless services and housing voucher/certificate resources via OCHA. 

Anticipated Resources 

Program Source of 
Funds 

Uses of Funds Expected Amount Available Year 1 Expected 
Amount 
Available 

Remainder 
of ConPlan  

$ 

Narrative Description 
Annual 

Allocation: 
$ 

Program 
Income: $ 

Prior Year 
Resources: 

$ 

Total: 
$ 

CDBG public - 

federal 

Acquisition 

Admin and Planning 

Economic 

Development 

Housing 

Public 

Improvements 

Public Services 1,137,737 0 867,011 2,004,748 2,000,000 

Annual CDBG allocation from 

HUD and prior year funds 

HOME public - 

federal 

Acquisition 

Homebuyer 

assistance 

Homeowner rehab 

Multifamily rental 

new construction 

Multifamily rental 

rehab 

New construction 

for ownership 

TBRA 501,749 1,454,658 763,400 2,719,807 1,000,000 

Annual HOME allocation from 

HUD, prior year funds and 

prior year program income 

Table 5 - Expected Resources – Priority Table 
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Explain how federal funds will leverage those additional resources (private, state and local funds), including a description of how 

matching requirements will be satisfied 

For the foreseeable future, the City will continue to allocate General Fund and the local Housing Authority (as the City's Successor Agency) 

resources for homeless services. Additionally, the City has a partnership with Newport Beach to support the ongoing operations of the Bridge 

Shelter that was previously vacant warehouse in 2019. Primarily CDBG funding was used for the rehabilitation of the warehouse in 2019. 

The City also has a small CalHome owner-occupied housing rehabilitation loan program. CalHome-funded rehab loans are leveraged with HOME 

funds, which provides a source of match for the City's HOME program. If available, the City will use CalHome to fund rehab loans during FY 2022-

2023. The CDBG program does not have a match requirement. 
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If appropriate, describe publically owned land or property located within the jurisdiction that 

may be used to address the needs identified in the plan 

Costa Mesa is considered a built-out community with little vacant land available for new development. 

The City has begun to recycle land to accommodate growth. The City's Housing Element identifies City-

owned properties and considers various options for the sites. Development opportunities are identified 

in the Housing element and are mirrored in the 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan. 

In 2019, the City utilized over $6,000,000 in non-HUD funds to purchase a property that has been 

rehabilitated to provide 70 emergency shelter beds for adult men and women experiencing 

homelessness. The addition of these shelter beds help address priority needs identified in the City's 

Consolidated Plan. 

Discussion 

Funding resources to implement the City's 2022-2023 Annual Action Plan are limited. For FY 2022-2023, 

the City will receive $1,137,737 in CDBG funding and $501,749 in HOME funding. Prior year funds for 

CDBG and HOME are also available. HOME housing rehabilitation loan repayments have provided the 

City with additional funding; however, this source of revenue is susceptible to the fluctuations of the 

economy and is unpredictable. 

The City will also continue to support OCHA's efforts to secure new rental assistance resources. For the 

foreseeable future the City will continue to support homeless service programs serving individuals with 

strong ties to Costa Mesa with local funds. City, State and funds from Newport Beach have been used to 

repurpose a commercial warehouse into a 1200-bed bridge shelter. Local and Newport Beach funds will 

be used to operate the shelter. 
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Annual Goals and Objectives 

 

AP-20 Annual Goals and Objectives 

Goals Summary Information 

Sort 
Order 

Goal Name Start 
Year 

End 
Year 

Category Geographic 
Area 

Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator 

1 Housing 

Preservation 

2020 2024 Affordable 

Housing 

Citywide Housing 

Preservation 

HOME: 

$2,669,630 

CDBG: 

$377,498  

Rental units rehabilitated: 1 

Household Housing Unit 

Homeowner Housing Rehabilitated: 

11 Household Affordable Rental 

Housing: 1 Housing Unit 

Housing Code 

Enforcement/Foreclosed Property 

Care: 200 Household Housing Unit 

2 Infrastructure and 

Facility 

Improvements 

2020 2024 Non-Housing 

Community 

Development 

Citywide 

CDBG 

Eligible 

Areas 

Public Facilities 

and 

Infrastructure 

CDBG: 

$1,229,703 

Public Facility or Infrastructure 

Activities other than Low/Moderate 

Income Housing Benefit: 11,000 

Persons Assisted 

3 Homeless 

Continuum of 

Care 

2020 2024 Homeless Citywide Homeless 

Services and 

Housing 

CDBG:  

$40,000 

Rental Assistance: 4 Household 

Homeless service activities as Public 

Services: 190 Persons Assisted 

4 Public Social 

Services 

2020 2024 Non-Homeless 

Special Needs 

Citywide Public Services CDBG: 

$130,000 

Public service activities other than 

Low/Moderate Income Housing 

Benefit: 1100 Persons Assisted 
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Sort 
Order 

Goal Name Start 
Year 

End 
Year 

Category Geographic 
Area 

Needs Addressed Funding Goal Outcome Indicator 

5 Program 

Administration 

2020 2024 Program 

Administration 

Citywide Program 

Administration 

CDBG: 

$227,547 

HOME: 

$50,174 

 N/A 

Table 6 – Goals Summary 

 

Goal Descriptions 

 

1 Goal Name Housing Preservation 

Goal 

Description 

 To provide decent and affordable housing through a variety of activities, including owner-occupied housing 

rehabilitation, code enforcement, and rental housing acquisition/rehabilitation 

2 Goal Name Infrastructure and Facility Improvements 

Goal 

Description 

 To enhance the suitability of the living environment through improvements to public infrastructures and facilities 

3 Goal Name Homeless Continuum of Care 

Goal 

Description 

 To provide supportive services and housing assistance for the homeless and near homeless 

4 Goal Name Public Social Services 

Goal 

Description 

 To provide services for low- and moderate-income persons and those with special needs, including fair housing services 
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5 Goal Name Program Administration 

Goal 

Description 

 To provide administration of the CDBG and HOME programs, ensuring effective and efficient delivery of programs and 

services and complying with all HUD program requirements 
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Projects  

AP-35 Projects – 91.220(d) 

Introduction  

FY 2022-2023 CDBG and HOME funding are allocated for the 16 activities listed below. 

 

Projects 

# Project Name 

1 Housing Rehabilitation 

2 Home Administration 

3  CHDO Housing 

4 Housing Rehabilitation Administration 

5 Special Housing Code Enforcement 

6 City of Costa Mesa Senior Social Services 

7 Community SeniorServ Meal Programs 

8 Fair Housing 

9 Families Forward 

10  Project Hope Alliance 

11 Mercy House Bridge Shelter 

12 Youth Employment Services 

13 Trellis International 

14 Westside Street Improvements Project 

15 Wilson Street Rehab Project (phase 2)  

16 CDBG Administration 
Table 7 - Project Information 

 
Describe the reasons for allocation priorities and any obstacles to addressing underserved 
needs 

The City recognizes that special needs populations (i.e., seniors, disabled, and households with 

extremely low-income) are more likely at risk to become homeless because they have limited incomes 

and have other issues that require housing and supportive services; therefore, the City considers 

services for those already homeless is considered a high need to merit funding.
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AP-38 Project Summary 

Project Summary Information 
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1 Project Name Housing Rehabilitation 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Housing Preservation 

Needs Addressed Housing Preservation 

Funding HOME: $275,000 

Description 
HOME funds for owner-occupied housing rehabilitation loans and 
grants. 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

11 low- and moderate- income homeowners (1 loan and 10 grants) 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities 
Housing rehabilitation loans and grants to address deferred 
property improvements and building code deficiencies 

2 Project Name Home Administration 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Program Administration 

Needs Addressed Planning and Administration 

Funding HOME: $50,174 

Description HOME funds for program oversight and coordination 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

N/A 

Location Description 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA  

Planned Activities HOME Program oversight and coordination 

3  Project Name CHDO Housing 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Housing Preservation 

Needs Addressed Housing Preservation 

Funding HOME: $75,262 

Description 
HOME-CHDO funds reserved for eligible housing project (to be 
determined) 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

1 housing unit – Goal entered for data input purposes only 

Location Description TBD 

Planned Activities TBD 

4 Project Name Housing Rehabilitation Administration 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Housing Preservation 

Needs Addressed Housing Preservation 
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Funding CDBG: $41,688 

Description 
CDBG funds staff costs associated with the direct delivery of owner-
occupied housing rehabilitation loans and grants 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

N/A – The number of households to be assisted is accounted for 
under the HOME program – this activity is to pay for a portion of 
the administrative expenses associated with the HOME-funded 
Housing Rehabilitation Program 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities 
Staff costs associated with the delivery of housing rehabilitation 
loans and grants 

5 Project Name Special Housing Code Enforcement 

Target Area CDBG Eligible Areas 

Goals Supported Housing Preservation 

Needs Addressed Housing Preservation 

Funding CDBG: $335,810 

Description Enforcement of housing and building codes 

Target Date 6/30/2023 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

200 housing units 

Location Description 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA – City Hall 

Planned Activities Inspection and enforcement of housing and building codes 

6 Project Name City of Costa Mesa Senior Social Services 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Public Social Services 

Needs Addressed Public Services 

Funding CDBG: $30,000 

Description Counseling and case management for seniors 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

250 Seniors 

Location Description 
Program available citywide but based out of the Costa Mesa Senior 
Center located at 695 W. 19th Street, Costa Mesa, CA 

Planned Activities Counseling and case management for seniors 

7 Project Name Community SeniorServ Meal Programs 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Public Social Services 

Needs Addressed Public Services 

Funding $30,000 

Description 
Funding for congregate meals and Costa Mesa senior Center and 
home-delivered meals 

Target Date 6/30/23 
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Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

185 Seniors 

Location Description 
695 W. 19th Street, Costa Mesa, CA (Costa Mesa Senior Center) and 
Citywide 

Planned Activities 
Weekday senior lunch Costa Mesa Senior Center or grab-n-go 
program and home delivered meals for homebound seniors 

8 Project Name Fair Housing 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Public Social Services 

Needs Addressed Public Services 

Funding CDBG: $20,000 

Description Fair housing outreach, education and enforcement services 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

186 individuals 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities 
Community outreach, education, and enforcement of fair housing 
laws 

9 Project Name Families Forward 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Homeless Continuum of Care 

Needs Addressed Homeless Services and Housing  

Funding CDBG: $25,000 

Description 
Rapid rehousing and support services for families with minor-aged 
children that are experiencing financial instability or homelessness 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

26 individuals 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities 

Funds to support families with minor-aged children to transition 
from crisis to financial stability and self-sufficiency. Services include 
housing, counseling, career coaching, life-skills education, access to 
our food pantry, and assistance with childcare 

10  Project Name Project Hope Alliance 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Public Social Services 

Needs Addressed Public Services 

Funding CDBG: $30,000 

Description 
Case management for students (K to 12) experiencing 
homelessness 
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Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

200 youth 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities 

One-on-one case management, mentoring, tutoring, college and 
FAFSA application assistance, job search assistance, and basic needs 
support (food, clothing and hygiene kits) for students from 
Kindergarten to age 24 

11 Project Name Mercy House Bridge Shelter 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Homeless Continuum of Care 

Needs Addressed Homeless Services and Housing 

Funding CDBG: $15,000 

Description 

Mercy House operates the Costa Mesa Bridge Shelter, which 
provides shelter, supportive services, and housing navigation 
services to homeless men and women living on the streets of Costa 
Mesa 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

166 homeless individuals 

Location Description 3175 Airway Ave., Costa Mesa, CA 

Planned Activities Funds will be used to cover a portion of shelter operations 

12 Project Name Youth Employment Services 

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Public Social Services 

Needs Addressed Public Services 

Funding CDBG: $25,000 

Description 

Comprehensive employment training and support for low-income 
Costa Mesa youth – the Comprehensive Youth Job Readiness 
Program helps youth find and keep a job by providing job readiness 
training, employment search, and ongoing support services 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

300 youth 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities 

CDBG grants funds will be used to support the salaries of the Youth 
Job Readiness Program staff, which implement all components of 
the program and work directly with youth to help prepare them for 
successful employment 

13 Project Name Trellis International 
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Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Public Social Services 

Needs Addressed Public Services 

Funding CDBG: $15,000 

Description  

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

 

Location Description Citywide 

Planned Activities  

14 Project Name Westside Street Improvements Project 

Target Area CDBG Target Area 

Goals Supported Infrastructure and facility Improvements 

Needs Addressed Public Facilities and Infrastructure 

Funding $600,000 

Description Street pavement rehabilitation 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

5,000 individuals 

Location Description Census Tract: 638.03 Block Groups: 3 & 4 

Planned Activities 

Rehabilitation of street pavement includes repairing existing 
sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, driveways, and curb gutter to meet 
City and ADA standards; reconstruction of failed pavement; grind 
and overlay pavement with rubberized asphalt; and upgraded 
striping that includes bike lanes 

15 Project Name Wilson Street Improvements Project (Phase 2) 

Target Area CDBG Target Area 

Goals Supported Infrastructure and facility Improvements 

Needs Addressed Public Facilities and Infrastructure 

Funding $600,000 

Description Street pavement rehabilitation 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

Per HUD data, 6,155 individuals live in project area Block Groups – 
4,050 are reported as low- income (65.8% low-moderate service 
area) 

Location Description 
Census Tract: 639.05 Block Groups: 2 & 3 Census Tract: 639.06 
Block Groups: 1 & 2 
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Planned Activities 

Rehabilitation of street pavement includes repairing existing 
sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, driveways, and curb gutter to meet 
City and ADA standards; reconstruction of failed pavement; grind 
and overlay pavement with rubberized asphalt; and upgraded 
striping that includes bike lanes 

16 Project Name CDBG Administration  

Target Area Citywide 

Goals Supported Program Administration 

Needs Addressed Planning and Administration 

Funding CDBG: $207,547 

Description CDBG Program oversight 

Target Date 6/30/23 

Estimate the number and 
type of families that will 
benefit from the 
proposed activities 

N/A 

Location Description 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 

Planned Activities Program oversight and coordination 
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AP-50 Geographic Distribution – 91.220(f)  

Description of the geographic areas of the entitlement (including areas of low-income and 

minority concentration) where assistance will be directed  

Activities slated for CDBG-funding during FY 2022-2023 will be available on a citywide basis to income-

eligible individuals (i.e., limited clientele) and in areas of the City with high percentages of lower-income 

residents. A map of the City's CDBG Eligible Areas provides a view of the areas where CDBG resources 

can be focused via "area-wide” activities (see Attachment 3). Table 10 indicates the majority of the 

City's CDBG funds will be focused on a citywide basis. All HOME funds will be available on a citywide 

basis (not included in Table 10). 

Geographic Distribution 

Target Area Percentage of Funds 

Citywide 68 

CDBG Eligible Areas 32 

Table 8 - Geographic Distribution  

 
Rationale for the priorities for allocating investments geographically  

HUD funding will primarily be allocated on a citywide basis as the City's primary intent is to serve eligible 

Costa Mesa households in need of housing and services regardless of where they live. As the City's 

CDBG-eligible areas tend to be older sections of the City, area-wide activities will help to improve and 

sustain these neighborhoods and encourage property owners to also invest in their properties. 

Discussion 

As indicated above, CDBG and HOME funds will be focused on programs that serve eligible residents 

regardless of where they live. It is also expected that the City's investment in neighborhoods will create 

a synergy whereby other property owners will also invest in their homes and community. 
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Affordable Housing  

AP-55 Affordable Housing – 91.220(g)  

Introduction 

During FY 2022-2023, proposed activities to be funded with CDBG and HOME funds will meet the 

housing meeds of the following households. 

One Year Goals for the Number of Households to be Supported 

Homeless 4 

Non-Homeless 11 

Special-Needs 0 

Total 15 

Table 9 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Requirement 
 

One Year Goals for the Number of Households Supported Through 

Rental Assistance 4 

The Production of New Units 0 

Rehab of Existing Units 11 

Acquisition of Existing Units 0 

Total 15 

Table 10 - One Year Goals for Affordable Housing by Support Type 
 

Discussion 

The City will focus FY 2022-2023 HOME funds on the rehabilitation of existing owner-occupied housing 

units and affordable housing. While not the program's primary focus, some special-needs households 

(seniors and disabled) may be assisted during the year via the City's Housing Rehabilitation Program.  

In an effort to preserve and increase affordable housing opportunities for lower income households, the 

City will be soliciting applications for funding and/or selecting developers, service providers, 

subrecipients and/or contractors by issuing a Request for Proposal (RFP) for the development of 

permanent affordable rental housing in the City using HOME Program funds. The RFP will include 

program income and prior year uncommitted HOME program funds. 

FY 2022-2023 HOME CHDO funds are included in the Annual Action Plan; however, no specific project 

has been identified at this time. It is anticipated that OCHA will continue to provide rental assistance to 

approximately 570 Costa Mesa renter households. 
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AP-60 Public Housing – 91.220(h) 

Introduction 

Costa Mesa does not own or manage public housing. 

Actions planned during the next year to address the needs to public housing 

Not applicable. 

Actions to encourage public housing residents to become more involved in management and 

participate in homeownership 

Not applicable. 

If the PHA is designated as troubled, describe the manner in which financial assistance will be 

provided or other assistance  

Not applicable. 

Discussion 

Not applicable. 
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AP-65 Homeless and Other Special Needs Activities – 91.220(i) 

Introduction 

As outlined in the 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan, the City's homeless strategy is to support programs that 

prevent homelessness by providing safety net services. These programs will help households, especially 

extremely low-income households, maximize the amount of income they have available for housing. 

Additionally, both HUD and City resources will be allocated to provide access to a continuum of services 

and housing to assist those already homeless and with strong ties to the community. 

Describe the jurisdictions one-year goals and actions for reducing and ending homelessness 

including  

Reaching out to homeless persons (especially unsheltered persons) and assessing their 

individual needs 

Approximately $1,000,000 in General Fund and Housing Authority (former Redevelopment Agency) 

resources will be allocated to provide direct outreach services for chronic and situational homeless. 

Services include engagement, assessment and linkages to appropriate services and housing. City-paid 

social workers and community volunteers will provide services. No FY 2022-2023 CDBG funds will be 

allocated to provide similar outreach services. 

Addressing the emergency shelter and transitional housing needs of homeless persons 

There is a shortage of year-round emergency shelter beds in the County. In March, 2019 the City Council 

authorized the purchase of a property to create a 70-bed emergency shelter for single, adult men and 

women experiencing homelessness. Non-HUD resources were utilized for this purchase. The City has 

utilized CDBG funds to repurpose a warehouse into a shelter facility. Improvements include construction 

of dormitories, shower/bath facilities, food service, and dining areas, storage, and office space. 

FY 2022-2023 CDBG funding is allocated to support operations at the City's bridge shelter; no FY 2022-

2023 CDBG funding is allocated for transitional housing.  

Helping homeless persons (especially chronically homeless individuals and families, families 

with children, veterans and their families, and unaccompanied youth) make the transition to 

permanent housing and independent living, including shortening the period of time that 

individuals and families experience homelessness, facilitating access for homeless individuals 

and families to affordable housing units, and preventing individuals and families who were 

recently homeless from becoming homeless again 

FY 2022-2023 CDBG funding is allocated for rapid rehousing. This “housing first” program model places a 

household experiencing homelessness directly into an affordable housing unit and provides appropriate 
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supporting service to establish housing stability. For FY 22-23, $25,000 in CDBG funding will be allocated 

to Families Forward to rehouse 24 individuals rapidly.  

Helping low-income individuals and families avoid becoming homeless, especially extremely 

low-income individuals and families and those who are: being discharged from publicly 

funded institutions and systems of care (such as health care facilities, mental health facilities, 

foster care and other youth facilities, and corrections programs and institutions); or, receiving 

assistance from public or private agencies that address housing, health, social services, 

employment, education, or youth needs. 

The City's homeless strategy is based on the proposition that it is less expensive and disruptive for a 

household to remain housed in their existing home than to be rehoused. To this end, the City will focus 

its resources on agencies that provide various safety-net services to prevent households from becoming 

homeless. The City will support programs that provide low-cost meals, counseling, and employment/job 

skills development services for lower-income individuals. Safety-net services allow households to save a 

portion of income previously spent on food, clothes, etc. and preserve their housing.  

Discussion 

The City has a well-developed strategy to address homelessness in the community. This strategy 

includes outreach and assessment services for homeless and chronic homeless individuals. Program staff 

will attempt to link individuals to appropriate housing, support services, and public assistance programs 

(e.g., VA benefits, SSI). To undertake this effort, the City partners with local nonprofit service providers 

and community-based volunteers. Based on assessments, individuals or households are referred to 

appropriate housing/service providers. City staff will coordinate the delivery of services and housing 

with providers to reduce the number of homeless individuals in the community. Both HUD and City 

funds will be used to carry out these activities, including emergency shelter and rapid rehousing. 
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AP-75 Barriers to affordable housing – 91.220(j) 

Introduction:  

A strategy to address barriers to affordable housing and actions to overcome these barriers is provided 

in the City's Housing Element and Consolidated Plan. The City will continue efforts to address these 

barriers during the 2022-2023 Program Year. 

Actions it planned to remove or ameliorate the negative effects of public policies that serve 

as barriers to affordable housing such as land use controls, tax policies affecting land, zoning 

ordinances, building codes, fees and charges, growth limitations, and policies affecting the 

return on residential investment 

According to the City's Housing Element, governmental agencies' actions or policies can impact the 

private sector's ability to provide adequate housing to meet consumer demands. Local governments 

exercise regulatory and approval powers that directly impact residential development within their 

respective jurisdiction. These powers establish the location, intensity, and type of units that may or may 

not be developed. The City's General Plan, zoning regulations, project review and approval procedures, 

development, and processing fees all play important roles in determining the cost and availability of 

housing opportunities in Costa Mesa. 

 General Plan and Zoning: The Costa Mesa General Plan and Zoning Ordinance establish the 

location and amount of land allocated to residential development and the intensity of 

development (in terms of unit densities and the total number of units) that will be permitted. 

Densities and other development standards can drive the cost of developing housing and thus 

the ultimate cost. 

 Local Entitlement Processing and Fees: Two aspects of local government that have been 

criticized as placing undue burdens on building affordable housing are the fees or other 

exactions required of developers to obtain project approval and the time delays caused by the 

review and approval process. Critics contend that lengthy review periods increase financial and 

carrying costs and that fees and exactions increase expenses. These costs are typically passed 

onto the prospective homebuyer in the form of higher purchase prices or higher rents in the 

case of tenants. 

 Processing Procedures: The time required to process a project varies tremendously from one 

project to another and is directly related to the size and complexity of the proposal and the 

number of actions or approvals needed to complete the process. 

 Planning and Development Fees: The developer is required to pay certain fees for only the net 

increase of residential units on site. Fees, land dedications, or improvements are also required in 

public improvements (streets, sewers, and storm drains) to support the new development. Fees 

are based on the significance of the necessary public works improvements, thus vary from 

project to project. While such costs are charged to the developer, most, if not all, additional 

costs are passed to the ultimate product consumer in the form of higher prices or rents. Various 
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governmental agencies also charge fees depending on the service and the location of the project 

 On/Off-Site Improvement Standards: Costs associated with site improvements are an important 

component of new residential development costs. Site improvement costs are applied to 

provide sanitary sewer and water service to a project, make necessary transportation 

improvements, and provide the infrastructure. The City may require the payment for various 

offsite improvements as part of project mitigation measures (e.g., payment toward an offsite 

traffic signal). The City's on- and off-site improvement requirements are typical for urban 

development in a highly developed community. While these improvements add to housing 

costs, they do not constrain housing development as these improvements are similarly required 

in all surrounding communities. 

If available, subsidies may also be provided for qualified, affordable housing projects (e.g., HOME funds). 

There is no local tax. 

Discussion:  

The City's Housing Element outlines the City's plan to address barriers to affordable housing. The 

Consolidated Plan mirrors the Housing Element, which provides incentives to developers willing to 

dedicate developed units for lower-income households. 
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AP-85 Other Actions – 91.220(k) 

Introduction:  

As outlined in the City's Consolidated Plan, the City will implement the following actions during FY 2022-

2023 to address the "Other Actions" or sub-strategies identified in the Consolidated Plan. 

Actions planned to address obstacles to meeting underserved needs 

The City will allocate a portion of its CDBG and HOME funds for activities that address the housing and 

service needs of the elderly and lower-income households. Additionally, the City will encourage and 

support OCHA's efforts to obtain additional rental assistance funding, especially for senior and low-

income households. OCHA reports that as of January 2022, 392 Costa Mesa households received rental 

housing assistance. (This total includes disabled households, elderly households, and families, among 

these populations are 11 homeless and 24 Veterans households). The City's housing rehabilitation 

program will also assist elderly homeowners in improving their residences to address specific household 

needs. 

Actions planned to foster and maintain affordable housing 

The City of Costa Mesa has identified the actions it will undertake during FY 2022-2023 to foster and 

maintain affordable housing. The Annual Action Plan identified programs such as Owner-Occupied 

Housing Rehabilitation assistance as the means to maintain and improve housing currently available to 

low- and moderate-income residents. By providing deferred payment loans and grants, lower-income 

households can rehabilitation their residence to meet basic housing quality standards and incur zero or 

minimal additional housing costs. An estimated 11 housing units will be assisted with HOME funds 

during FY 2022-2023 additionally, the City has allocated HOME CHDO funds to accommodate a potential 

housing project. 

Actions planned to reduce lead-based paint hazards 

Based on past housing rehabilitation program statistics, only a small percentage of housing units 

rehabilitated with City resources contain lead-paint hazards. To ensure compliance with all current HUD 

lead-based paint regulations, all housing units constructed before 1978, which are rehabbed with City 

resources, will be tested for lead-paint hazards. If needed, additional grant funds may be allocated to a 

project to ensure all lead-based hazards are mitigated. 

Actions planned to reduce the number of poverty-level families 

The City will assist programs and services that combat poverty. During FY 2022-2023, the City will fund 
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the following activities to support the implementation of this strategy: 

 Implement housing programs (including housing rehabilitation assistance) for lower-income 

senior and disabled homeowners 

 Support rental assistance programs provided by the OCHA for very low-income renters 

 Support services for individuals presently housed but at risk of losing their residence. Also, assist 

those already homeless in need of shelter and continue coordinating services with nonprofit 

partners 

 Support safety-net public services programs to improve the quality of life for seniors, youth, 

disabled, homeless, and other populations that may be severely impacted by the cost of living in 

the region 

Actions planned to develop institutional structure  

The City has made an effort to establish an institutional structure to help identify and access resources 

to improve the community. For example, the City will continue to work with nonprofit entities to deliver 

public services. As a member of the Orange County Continuum of Care Community Forum, The City will 

provide critical information to the County of Orange to prepare the County's Continuum of Care 

Homeless Assistance grant application to HUD. Costa Mesa will also continue to fund activities that help 

address gaps and needs in the regional system of care. Finally, the City will continue to assist the Orange 

County Housing Authority in implementing its Five-year PHA plan. 

Actions planned to enhance coordination between public and private housing and social 

service agencies 

The City of Costa Mesa does not operate public housing. The Orange County Housing Authority provides 

rental assistance in the community. Federal legislation requires that the Housing Authority prepare a 

five-year and a one-year plan that highlights its mission, goals and objectives related to public and 

assisted housing programs. The City will review the Authority's plans and provide OCHA the opportunity 

to review and consult with the City regarding its Consolidated Plan/Annual Action Plan. The goal of this 

cross-consultation is to provide consistent and coordinated housing services for City residents. Ongoing 

consultation with local nonprofits also assists the City in coordinating the efficient and effective use of 

limited federal resources. 

Discussion:  

HUD-funded grant recipients are required under various laws not to discriminate in housing or services 

directly or indirectly based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, familial status or disability. 

Grant recipients such as Costa Mesa are required to: (1) examine and attempt to alleviate housing 

discrimination within their jurisdiction; (2) promote fair housing choices for all persons; (3) provide 

opportunities for all persons to reside in any given housing development, regardless of race, color, 
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religion, sex, disability, familial status, national origin, and other personal or familial attributes; (4) 

promote housing that is accessible to and usable by persons with disabilities; (5) and comply with the 

non-discrimination requirements of the Fair Housing Act. HUD encourages jurisdictions to consult with 

one another and initiate region-wide fair housing planning. The Analysis of Impediments (AI) to Fair 

Housing Choice is the primary document utilized for this purpose. In addition to identifying 

impediments, a strategy to overcome barriers much be developed and implemented - accomplishments 

are reported annually. The City participated in developing a county-wide AI, which the City Council 

adopted in May 2020. A summary of impediments to fair housing and the action steps the City will take 

during FY 2022-2023 are found in Attachment 4. 
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Program Specific Requirements 

AP-90 Program Specific Requirements – 91.220(l)(1,2,4) 

Introduction:  

Each HUD program that is covered by the Consolidated Plan regulations must address certain program-

specific requirements. Below are the program requirements for the CDBG and HOME programs. 

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG)  
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(1)  

Projects planned with all CDBG funds expected to be available during the year are identified in the 
Projects Table. The following identifies program income that is available for use that is included in 
projects to be carried out.  
 

 
1. The total amount of program income that will have been received before the start of the next 

program year and that has not yet been reprogrammed 0 

2. The amount of proceeds from section 108 loan guarantees that will be used during the year to 

address the priority needs and specific objectives identified in the grantee's strategic plan. 0 

3. The amount of surplus funds from urban renewal settlements 0 

4. The amount of any grant funds returned to the line of credit for which the planned use has not 

been included in a prior statement or plan 0 

5. The amount of income from float-funded activities 0 

Total Program Income: 0 

 

Other CDBG Requirements  
 
1. The amount of urgent need activities 0 

  
2. The estimated percentage of CDBG funds that will be used for activities that 

benefit persons of low and moderate income. Overall Benefit - A consecutive 

period of one, two or three years may be used to determine that a minimum 

overall benefit of 70% of CDBG funds is used to benefit persons of low and 

moderate income. Specify the years covered that include this Annual Action Plan. 100.00% 

 
 
 

HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME)  
Reference 24 CFR 91.220(l)(2)  

1. A description of other forms of investment being used beyond those identified in Section 92.205 is 
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as follows:  

The City is not proposing to utilize HOME funds in a form that is not delineated in Section 92.205. 

 
2. A description of the guidelines that will be used for resale or recapture of HOME funds when used 

for homebuyer activities as required in 92.254, is as follows:  

The City has not and does not plan to utilize HOME funds for homebuyer assistance; however, if 

funds are redirected to such a program, steps will be taken to ensure program guidelines comply 

with the applicable resale and recapture regulations. 

 
3. A description of the guidelines for resale or recapture that ensures the affordability of units acquired 

with HOME funds? See 24 CFR 92.254(a)(4) are as follows:  

If a CHDO project comes to fruition, the applicable loan agreement(s) will be prepared to comply 

with the resale/recapture requirements delineated in 24 CFR 92.254. 

 
4. Plans for using HOME funds to refinance existing debt secured by multifamily housing that is 

rehabilitated with HOME funds along with a description of the refinancing guidelines required that 
will be used under 24 CFR 92.206(b), are as follows:  

If a CHDO project comes to fruition, program staff will ensure that all applicable program policies are 

followed, including establishing refinancing guidelines. 

 

Discussion 

The City will meet the CDBG Program's overall 70% benefit for low- and moderate-income requirement 

over three program years: 2020-2021, 2021-2022, and 2022-2023. 

With respect to HOME affordable homeownership limits for the area (i.e., 95 percent of the median area 

purchase price as set forth in 24 CFR 92.254(a)(2)(iii), the City will utilize HUD’s HOME affordable 

homeownership limits for its HOME-funded mobile home rehabilitation program. For single-family, 

owner-occupied housing rehabilitation, the City conducted a survey in order to establish a maximum 

property value that is reflective of the local market median home purchase prices, which exceed HUD’s 

published limit. This information is provided as Attachment 5.  
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ATTACHMENT 4

Grantee Name: City of Costa Mesa

Source of 
Funds

Year
Performance 

Indicators
Expected 
Number

Actual 
Number

Percent 
Completed

2020 Housing Units 10 5 50.00%
50 5 10.00%

2020 Housing Units 1 0 0.00%
5 0 0.00%

2020 Housing Units 0 0 0.0%
0 0 0.00%

2020 Housing Units 250 233 93.20%
1,250 233 18.64%

Source of 
Funds

Year
Performance 

Indicators
Expected 
Number

Actual 
Number

Percent 
Completed

2020 Individuals 430 580 134.88%
2,500 580 23.20%

2020 Individuals 350 236 67.43%
1,250 236 18.88%

2020 Individuals 192 173 90.10%
750 173 23.07%

2020 Individuals A 1,500 0 0.00%

7,500 0 0.00%

2020 Individuals C 500 0 0.00%
2,500 0 0.00%

Source of 
Funds

Year
Performance 

Indicators
Expected 
Number

Actual 
Number

Percent 
Completed

2020 Individuals *

350 236 67.43%

NA NA NA

Source of 
Funds

Year
Performance 

Indicators
Expected 
Number

Actual 
Number

Percent 
Completed

2020 Individuals 30 0 0.00%
150 0 0.00%

2020 Individuals 230 115 0.00%
250 115 46.00%

2020 Individuals 26 31 119.23%
100 31 31.00%

Source of 
Funds

Year
Performance 

Indicators
Expected 
Number

Actual 
Number

Percent 
Completed

2020 Year of Admin 1 1 100.00%
5 1 20.00%

Services to assist lower income families with children by providing 
access to youth programs and services at reduced or no cost.  

Services that assist low and moderate-income households and 
individuals with safety net services such as access to medical, food, case 
management, and employment services.  Supported agencies should 
provide households with access to programs and services at reduced or 
no cost - including fair housing services

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

CDBG

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

Continuum of Care

Objective

 Suitable Living Environment

Objective

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

Services will help seniors and the frail elderly maintain their 
independent living situation or ensure they are provided services that 
improve quality of life

CDBG
5-Yr Con Plan Goal

 Other  (O-1)

Objective

CDBG
5-Yr Con Plan Goal

Short-term emergency shelter and support services (up to 3 months) for 
individuals that are in immediate need of shelter and services

Rapid Rehousing and case management services to stabilize homeless 
households in permanent housing (may encompass TBRA is a low 
priority)

CDBG program oversight, coordination and administration

CDBG

Five-Year and One-Year Summary of Accomplishments

Decent Housing

HOME

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

Owner Occupied Housing Rehabilitation Loans and Grants to assist 
homeowners improve primary residence to correct code violations, 
address deferred property improvements and improve neighborhood 
aesthetics 

Objective

Special Code Enforcement activity to inspect and enforce housing and 
building codes for residential properties located in the City's CDBG-
eligible areas

CDBG
5-Yr Con Plan Goal

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

CDBG

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

CDBG

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

CDBG

CDBG

Improvements to public facilities that address a community priority 
including but not limited to repairs, replacement and/or upgrades 
(including ADA compliance) to neighborhood parks, centers and other 
public facilities

Improvements to public infrastructure that address a community 
priority including but not limited to repairs, replacement and/or 
upgrades (including ADA compliance) to streets, alleys, sidewalks, 
flood/storm water drains, and other public improvements  

* Accomplishments also reported separately as Youth  accomplishments. 

Rental Housing Acquisition/Rehabilitation to expand and/or improve 
the number of rental housing units for lower income renter households HOME

5-Yr Con Plan Goal
Rental Housing New Construction to expand the number of rental 
housing units for lower income renter households HOME

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

No 5-year goals for CDBG-funded Economic Opportunity were 
established in the Consolidated Plan; however, CDBG funds have been 
allocated for public service programs that expanded economic 
opportunities for low-income youths and disabled adults (i.e., Youth 
Employment Services)

Financial assistance to prevent homelessness such as a short-term 
financial subsidy to prevent eviction and/or utility termination, and for 
the provision of provide support services 

CDBG

NA

Objective

 Economic Opportunity 

5-Yr Con Plan Goal

Page 1 of 1
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ATTACHMENT 5 

Attachment 2 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 

March 23, 2022 Housing & Public Service grant Committee 

The H&PSG Committee held a virtual meeting to obtain additional public comments 

regarding CDBG public service grants, and to develop funding recommendations. No 

written comments were received. 

 

30—Day Public Comment Period 

TBD 

 

May 3, 2022 Public Hearing 

TBD 
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ORANGE COUNTY ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING CHOICE 
August 6, 2020 

REGIONAL PROPOSED AI GOALS AND STRATEGIES 

To address the contributing factors described above, the AI plan proposes the following goals and actions: 

Regional Goals and Strategies” 

Goal 1: Increase the supply of affordable housing in high opportunity areas.1 

Strategies:  

1. Explore the creation of a new countywide source of affordable housing.

2. Using best practices from other jurisdictions, explore policies and programs that increase the supply

affordable housing, such as linkage fees, housing bonds, inclusionary housing, public land set-aside,

community land trusts, transit-oriented development, and expedited permitting and review.

3. Explore providing low-interest loans to single-family homeowners and grants to homeowners with

household incomes of up to 80% of the Area Median Income to develop accessory dwelling units with

affordability restriction on their property.

4. Review existing zoning policies and explore zoning changes to facilitate the development of affordable

housing.

5. Align zoning codes to conform to recent California affordable housing legislation.

Goal 2: Prevent displacement of low- and moderate-income residents with protected characteristics, including 

Hispanic residents, Vietnamese residents, other seniors, and people with disabilities.  

Strategies: 

1. Explore piloting a Right to Counsel Program to ensure legal representation for tenants in landlord-tenant

proceedings, including those involving the application of new laws like A.B. 1482.

Goal 3: Increase community integration for persons with disabilities. 

Strategies:  

1. Conduct targeted outreach and provide tenant application assistance and support to persons with

disabilities, including individuals transitioning from institutional settings and individuals who are at risk

of institutionalization. As part of that assistance, maintain a database of housing that is accessible to

persons with disabilities.

2. Consider adopting the accessibility standards adopted by the City of Los Angeles, which require at least

15 percent of all new units in city-supported Low-Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) projects to be ADA-

accessible with at least 4 percent of total units to be accessible for persons with hearing and/or vision

disabilities.

1 The term “high opportunity areas” generally means locations where there are economic and social factors and amenities 
that provide a positive impact on a person’s life outcome. This is described in more detail in Section iii, Disparities in Access 
to Opportunity.  
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Goal 4: Ensure equal access to housing for persons with protected characteristics, who are disproportionately 

likely to be lower-income and to experience homelessness.  

Strategies: 

1. Reduce barriers to accessing rental housing by exploring eliminating application fees for voucher holders

and encouraging landlords to follow HUD’s guidance on the use of criminal backgrounds in screening

tenants.

2. Consider incorporating a fair housing equity analysis into the review of significant rezoning proposals

and specific plans.

Goal 5: Expand access to opportunity for protected classes. 

Strategies:  

1. Explore the voluntary adoption of Small Area Fair Market Rents or exception payment standards in order

to increase access to higher opportunity areas for Housing Choice Voucher holders.

2. Continue implementing a mobility counseling program that informs Housing Choice Voucher holders

about their residential options in higher opportunity areas and provides holistic supports to voucher

holders seeking to move to higher opportunity areas.

3. Study and make recommendations to improve and expand Orange County’s public transportation to

ensure that members of protected classes can access jobs in employment centers in Anaheim, Santa

Ana, and Irvine.

4. Increase support for fair housing enforcement, education, and outreach.

CITY OF COSTA MESA PROPOSED AI GOALS AND STRATEGIES 

1. In collaboration with the Orange County Housing Authority (OCHA):

a. Attend quarterly OCHA Housing Advisory Committee to enhance the exchange of information
regarding the availability, procedures, and policies related to the Housing Assistance Voucher
program and regional housing issues.

b. Support OCHA's affirmative fair marketing plan and de-concentration policies by providing five-year
and annual PHA plan certifications.

c. In coordination with OCHA and fair housing services provider, conduct landlord education campaign
to educate property owners about State law prohibiting discrimination based on household income.

2. Through the City's fair housing contractor:

a. Provide fair housing education and information to apartment managers and homeowner
associations on why denial of reasonable modifications/accommodations is unlawful.

b. Conduct multi-faceted fair housing outreach to tenants, landlords, property owners, realtors, and
property management companies. Methods of outreach may include workshops, informational
booths, presentations to community groups, and distribution of multi-lingual fair housing literature.

Attachment 4 Page 2 of 2
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Building Division 714.754.5273 ∙ Code Enforcement & Community Improvement Division 714.754.5638 

Housing & Community Development 714.754.4870 ∙ Planning Division 714.754.5245 

Fax 714.754.4856 ∙ www.costamesaca.gov 

May 3, 2022 

Mr. Rufus Washington, Director 
HUD Los Angeles Field Office 
U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development 
Office of Community Planning and Development 
300 N. Los Angeles Street, Suite #4054 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

SUBJECT: HOME Investment Partnership (HOME) Program Request to Increase Median Area 
Purchase Price Limit 

Dear Mr. Washington: 

The City of Costa Mesa is submitting a request to increase Median Area Purchase Price Limit 
as part of its 2022-2023 Action Plan. In lieu, of the limit provided by the U.S. Department of 
Housing & Urban Development (HUD) for FY 2022, the City is requesting permission to use an 
increased limit of $1,026,000. 

The City conducted its local market survey using data supplied by Orange Coast Title 

Company; based on information from the database of the Orange County Recorder and 
Assessors offices. We have found this source to be accurate and reliable. The following are the 
steps used in the survey methodology: 

1. Sales data on all single-family home sales, 1 July 2020 through June 30, 2021 in the
City of Costa Mesa compiled in ascending order of sales price. Data included the
address of the listed properties, sales value, parcel number and date of sale.

2. Pursuant to 92.254(2)(iii), the length of the reporting period is dependent upon the
volume of existing home sales in the City. If sales were 250 or less per month in the
most recent 12 months (July 2020 to June 2021), then a minimum of a 3-month survey
is used. Based on the attached report, the median home price was $1,080,000 and 95%
of this property value is $1,026,000.

3. Methodology for Costa Mesa adjusted home limit increase request:
Median Sales Price for 285 sales: N+1 = $1,080,000

2
Single Family Unit: $1,080,000 (95%) = $1,026,000

CITY OF COSTA MESA 
P.O. BOX 1200  77 FAIR DRIVE  CALIFORNIA 92628-1200 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

ATTACHMENT 8
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Building Division 714.754.5273 ∙ Code Enforcement & Community Improvement Division 714.754.5638 

Housing & Community Development 714.754.4870 ∙ Planning Division 714.754.5245 

Fax 714.754.4856 ∙ www.costamesaca.gov 

If you have any questions, please contact Mikelle Daily of the Housing and Community 
Development Office at 714-754-5678 or mikelle.daily@costamesaca.gov. 

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
JENNIFER LE 
Director of Economic and Development Services 
Attachment: Survey 
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 Sales Price Full Site Address Sale Date Parcel Number Description Bed 

rooms 
Year 
Built 

1 $118,500.00 212 Del Mar Ave 3/12/2021 439-211-03 Single Family Res. 4 1998 

2 $423,500.00 1668 New Hampshire Dr 5/7/2021 139-611-56 Single Family Res. 3 1971 

3 $510,000.00 2150 San Michel Dr, Unit C 6/22/2021 422-183-28 Single Family Res. 2 1984 

4 $570,000.00 2337 Minuteman Way 3/30/2021 419-163-80 Single Family Res. 1 1967 

5 $575,000.00 2400 Elden Ave, #23 4/12/2021 439-292-23 Single Family Res. 1 1964 

6 $615,000.00 132 Lexington Ln 3/15/2021 419-163-71 Single Family Res. 3 1964 

7 $615,000.00 192 Brookline Ln 3/16/2021 419-164-71 Single Family Res. 3 1965 

8 $615,000.00 115 Yorktown Ln 3/25/2021 419-162-44 Single Family Res. 3 1964 

9 $637,500.00 190 Yorktown Ln 5/26/2021 419-165-47 Single Family Res. 3 1965 

10 $650,000.00 843 Santiago Rd 4/15/2021 141-542-02 Single Family Res. 5 1962 

11 $650,000.00 2884 El Rio Cir 6/25/2021 141-562-13 Single Family Res. 3 1964 

12 $662,000.00 902 Lombard Ct 5/18/2021 418-082-31 Single Family Res. 2 1979 

13 $672,500.00 2408 Minuteman Way 4/8/2021 419-162-25 Single Family Res. 4 1965 

14 $675,000.00 2160 College Ave, Unit A 5/26/2021 419-043-07 Single Family Res. 2 1992 

15 $680,000.00 2164 Canyon Dr, Unit H 3/19/2021 422-081-31 Single Family Res. 3 1992 

16 $685,000.00 3294 California St 5/4/2021 139-052-16 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

17 $694,000.00 2792 Longwood Ct 3/15/2021 139-526-21 Single Family Res. 2 1980 

18 $715,000.00 2224 Saybrook Ln 4/12/2021 419-013-41 Single Family Res. 3 1980 

19 $720,000.00 426 Emerson St 5/17/2021 426-244-27 Single Family Res. 2 1964 

20 $720,000.00 914 Powell Ct 6/3/2021 418-083-15 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

21 $725,000.00 939 W 19Th St 5/19/2021 424-323-14 Single Family Res. 3 1984 

22 $728,000.00 939 W 19Th St 6/21/2021 424-323-01 Single Family Res. 3 1984 

23 $730,000.00 2235 Miner St 3/9/2021 422-192-20 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

24 $730,000.00 904 Lombard Ct 5/19/2021 418-082-33 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

25 $750,000.00 3404 Santa Clara Cir 4/14/2021 412-061-44 Single Family Res. 4 1969 

26 $757,000.00 2042 Meadow View Ln 4/29/2021 422-013-11 Single Family Res. 2 1978 

27 $760,000.00 939 W 19Th St 4/15/2021 424-323-03 Single Family Res. 3 1984 

28 $762,000.00 2524 Poplar Ln 3/1/2021 439-172-62 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

29 $770,000.00 759 W 18Th St 3/12/2021 424-055-03 Single Family Res. 2 2018 

30 $770,000.00 763 W 18Th St 3/12/2021 424-055-02 Single Family Res. 2 2018 

31 $770,000.00 767 W 18Th St 3/12/2021 424-055-01 Single Family Res. 2 2018 

32 $775,000.00 2051 Sea Cove Ln 4/9/2021 422-013-24 Single Family Res. 3 1978 

33 $775,000.00 926 Van Ness Ct 5/26/2021 418-083-54 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

34 $780,000.00 946 Junipero Dr 3/31/2021 141-322-25 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

35 $795,000.00 3386 Corte Cassis 3/5/2021 414-281-24 Single Family Res. 3 2003 

36 $800,000.00 352 Princeton Dr 5/5/2021 141-383-32 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

37 $800,000.00 999 Post Rd 5/14/2021 141-231-17 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

38 $800,000.00 124 Eucalyptus Ln 5/26/2021 439-172-58 Single Family Res. 2 1979 

39 $810,000.00 1322 Watson Ave 3/5/2021 141-036-10 Single Family Res. 3 1955 

40 $810,000.00 3105 Dublin St 4/30/2021 418-141-14 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

41 $811,000.00 3137 Sharon Ln 3/17/2021 141-022-29 Single Family Res. 5 1963 

42 $813,000.00 943 Joann St 4/15/2021 422-352-05 Single Family Res. 3 1956 
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43 $820,000.00 2221 Maple St 3/16/2021 422-191-08 Single Family Res. 5 1956 

44 $821,000.00 216 16Th Pl, Unit C 3/1/2021 425-205-10 Single Family Res. 3 1989 

45 $822,000.00 3112 Monroe Way 5/13/2021 141-652-67 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

46 $825,000.00 2154 Harmony Way 3/4/2021 419-043-26 Single Family Res. 2 2014 

47 $830,000.00 185 Admiral Way 3/3/2021 439-293-06 Single Family Res. 2 1981 

48 $832,000.00 906 Joann St 3/10/2021 422-351-05 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

49 $835,000.00 2240 Raleigh Ave 3/5/2021 422-401-05 Single Family Res. 2 1957 

50 $837,000.00 1169 Bismark Way 4/30/2021 141-601-13 Single Family Res. 4 1963 

51 $840,000.00 2172 Harmony Way 4/2/2021 419-043-18 Single Family Res. 2 2013 

52 $840,000.00 3137 Trinity Dr 4/9/2021 141-535-01 Single Family Res. 4 1961 

53 $845,000.00 2128 Parsons St 5/13/2021 419-171-23 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

54 $850,000.00 3459 Windsor Ct 4/8/2021 412-073-07 Single Family Res. 2 1979 

55 $850,000.00 3290 Turlock Dr 5/10/2021 412-106-01 Single Family Res. 3 1972 

56 $850,000.00 203 La Costa Ct 5/11/2021 426-202-65 Single Family Res. 4 1986 

57 $850,000.00 2018 Pomona Ave 6/9/2021 422-234-35 Single Family Res. 1 1946 

58 $855,000.00 1970 Church St 5/10/2021 426-264-34 Single Family Res. 3 1993 

59 $860,000.00 3202 Minnesota Ave 3/8/2021 139-082-01 Single Family Res. 4 1960 

60 $861,000.00 913 Tanana Pl 4/5/2021 418-052-17 Single Family Res. 4 1967 

61 $863,000.00 3116 Promenade 4/23/2021 141-521-65 Single Family Res. 4 1996 

62 $865,000.00 1686 Madagascar St 4/27/2021 139-134-29 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

63 $875,000.00 1174 Augusta St 4/29/2021 141-601-17 Single Family Res. 3 1963 

64 $875,000.00 767 Allegheny Ave 5/11/2021 141-524-02 Single Family Res. 4 1962 

65 $880,000.00 2268 Columbia Dr 4/26/2021 419-085-07 Single Family Res. 3 1958 

66 $882,500.00 809 Sonora Rd 3/25/2021 141-544-06 Single Family Res. 3 1962 

67 $885,000.00 969 Dahlia Ave 4/19/2021 412-181-21 Single Family Res. 4 1973 

68 $885,000.00 2135 Republic Ave 4/20/2021 422-441-11 Single Family Res. 3 1954 

69 $885,000.00 1336 Watson Ave 6/21/2021 141-036-13 Single Family Res. 3 1955 

70 $890,000.00 136 Magnolia St 5/5/2021 425-451-26 Single Family Res. 2 1937 

71 $890,000.00 1024 Concord St 5/17/2021 141-651-39 Single Family Res. 4 1969 

72 $895,000.00 3249 Oregon Ave 3/2/2021 139-054-02 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

73 $895,000.00 766 Hudson Ave 4/14/2021 141-522-07 Single Family Res. 4 1962 

74 $900,000.00 1222 Londonderry St 4/1/2021 141-631-16 Single Family Res. 4 1963 

75 $900,000.00 191 Brandywyne Ter 6/29/2021 439-263-03 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

76 $910,000.00 858 Towne St 3/19/2021 424-181-09 Single Family Res. 3 1955 

77 $915,000.00 1606 Baker St 3/10/2021 139-192-28 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

78 $920,000.00 2434 Creswell Ln 3/18/2021 439-132-08 Single Family Res. 3 1978 

79 $922,000.00 987 Cheyenne St 3/22/2021 141-724-26 Single Family Res. 3 1967 

80 $925,000.00 370 Genoa Ln 3/19/2021 439-142-42 Single Family Res. 3 1964 

81 $925,000.00 968 Carnation Ave 3/26/2021 412-176-16 Single Family Res. 3 1973 

82 $925,000.00 297 Bowling Green Dr 4/19/2021 141-383-12 Single Family Res. 4 1957 

83 $925,000.00 905 Liard Pl 5/28/2021 418-063-01 Single Family Res. 3 1966 

84 $926,000.00 2123 Parsons St 3/5/2021 419-171-34 Single Family Res. 4 1957 

85 $926,000.00 294 Carefree Ln 6/9/2021 439-203-05 Single Family Res. 3 1989 

86 $930,000.00 2728 Loreto Ave 3/5/2021 141-302-17 Single Family Res. 4 1960 

87 $930,000.00 2432 Creswell Ln 3/26/2021 439-132-09 Single Family Res. 3 1978 
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88 $930,000.00 956 Joann St 3/29/2021 422-351-16 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

89 $930,000.00 344 Westbrook Pl 4/5/2021 141-384-09 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

90 $930,000.00 3012 Harding Way 4/8/2021 141-133-33 Single Family Res. 3 1962 

91 $930,000.00 945 W Wilson St 4/14/2021 422-381-03 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

92 $930,000.00 3270 Washington Ave 5/3/2021 139-054-11 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

93 $930,000.00 1832 Peninsula Pl 5/14/2021 424-511-09 Single Family Res. 2 1990 

94 $930,000.00 1169 Dorset Ln 6/4/2021 141-141-15 Single Family Res. 4 1962 

95 $930,000.00 3065 Hayes Ave 6/30/2021 141-724-05 Single Family Res. 5 1965 

96 $935,000.00 2292 Elden Ave 3/5/2021 426-064-25 Single Family Res. 3 1990 

97 $935,000.00 1741 Pitcairn Dr 4/22/2021 139-333-23 Single Family Res. 4 1962 

98 $935,000.00 3120 Promenade 4/27/2021 141-521-64 Single Family Res. 3 1996 

99 $935,000.00 3213 Idaho Pl 5/19/2021 139-083-16 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

100 $939,000.00 3066 Hayes Ave 4/28/2021 141-721-07 Single Family Res. 4 1965 

101 $940,000.00 3130 Barbados Pl 3/19/2021 139-152-05 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

102 $940,000.00 890 Congress St 4/16/2021 422-431-02 Single Family Res. 3 1954 

103 $940,000.00 360 Lourdes Ln 6/15/2021 439-141-20 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

104 $945,000.00 3202 Michigan Ave 3/22/2021 139-073-07 Single Family Res. 3 1962 

105 $945,000.00 1730 Minorca Pl 4/2/2021 139-331-07 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

106 $945,000.00 265 Mesa Dr 4/15/2021 439-431-22 Single Family Res. 3 2000 

107 $947,500.00 1811 Coastal Way 4/5/2021 424-332-12 Single Family Res. 3 2014 

108 $950,000.00 3265 Washington Ave 4/22/2021 139-056-10 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

109 $950,000.00 3476 Wimbledon Way 5/10/2021 412-043-13 Single Family Res. 3 1981 

110 $951,000.00 1876 New Jersey St 3/22/2021 139-103-20 Single Family Res. 4 1960 

111 $955,000.00 2158 Charle Dr 3/4/2021 422-203-34 Single Family Res.   

112 $955,000.00 3445 Summerset Cir 4/27/2021 412-073-11 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

113 $958,000.00 969 Oak St 4/19/2021 422-483-04 Single Family Res. 3 1954 

114 $960,000.00 3230 Minnesota Ave 4/15/2021 139-082-08 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

115 $970,000.00 1954 Federal Ave 5/21/2021 422-511-08 Single Family Res. 3 1954 

116 $985,000.00 2989 Jacaranda Ave 4/7/2021 139-193-36 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

117 $995,000.00 2253 Elden Ave 3/25/2021 426-053-10 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

118 $1,000,000.00 3308 Florida Cir 4/8/2021 139-582-04 Single Family Res. 4 1969 

119 $1,000,000.00 3044 Grant Ave 6/18/2021 141-133-13 Single Family Res. 5 1962 

120 $1,005,000.00 1079 Cheyenne St 3/26/2021 141-595-23 Single Family Res. 5 1963 

121 $1,005,000.00 300 Canoe Pond 5/20/2021 439-441-18 Single Family Res. 3 2006 

122 $1,005,000.00 3265 Iowa St 6/25/2021 139-043-16 Single Family Res. 4 1960 

123 $1,010,000.00 246 Cecil Pl 4/5/2021 426-073-16 Single Family Res. 1 1934 

124 $1,010,000.00 2329 Purdue Dr 4/30/2021 419-132-05 Single Family Res. 3 1999 

125 $1,015,000.00 3301 Alabama Cir 4/23/2021 139-581-31 Single Family Res. 4 1969 

126 $1,020,000.00 3103 Samoa Pl 5/3/2021 139-153-18 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

127 $1,025,000.00 1112 Corona Ln 3/3/2021 141-613-39 Single Family Res. 5 1964 

128 $1,025,000.00 2463 Irvine Ave, Unit F2 4/5/2021 439-154-01 Single Family Res. 3 1983 

129 $1,025,000.00 172 Terraza Ct 5/28/2021 439-295-06 Single Family Res. 3 1990 

130 $1,030,000.00 1120 El Camino Dr 4/27/2021 141-612-15 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

131 $1,030,000.00 224 E 16Th St, Unit A 5/7/2021 425-201-34 Single Family Res. 3 1995 

132 $1,035,000.00 1053 Presidio Dr 3/11/2021 141-683-17 Single Family Res. 5 1964 
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133 $1,035,000.00 1014 Begonia Ave 4/9/2021 412-371-72 Single Family Res. 3 1984 

134 $1,045,000.00 328 Joann St 4/22/2021 419-052-04 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

135 $1,050,000.00 878 Prospect Pl 3/12/2021 418-064-12 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

136 $1,050,000.00 3075 Promenade 6/1/2021 141-513-08 Single Family Res. 4 1997 

137 $1,050,000.00 2799 Francis Ln 6/7/2021 141-331-11 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

138 $1,055,000.00 388 Bucknell Rd 6/16/2021 141-422-07 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

139 $1,059,000.00 3036 Killybrooke Ln 5/17/2021 141-163-05 Single Family Res. 3 1955 

140 $1,060,000.00 1859 Pitcairn Dr 4/1/2021 139-383-29 Single Family Res. 5 1963 

141 $1,075,000.00 3239 Nebraska Pl 5/17/2021 139-082-11 Single Family Res. 2 1960 

142 $1,080,000.00 2608 Willo Ln 4/29/2021 439-112-16 Single Family Res. 3 1954 

143 $1,080,000.00 929 Junipero Dr 6/3/2021 141-323-07 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

144 $1,085,000.00 1009 Somerton Dr 5/10/2021 424-393-30 Single Family Res. 3 2016 

145 $1,085,000.00 2809 La Salle Ave 6/16/2021 141-672-09 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

146 $1,090,000.00 1125 Dana Dr 5/7/2021 412-074-25 Single Family Res. 3 1978 

147 $1,090,000.00 302 Cabrillo St 5/24/2021 425-013-01 Single Family Res. 4 1958 

148 $1,095,000.00 671 Congress St 4/9/2021 422-173-02 Single Family Res. 3 1955 

149 $1,100,000.00 884 Senate St 3/30/2021 422-392-12 Single Family Res. 3 1958 

150 $1,100,000.00 1600 White Oak St 4/22/2021 139-213-09 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

151 $1,100,000.00 837 Pine Pl 5/13/2021 422-454-02 Single Family Res. 5 1953 

152 $1,100,000.00 2745 Drake Ave 5/21/2021 141-302-10 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

153 $1,100,000.00 230 E Wilson St 5/25/2021 119-092-05 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

154 $1,120,000.00 1811 Pitcairn Dr 3/4/2021 139-341-18 Single Family Res. 4 1962 

155 $1,125,000.00 3338 Maryland Cir 4/16/2021 139-611-37 Single Family Res. 4 1971 

156 $1,125,000.00 3120 Van Buren Ave 6/14/2021 141-693-04 Single Family Res. 3 1964 

157 $1,139,000.00 226 Pauline Pl 4/30/2021 426-141-09 Single Family Res. 2 1962 

158 $1,140,000.00 3081 Madeira Ave 3/1/2021 139-163-10 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

159 $1,140,000.00 1038 Coronado Dr 3/31/2021 141-671-42 Single Family Res. 4 2009 

160 $1,140,000.00 264 E 20Th St 5/12/2021 426-211-19 Single Family Res. 3 1951 

161 $1,150,000.00 3068 Madeira Ave 4/28/2021 139-164-05 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

162 $1,150,000.00 1561 Amberleaf 5/7/2021 420-081-11 Single Family Res. 5 2001 

163 $1,150,000.00 1618 Corsica Pl 5/24/2021 139-191-06 Single Family Res. 4 1959 

164 $1,150,000.00 2783 Mendoza Dr 6/28/2021 141-626-08 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

165 $1,152,000.00 1063 Salinas Ave 4/6/2021 412-062-01 Single Family Res. 3 1969 

166 $1,165,000.00 1589 Santa Ana Ave 3/22/2021 425-164-11 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

167 $1,175,000.00 1609 Somerton Dr 3/10/2021 424-393-07 Single Family Res. 3 2017 

168 $1,175,000.00 1086 San Pablo Cir 4/8/2021 412-061-08 Single Family Res. 4 1969 

169 $1,177,500.00 1956 Rosemary Pl 3/24/2021 426-032-42 Single Family Res. 2 1954 

170 $1,200,000.00 1022 Bridgewater Way 4/13/2021 424-392-27 Single Family Res. 4 2018 

171 $1,200,000.00 3421 Summerset Cir 4/21/2021 412-073-17 Single Family Res. 3 1979 

172 $1,200,000.00 2992 Andros St 4/27/2021 139-193-04 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

173 $1,205,000.00 1641 Oahu Pl 4/12/2021 139-281-19 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

174 $1,215,000.00 2273 Columbia Dr 6/17/2021 419-084-14 Single Family Res. 3 1958 

175 $1,240,000.00 2042 Goldeneye Pl 4/29/2021 139-543-15 Single Family Res. 4 1968 

176 $1,243,500.00 380 Mira Loma Pl 4/14/2021 439-112-28 Single Family Res. 5 1961 

177 $1,246,500.00 209 Tulane Pl 5/3/2021 141-465-03 Single Family Res. 4 1959 
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178 $1,250,000.00 1279 Westreef 4/9/2021 422-325-11 Single Family Res. 3 2015 

179 $1,250,000.00 2797 Redwing Cir 4/12/2021 139-601-24 Single Family Res. 5 1969 

180 $1,255,000.00 1573 Amberleaf 5/3/2021 420-081-17 Single Family Res. 5 2001 

181 $1,260,000.00 2490 Monaco Ter 4/12/2021 439-151-70 Single Family Res. 4 2003 

182 $1,260,000.00 1096 Tulare Dr 5/12/2021 412-104-12 Single Family Res. 4 1972 

183 $1,260,000.00 1602 Myrtlewood St 5/14/2021 139-193-27 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

184 $1,260,000.00 2035 N Capella Ct 6/17/2021 139-401-03 Single Family Res. 4 1963 

185 $1,261,000.00 375 Monte Vista Ave, Unit B 5/26/2021 439-151-61 Single Family Res. 3 1995 

186 $1,263,000.00 2920 Chestnut Ave 5/10/2021 139-294-02 Single Family Res. 5 1959 

187 $1,265,000.00 269 Bowling Green Dr 4/5/2021 141-392-03 Single Family Res. 4 1957 

188 $1,275,000.00 1945 Sanderling Cir 3/26/2021 139-481-24 Single Family Res. 4 1965 

189 $1,280,000.00 1259 Westreef 5/25/2021 422-325-01 Single Family Res. 3 2014 

190 $1,280,500.00 2511 Bowdoin Pl 5/25/2021 141-412-17 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

191 $1,293,000.00 3144 Sicily Ave 4/19/2021 139-135-12 Single Family Res. 3 2008 

192 $1,299,000.00 123 23Rd St 4/19/2021 426-054-22 Single Family Res. 4 2018 

193 $1,300,000.00 2048 Orange Ave 3/30/2021 426-202-05 Single Family Res. 3 1923 

194 $1,325,000.00 2366 Orange Ave 4/30/2021 119-094-04 Single Family Res. 3 2016 

195 $1,325,000.00 257 Flower St 6/18/2021 117-213-26 Single Family Res. 2 1930 

196 $1,330,000.00 3037 Samoa Pl 3/9/2021 139-181-20 Single Family Res. 3 1959 

197 $1,330,000.00 308 Shadow Bay Dr 6/29/2021 439-193-36 Single Family Res. 3 2014 

198 $1,335,000.00 1613 Somerton Dr 5/7/2021 424-393-05 Single Family Res. 3 2017 

199 $1,340,000.00 2290 Pacific Ave 4/19/2021 422-054-04 Single Family Res. 3 2015 

200 $1,350,000.00 549 Bernard St 3/1/2021 422-103-29 Single Family Res. 1 1946 

201 $1,360,000.00 2614 Willo Ln 6/1/2021 439-112-13 Single Family Res. 3 1954 

202 $1,375,000.00 380 Magnolia St 4/14/2021 117-292-08 Single Family Res. 5 1950 

203 $1,378,000.00 1925 Lanai Dr 3/2/2021 139-514-04 Single Family Res. 5 1967 

204 $1,386,000.00 2947 Ceylon Dr 3/3/2021 139-272-21 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

205 $1,400,000.00 404 E 16Th St 3/1/2021 425-141-01 Single Family Res. 4 1968 

206 $1,400,000.00 189 Merrill Pl 3/29/2021 426-131-28 Single Family Res. 3 2016 

207 $1,405,000.00 2915 Pemba Dr 3/31/2021 139-263-07 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

208 $1,405,000.00 2182 Santa Ana Ave 4/27/2021 426-161-13 Single Family Res. 3 1961 

209 $1,405,000.00 215 E 20Th St 5/7/2021 426-273-07 Single Family Res. 3 1987 

210 $1,420,000.00 2054 Aliso Ave 4/15/2021 426-251-07 Single Family Res. 4 1962 

211 $1,435,000.00 1972 Fullerton Ave 4/23/2021 426-032-24 Single Family Res. 5 1954 

212 $1,450,000.00 378 Catalina Shrs 3/12/2021 426-171-34 Single Family Res. 4 1997 

213 $1,450,000.00 2710 Starbird Dr 3/19/2021 420-021-25 Single Family Res. 5 1975 

214 $1,450,000.00 332 E 15Th St 4/6/2021 425-311-83 Single Family Res. 3 2007 

215 $1,450,000.00 235 22Nd St 4/20/2021 426-144-09 Single Family Res. 3 1973 

216 $1,450,000.00 2306 Half Moon Ln 6/29/2021 439-263-30 Single Family Res. 4 2005 

217 $1,460,000.00 2650 Riverside Dr 6/17/2021 439-101-31 Single Family Res. 3 1950 

218 $1,470,000.00 360 E 19Th St 5/7/2021 426-301-21 Single Family Res. 3 1956 

219 $1,475,000.00 477 E 19Th St 3/5/2021 117-341-25 Single Family Res. 3 1947 

220 $1,475,000.00 266 Brentwood Pl 5/4/2021 439-333-10 Single Family Res. 3 1963 

221 $1,480,000.00 410 E 20Th St 5/6/2021 426-241-31 Single Family Res. 3 1949 

222 $1,485,000.00 397 E 21St St 3/15/2021 426-232-48 Single Family Res. 3 1997 
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223 $1,495,000.00 1617 Aliso Ave 3/17/2021 425-142-10 Single Family Res. 4 1968 

224 $1,500,000.00 1589 Tustin Ave 3/15/2021 425-311-51 Single Family Res. 2 1948 

225 $1,525,000.00 2983 Mindanao Dr 3/17/2021 139-231-09 Single Family Res. 3 1960 

226 $1,530,000.00 181 Broadway 3/12/2021 425-232-11 Single Family Res. 2 1949 

227 $1,550,000.00 325 Esther St 3/8/2021 426-293-05 Single Family Res. 4 1958 

228 $1,550,500.00 388 Mira Loma Pl 4/22/2021 439-112-50 Single Family Res. 2 1955 

229 $1,575,000.00 313 Esther St 6/24/2021 426-293-03 Single Family Res. 3 1958 

230 $1,595,000.00 375 Catalina Shrs 5/18/2021 426-171-30 Single Family Res. 4 1997 

231 $1,600,000.00 492 E 18Th St 3/8/2021 117-332-22 Single Family Res. 4 1946 

232 $1,615,000.00 2890 Club House Rd 4/26/2021 139-392-03 Single Family Res. 4 1963 

233 $1,625,000.00 2133 Orange Ave 5/20/2021 426-131-15 Single Family Res. 2 1951 

234 $1,635,000.00 2065 Mandarin Dr 4/7/2021 139-531-29 Single Family Res. 5 1967 

235 $1,635,000.00 259 Brentwood St 6/16/2021 439-332-27 Single Family Res. 4 1963 

236 $1,653,000.00 2620 Riverside Dr 6/3/2021 439-101-26 Single Family Res. 3 1950 

237 $1,665,000.00 340 Colleen Pl 5/20/2021 426-042-22 Single Family Res. 3 1952 

238 $1,685,000.00 1847 Tahiti Dr 5/21/2021 139-253-05 Single Family Res. 5 1962 

239 $1,695,000.00 426 16Th Pl 6/1/2021 425-142-06 Single Family Res. 4 1968 

240 $1,700,000.00 2661 Club Mesa Pl 6/17/2021 439-213-33 Single Family Res. 5 1952 

241 $1,710,000.00 2027 Phalarope Ct 5/7/2021 139-532-11 Single Family Res. 5 1966 

242 $1,725,000.00 273 Palmer St 3/1/2021 425-161-17 Single Family Res. 1 1947 

243 $1,725,000.00 2237 Jeanette Pl 3/16/2021 426-072-11 Single Family Res. 3 1957 

244 $1,725,000.00 318 E 18Th St 6/11/2021 117-251-41 Single Family Res. 4 2016 

245 $1,750,000.00 924 Evergreen Pl 5/28/2021 422-521-06 Single Family Res. 4 2016 

246 $1,775,000.00 193 The Masters Cir 4/30/2021 119-391-26 Single Family Res. 4 2006 

247 $1,775,000.00 233 22Nd St 5/5/2021 426-144-08 Single Family Res. 3 1948 

248 $1,775,000.00 385 E 19Th St 6/11/2021 117-294-13 Single Family Res. 3 1946 

249 $1,800,000.00 218 Princeton Dr 5/28/2021 141-395-37 Single Family Res. 6 2006 

250 $1,847,500.00 237 Broadway 4/20/2021 425-402-14 Single Family Res. 3 1941 

251 $1,895,000.00 3018 Country Club Dr 5/25/2021 139-172-07 Single Family Res. 2 2008 

252 $1,900,000.00 437 Cabrillo St 3/19/2021 117-321-15 Single Family Res. 3 1955 

253 $1,914,000.00 283 Lilac Ln 4/15/2021 426-151-11 Single Family Res. 3 1962 

254 $1,925,000.00 1912 Kauai Dr 6/11/2021 139-511-02 Single Family Res. 4 1967 

255 $1,945,000.00 359 Magnolia St 3/11/2021 117-291-27 Single Family Res. 4 1957 

256 $1,965,000.00 2086 Marian Way 4/21/2021 426-202-22 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

257 $1,998,000.00 2339 Westminster Ave 5/12/2021 119-131-10 Single Family Res. 4 2014 

258 $2,000,000.00 490 E 19Th St 6/1/2021 426-321-12 Single Family Res. 4 1950 

259 $2,025,000.00 305 E 19Th St 6/28/2021 117-254-22 Single Family Res. 5 2017 

260 $2,170,000.00 436 Cambridge Cir 6/15/2021 425-143-31 Single Family Res. 3 1958 

261 $2,185,000.00 480 Broadway 3/9/2021 117-342-24 Single Family Res. 4 2009 

262 $2,185,000.00 277 Knox Pl 4/13/2021 425-163-14 Single Family Res. 3 2014 

263 $2,200,000.00 1835 Wallace Ave 5/24/2021 424-171-10 Single Family Res. 2 1955 

264 $2,230,000.00 483 Abbie Way 3/31/2021 117-372-27 Single Family Res. 3 2017 

265 $2,252,500.00 237 E 20Th St 5/26/2021 426-273-11 Single Family Res. 3 1947 

266 $2,289,000.00 3092 Bali Cir 4/12/2021 139-161-07 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

267 $2,295,000.00 220 Flower St 5/6/2021 425-404-05 Single Family Res. 5 2006 
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268 $2,300,000.00 220 E 21St St 4/15/2021 426-141-38 Single Family Res. 2 1951 

269 $2,300,000.00 235 Lillian Pl 5/27/2021 439-211-08 Single Family Res. 3 1949 

270 $2,325,000.00 2401 Tustin Ave 6/16/2021 439-153-09 Single Family Res. 4 1964 

271 $2,340,000.00 438 Broadway 6/24/2021 117-342-33 Single Family Res. 3 2016 

272 $2,400,000.00 416 Flower St 3/31/2021 117-341-47 Single Family Res. 5 1961 

273 $2,440,000.00 433 Broadway 3/31/2021 117-331-07 Single Family Res. 4 1947 

274 $2,500,000.00 384 E 16Th St 3/8/2021 425-191-22 Single Family Res.   

275 $2,555,000.00 1592 Riverside Pl 6/28/2021 425-311-55 Single Family Res. 2 1948 

276 $2,557,000.00 315 Colleen Pl 4/28/2021 426-042-14 Single Family Res. 5 2005 

277 $2,560,000.00 1987 Irvine Ave 3/29/2021 426-324-11 Single Family Res. 4 2012 

278 $2,699,000.00 1167 Aviemore Ter 5/3/2021 422-331-13 Single Family Res. 3 2006 

279 $2,745,000.00 352 E 18Th St 6/7/2021 117-291-16 Single Family Res. 2 1946 

280 $2,820,000.00 318 Ogle St 6/11/2021 425-213-14 Single Family Res. 2 1959 

281 $2,910,000.00 456 Abbie Way 6/28/2021 117-372-01 Single Family Res. 2 1948 

282 $2,975,000.00 381 Walnut St 5/27/2021 426-302-07 Single Family Res. 3 1953 

283 $3,350,000.00 365 22Nd St 4/16/2021 426-171-16 Single Family Res. 4 1975 

284 $14,325,000.00 266 E 20Th St 6/23/2021 426-211-18 Single Family Res. 2 1957 

285 $14,325,000.00 270 E 20Th St 6/23/2021 426-211-17 Single Family Res. 2 1957 

 $1,080,000.00 Median Sales Price      

 $1,026,000.00 95% of Median      
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-668 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN
IDENTIFYING FUNDING PRIORITIES FOR THE HOME-AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN (ARP)
ALLOCATION PLAN

DEPARTMENT: ECONOMIC AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT/HOUSING AND
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

PRESENTED BY:  MIKELLE DAILY, GRANT ADMINISTRATOR

CONTACT INFORMATION: MIKELLE DAILY, GRANT ADMINISTRATOR, 714- 754-5678;
Mikelle.Daily@costamesaca.gov

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:
1. Hold a Public Hearing regarding the FY 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment to the Annual

Action Plan.
2. Approve the recommended allocation of $1,816,742 for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a

Substantial Amendment to the FY 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan.

3. Adopt Resolution No. 2022-XX in order to:
a. Approve the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to the 2021-2022

Annual Action Plan.
b. Authorize the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, to submit the 2021-2022

Annual Action Plan Substantial Amendment to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development.

c. Designate the City Manager, or the City Manager’s designee, as the official
representative of the City to administer the programs and to execute and submit all required
agreements, certifications, and documents required by HUD, and execute all agreements for
the use of funds approved in the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan Substantial Amendment.

4. Authorize revenue and expense appropriations, respectively, each in the amount of
$1,816,742, for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan.

BACKGROUND:

American Rescue Plan (ARP) Funds

On March 11, 2021, the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (ARP) was signed into law. To address
the need for homelessness assistance and supportive services, $5 billion in federal ARP funds were
appropriated to be administered through the federal HOME Investment Partnerships Program
(HOME). On April 8, 2021, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) allocated

Page 1 of 5
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(HOME). On April 8, 2021, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) allocated
HOME-ARP funds to 651 grantees using the HOME formula established in 24 CFR 92.50 and 92.60.
As a recipient of HOME funds, the City of Costa Mesa is eligible to receive a HOME-ARP allocation
in the amount of $1,816,742.

ARP funds can be used to fund four activities that must primarily benefit qualifying individuals and
families who are homeless, at risk of homelessness or in other vulnerable populations. These
activities are:

(1) development and support of affordable housing;
(2) tenant-based rental assistance (TBRA);
(3) provision of supportive services; and
(4) acquisition and development of non-congregate shelter units.

To receive its HOME-ARP funds, the City must engage in consultation and public participation
processes, develop a HOME-ARP allocation plan that meets the HUD requirements, and submit it to
HUD as a substantial amendment to the City’s Fiscal Year 2021 annual action plan. The HOME-ARP
allocation plan must describe how the City intends to distribute HOME-ARP funds, including how it
will use these funds to address the needs of HOME-ARP qualifying populations.

HOME-ARP Outreach and Consultation

On March 21, 2022, staff hosted a HOME-ARP consultation meeting with nonprofit service providers
and distributed surveys to gather feedback on existing gaps in services for vulnerable populations in
Costa Mesa.

On March 31, 2022, staff participated with the Orange County Continuum of Care (CoC) in a
consultation meeting to gather feedback on proposed activities for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan.

On April 5, 2022, a HOME-ARP survey was posted on the City’s website to gather additional
feedback from the community regarding potential funding priorities.

Finally, the City is required to provide a 15-day public comment period and must hold a public hearing
before approving and submitting the FY 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment for the HOME-ARP
Allocation Plan to HUD.

ANALYSIS:

Community Feedback

Staff received valuable feedback from non-profit service and affordable housing providers and
organizations via in-person and virtual outreach meetings, online survey results, and phone and
email correspondence. (A summary of the feedback is provided below and within the Allocation Plan
itself). In general, feedback indicated a need to focus on:

· Increasing availability/affordability of housing units;

· Mental health and substance abuse supportive services for youth, survivors of domestic
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violence and individuals experiencing homelessness;

· Supportive and wrap-around services such as transportation, legal services, credit repair and

assistance with landlord/tenant relations;

· Case management services;

· Services for seniors, the disabled, and monolingual Spanish speakers; and

· Support for existing programs to ensure continuity of current services.

FY 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment HOME-ARP Allocation Plan

The City will receive $1,816,742 in HOME-ARP funds once the FY 2021-2022 Substantial
Amendment for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan is submitted and approved by HUD. Based on an
analysis of housing/community needs, an assessment of current services available to the qualifying
populations, and community feedback, staff is recommending funding for two HOME-ARP eligible
activities:

1. Development and Support of Affordable Housing

2. Supportive Services including those defined at 24 CFR 578.53(e)

· McKinney-Vento Supportive Services

· Homelessness Prevention Services; and

· Housing Counseling Services

The Allocation Plan (attached) provides a funding allocation for each of the above-listed activities.
Based on the community feedback, staff anticipates a substantial demand for funds for supportive
services. However, there is also a clear need for funding to support affordable housing projects as
well, which require greater capital investment to bring to fruition. As such, in the public review draft
Allocation Plan, staff originally envisioned a split of $1,000,000 allocated to support affordable
housing, with $544,231 allocated to supportive services.

However, given that affordable housing projects can also be funded with HOME dollars and
supportive services cannot (the City’s proposed FY 22-23 Annual Action Plan shows $2.3 Million in
HOME funds allocated for affordable housing projects), staff is recommending that the City Council
approve a modified Allocation Plan that prioritizes HOME-ARP funds for supportive services in the
amount of $1,000,000 and allocates $544,231 for affordable housing. Refer to Table 1 below for the
staff recommended HOME-ARP Allocation Budget.

It should be noted that these allocations are estimates and no specific projects are known at this
time. A Request for Proposals (RFP) will be issued for both categories of projects. Depending on the
proposals received, HOME-ARP funds may be allocated to either Supportive Services and/or
Development of Affordable Rental Housing based on proposals that the City receives in response to
the RFP solicitation process. After the City has selected a proposal(s), the City will adjust the amount
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of funding allocated in either category, not to exceed the total HOME-ARP allocation.

TABLE 1 - HOME-ARP ALLOCATION PLAN

ADMINISTRATION

Administration and Planning (15% max)$272,511

Subtotal: $272,511

PROPOSED PROGRAMS/PROJECTS

Development and Support of Affordable Housing$544,231

Subtotal: $544,231

Supportive Services $1,000,000

Subtotal: $1,000,000

HOME-ARP ALLOCATION TOTAL: $1,816,742

Development and Support of Affordable Housing

HOME-ARP funds may be used to acquire, rehabilitate or construct affordable rental housing
primarily for occupancy by households of individuals and families that meet the definition of one or
more of the qualifying populations under HUD regulations. Eligible HOME-ARP rental housing
includes manufactured housing, single room occupancy (SRO) units, and permanent supportive
housing. HOME-ARP funds may be used to pay for up to 100% of the following eligible costs
associated with the acquisition, development, and operation of HOME-ARP rental units: development
hard costs, refinancing, acquisition, related soft costs, relocation costs, costs related to payment of
loans, and operating cost assistance. There is a 15-year compliance period. Staff recommends
allocating $544,231 in HOME-ARP funds for the Development and Support of Affordable Housing.

Supportive Services

HOME-ARP funds may be used to provide a broad range of supportive services to qualifying
individuals or families as a separate activity or in combination with other HOME-ARP activities.
Supportive services include a) services listed in section 401(29) of the McKinney-Vento Homeless
Assistance Act (“McKinney-Vento Support Services”) b) homeless prevention services and c) housing
counseling services. Supportive services may be provided to individuals and families who meet the
definition of a qualifying population who are not already receiving these services through another
program. Staff recommends allocating $1,000,000 in HOME-ARP funds for Supportive Services.

Administration

HUD allows the City to allocate up to 15 percent of its HOME-ARP allocation for payment of
reasonable administrative and planning costs including program management, coordination,
monitoring, and evaluation. Eligible program administration expenditures include program staff
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monitoring, and evaluation. Eligible program administration expenditures include program staff
salaries and benefits, contract services, legal services, and other costs for good and services
required for administering the HOME-ARP program. Based on the City’s HOME-ARP grant amount, a
maximum of $272,511 is available for program administration.

Noticing Requirements and Public Comment

As required by HUD, a notice was published in local newspapers on April 17, 2022, inviting the public
to review and comment on the draft HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to the
2021-2022 Annual Action Plan. The comment period began April 18, 2022, and will conclude on May
3, 2022 at Noon. The notice also announced the May 3, 2022 City Council public hearing. At the time
of this report, no comments have been received. If comments are received, they will be forwarded to
the Council under separate cover prior to the hearing.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council can choose not to fund the proposed activities recommended by staff and allocate
HOME-ARP funds to other eligible activities. The City Council can also direct staff to not submit the
Allocation Plan; however, if the City does not submit the Allocation Plan, HOME-ARP funds will most
likely be returned to the U.S. Treasury.

FISCAL REVIEW:

This action does not have a fiscal impact to the General Fund. Once the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan
is approved by HUD, HUD will submit $1,816,742 in HOME-ARP funds to the programs outlined
above and revenue and expense appropriations will be established, respectively in the amount of
$1,816,742 for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan.

LEGAL REVIEW:

The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed and approved this agenda report and the attached resolution
as to form.

CITY COUNCIL GOALS AND PRIORITIES:

This item supports the following City Council goal:

· Diversify, stabilize and increase housing to reflect community needs.

CONCLUSION:

The draft 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment to the Annual Action Plan is prepared according to HUD
regulations and outlines how the City will utilize HOME-ARP funds to meet the objectives and goals
of the federal HOME-ARP program. Staff recommends that the City Council hold a public hearing to
obtain public input and adopt the Resolution approving the draft 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment
to the Annual Action Plan.
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ATTACHMENT 1  

Resolution No. 2022-xx Page 1 of 3 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2022-xx 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA, 
CALIFORNIA, APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING SUBMISSION OF THE HOME-ARP 
ALLOCATION PLAN, A SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO THE FY 2021-2022 
ANNUAL ACTION PLAN FOR THE APPLICATION AND EXPENDITURE OF HOME 
INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIP ACT AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN (HOME-ARP) 
FUNDS TO THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 
 

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA HEREBY FINDS AND 

DECLARES AS FOLLOWS: 

WHEREAS, the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 authorized the United States 

Department of Housing and Urban Development (“HUD”) to allocate HOME-ARP funds 

to units of general local government that qualified for an allocation of Home Investment 

Partnerships Program (HOME) funds in Fiscal Year (FY) 2021; and 

WHEREAS, the City of Costa Mesa participates in the United States Department 

of Housing and Urban Development’s (“HUD”) Home Investment Partnerships Program 

(HOME); and  

WHEREAS, in order to receive a its HOME-ARP allocation, the City is required to 

engage in consultation and public participation processes and develop a HOME-ARP 

allocation plan that meets the requirements established in the HUD CPD Notice 21-10 

and submit it to HUD as a substantial amendment to its Fiscal Year 2021 Annual Action 

Plan; and 

WHEREAS, the City’s current Consolidated Plan was adopted on May 19, 2020, 

and will expire on June 30, 2025; and  

WHEREAS, the federal regulations (Title 24 Code of Federal Regulations Part 

91) delineate the required content of the Consolidated Plan, including an annual 

application and expenditure plan for CDBG and HOME funds, known as the Annual 

Action Plan; and  

WHEREAS, the City is eligible to receive $1,816,742 in HOME-ARP funds, which 

can be used for development and support of affordable housing, tenant-based rental 

assistance (TBRA), supportive services and acquisition and development of non-

congregate shelter units as set forth in the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial 

Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan (Exhibit A); and 

430



 

Resolution No. 2022-xx Page 2 of 3 
 

WHEREAS, the City made the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial 

Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan available for the required 15-day 

public review period between April 18, 2022 and May 3, 2022; and  

WHEREAS, the City has published a notice of a public hearing for the HOME-

ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan; 

and 

WHEREAS, in the 2021-2022 Substantial Amendment to the Annual Action Plan, 

the City has considered all public comments which have been received either in writing 

or at the public hearing. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF COSTA MESA 

HEREBY RESOLVES as follows: 

SECTION 1.  The City Council hereby approves the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, 

a Substantial Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan, attached hereto as 

Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference. 

SECTION 2.  The City Council hereby authorizes the City Manager, or the City 

Manager’s designee, to submit the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial 

Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan to HUD and execute all certifications 

and assurances contained therein to approve minor changes and provide additional 

information as may be required. 

SECTION 3.  The City Council hereby designates the City Manager, or the City 

Manager’s designee, as the City’s official representative to administer the programs and 

execute and submit all required agreements, certifications, and documents required by 

HUD. The City Council further authorizes the City Manager, or City Manager’s 

designee, to execute all agreements with the organizations receiving allocations of 

HOME-ARP funds approved in the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan. 
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Resolution No. 2022-xx Page 3 of 3 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 3rd day of May 2022. 

                              
 
 
       
      _____________________________ 
      John Stephens, Mayor 
 
    
         
ATTEST:     APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
________________________               _____________________________ 
Brenda Green, City Clerk   Kimberly Hall Barlow, City Attorney 

 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )   
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) ss 
CITY OF COSTA MESA ) 
 

I, BRENDA GREEN, City Clerk of the City of Costa Mesa, DO HEREBY 
CERTIFY that the above and foregoing is the original of Resolution No. 2022-xx and 
was duly passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Costa Mesa at a regular 
meeting held on the 3rd day of May 2022, by the following roll call vote, to wit: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS:   
 
 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereby set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
City of Costa Mesa this 3rd day of May 2022. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________ 
Brenda Green, City Clerk 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The City of Costa Mesa has been allocated $1,816,742 of HOME-American Recovery 

Plan Act (HOME-ARP) funding from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 

Development (HUD). To receive its HOME-ARP allocation, the City must develop a 

HOME-ARP Allocation Plan that will become part of the FY 2021-2022 Annual Action 

Plan by substantial amendment. 

To ensure broad input into the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan from stakeholders and the 

public, the City of Costa Mesa engaged in virtual and in-person consultation with 

agencies and service providers whose clientele include the HOME-ARP qualifying 

populations. The City also had direct contact with HUD-required organizations that did 

not participate in a consultation meeting, solicited feedback from organizations and 

residents by directing them to a survey link on the City website, had a 15-day public 

comment period, and a public hearing. 

The needs assessment and gap analysis identified the following needs and gaps that 

may be addressed using HOME-ARP funds: 

 The January 2019 Point-In-Time (PIT) count revealed a total of 187 unsheltered 
and 6 sheltered homeless individuals in the City of Costa Mesa. 

 12,640 (50.5%) of renter households in Costa Mesa spend 30% or more on 
housing costs (cost burden) and 6,465 (25.9%) of those households spend 50% 
or more of their gross income on housing costs (severe cost burden). 

 96% of the households with severe cost burden have a household income of less 
than 80% of the Area Median Income. 

 13% of Costa Mesa renter-occupied households meet the American Community 
Survey (ACS) definition for overcrowding and 4.7% meet the definition for severe 
overcrowding. 

 A majority (57%) of persons included in the Central Service Planning Area 
(Central SPA) PIT count had mental health or substance use issues. 29% were 
identified as having a developmental or physical disability and 37% were 
identified as chronically homeless. 

 Orange County Housing Authority (OCHA) provides vouchers to 591 Costa Mesa 
residents. 89 households are on the waitlist as of March 2022. 

To address these needs and gaps, the City of Costa Mesa will utilize HOME-ARP funds 

for supportive services, development of affordable rental housing, and planning and 

administration. 

Participating Jurisdiction:  City of Costa Mesa  Date: April 7, 2022 
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CONSULTATION 

Summary of the Consultation Process 
 

The City of Costa Mesa engaged in consultation and public participation processes to develop a 

HOME-ARP allocation plan that meets the requirements established by the U.S. Department of 

Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and provided in the City’s Citizen Participation Plan.  

The process was a collaborative effort that included consultation with the local Orange County 

Continuum of Care, the Orange County Housing Authority, local Cities, and several nonprofit 

agencies that serve homeless, at risk of homelessness, seniors, victims of domestic violence, 

and other qualifying population groups. Consultation included a virtual consultation meeting with 

the Orange County Health Care Agency, Office of Care Coordination (CoC), an in-person 

meeting with nonprofit service providers, direct email and phone contact, and the distribution of 

surveys that collected information on service needs among the qualifying population groups. 

Organizations Consulted by Organization Type and Method of Consultation 
 

Agency/Group/Organization 
Consulted 

Type of Agency/Org Method of 
Consultation 

Orange County Healthcare 
Agency, Office of Care 
Coordination 

Continuum of Care (CoC) Virtual Session  

Orange County Housing Authority 
(OCHA) 

County Government Public Housing 
Agency (PHA) 

Virtual Session 

Orange County Social Service 
Agency 

County Government 

Social Services 

Virtual Session 

County of Orange County Government Virtual Session 

City of Garden Grove City Government Virtual Session 

City of Newport Beach City Government Virtual Session 

City of Westminster City Government Virtual Session 

Aesop’s Press Unknown Virtual Session 

211 Orange County Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

BrainHealth247.org Addresses Mental Health Needs Virtual Session 

CalOptima County Organized Health System Virtual Session 
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Agency/Group/Organization 
Consulted 

Type of Agency/Org Method of 
Consultation 

CAPOC Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Connecting the Dots Unknown Virtual Session 

Colette’s Children’s Home Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Covenant House California Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Dayle MacIntosh Center Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations, including 
people with disabilities 

Email, Phone 
Contact 

Goodwill of Orange County, 
Tierney Center for Veteran 
Services 

Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations, including 
Veterans 

Email, Phone 
Contact 

EAH Housing Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Fair Housing Foundation Fair Housing, Civil Rights, 
Disabilities Service Provider 

Email, Phone 
Contact 

Families Forward Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations, including 
homeless and at-risk, TBRA Provider 

Virtual Session 
In-Person Meeting 
Completed Survey 

HomeAid Orange County Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Human Options Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations, including 
domestic violence services 

Virtual Session 
In-Person Meeting 
Completed Survey 

Interval House Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations, including 
domestic violence services 

Virtual Session 

The Lighthouse Outreach Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

In-Person Meeting 

Lived Experience Advisory 
Committee 

Individual Virtual Session 

Mercy House Developer/Owner of Affordable 
Housing, Supportive Services 
Provider, & Emergency Shelter 

In-Person Meeting 

Completed Survey 

Michael Baker International Private, Consultant Virtual Session 

OCAPICA Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Phone in Participant Unknown Virtual Session 
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Agency/Group/Organization 
Consulted 

Type of Agency/Org Method of 
Consultation 

Phone in Participant Unknown Virtual Session 

Project Hope Alliance Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

In-Person Meeting 

Completed Survey 

Share Our Selves Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Email 
Completed Survey 

StandUp for Kids, Inc. Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

SquareOne Affordable Housing, 
Inc. 

Affordable Housing Virtual Session 

Trellis Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

In-Person Meeting 

Completed Survey 

VOALA Nonprofit, addresses needs of 
qualifying populations 

Virtual Session 

Working Wardrobes VetNet Veteran’s Group Email, Phone 
Contact 

Table 1 – Organizations Consulted 
The City made an effort to have an open consultation process.  No agency/service type was knowingly excluded from the process. 

Summary of Feedback Received from Consulted Organizations 
 

 There is a lack of mental health and substance abuse supportive services 

available for youth, survivors of domestic violence and individuals 

experiencing homelessness.  

 Housing first cannot be housing only, supportive and wrap-around services 

are needed.  

 The vacancy rate is very low in Costa Mesa and throughout Orange County. 

Rental assistance and vouchers are an available resource but there is a lack 

of availability of housing units.  

 Funding programs that are already in motion is a better way to ensure 

continuity of current services.  

 Supportive services such as transportation, legal services, credit repair and 

assistance with landlord/tenant relations are needed. 

 During COVID related school closures there was an increase in gang activity, 

drug use, and sex trafficking incidents. More case management services are 

needed to respond. 

 Seniors, the disabled and monolingual Spanish speakers are subpopulations 

that face additional barriers to services. 
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Other local/regional/state/federal planning efforts considered when preparing the Plan. 

Name of Plan/Org/Committee Lead Organization Information consulted 

Continuum of Care Orange County 211 Provides regional and local 

point in time homeless 

survey data, development of 

the regional 10-Year Plan to 

End Homelessness, and 

development of the regional 

Discharge Plan 

City of Costa Mesa Housing 

Element 

City of Costa Mesa Provides housing priorities 

and program goals 

5-Yr. & 1 Yr. PHA Plan Orange County 

Housing Authority 

Identifies OCHA resources 

to address the housing 

needs of lower-income 

renter householders in the 

County and City 

Analysis of Impediments to Fair 

Housing 

Orange County HUD 

Grantee Cities and 

the County of 

Orange 

Countywide document that 

identifies fair housing 

impediments within 

participating cities and 

outlines a plan to address fair 

housing issues 

2019 Point In Time Summary County of Orange Sheltered and Unsheltered 

Homelessness count 

Network for Homeless Solutions (NHS) City of Costa Mesa The City's Network for 

Homeless Solutions (NHS) is a 

task force comprised of 

representatives of various City 

departments, nonprofit 

service agencies, and 

representatives of faith-based 

service providers.  The main 

focus of the NHS is to find 

workable solutions to address 

the needs of the homeless, 

especially those with close ties 

to Costa Mesa 

Table 2 – Other local / regional / federal planning efforts 
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

The City took several steps to obtain community residents' input to develop the HOME-
ARP Allocation Plan. Consultation efforts included public meetings with nonprofit 
service providers and City Council, posted and emailed surveys, and notices. 
Specifically, for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan planning process, the City utilized its 
internet webpage, social media and newspaper notices to inform residents of the 
opportunities to provide input and review/comment on the draft Allocation Plan. All City 
Council meetings were noticed in local English and Spanish language newspapers of 
general circulation. Additionally, the draft HOME-ARP Allocation Plan was posted on the 
City's website for public review and comment for the 15-day public comment period held 
from April 17, 2022, to May 2, 2022 (see Attachment 1).  Hard copies of the draft 
Allocation Plan were available for public review at the public counter at Costa Mesa City 
Hall 2nd Floor – 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA. 
 

 Public comment period: April 17, 2022 –  May 2, 2022 

 Public hearing: 05/03/22 

 

Efforts to Broaden Public Participation & Summary of Comments Received 
 
Citizen Participation Outreach 

Mode of 

Outreach 

Target of 

Outreach 

Summary of 

response/attendance 

Summary of 

comments 

received 

Summary 

of 

comments 

not 

accepted 

and 

reasons 

In-Person 

Meeting 

 

 

 

Nonprofit 

Service 

Providers 

8 staff members 

from 6 Nonprofit 

Service Providers, 

discussed 

homeless/housing 

needs and HOME-

ARP Allocation 

Plan (03/22/22) 

 

Listed in 

Summary of 

Feedback 

Received 

from 

Consulted 

Organizations 

None 

Virtual 

Meeting 

CoC Partners 44 participants 

listed previously in 

table of 

organizations 

consulted 

Listed in 

Summary of 

Feedback 

Received 

from 

Consulted 

Organizations 

None 
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Mode of 

Outreach 

Target of 

Outreach 

Summary of 

response/attendance 

Summary of 

comments 

received 

Summary 

of 

comments 

not 

accepted 

and 

reasons 

Survey Service 

Providers/ 

Broad 

Community 

Available in 

English and 

Spanish 

 

TBD  TBD None 

Newspaper 

Ad 

Non- 

targeted/broad 

community 

15-day public 

comment period 

(04/17/22 to 

05/02/22) 

 

TBD 

 

None 

E-blast 

 

 

Non-English 

Speaking – 

Specify other 

language: 

Spanish 

 

TBD TBD None 

 

Public 

Hearing 

Non- 

targeted/broad 

community 

05/03/22 Regular 

City Council 

meeting 

 

TBD 

 

None 

Table 3 – Citizen Participation Outreach 
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NEEDS ASSESSMENT AND GAPS ANALYSIS 

The needs assessment and gap analysis must evaluate the 1) size and demographic 

composition of HOME-ARP qualifying populations, and 2) unmet needs of HOME-ARP 

qualifying populations. 

 

Size and Demographic Composition of HOME-ARP Qualifying Populations in 

Costa Mesa 
 

Homeless Population 
The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires that all 

Continuum of Care jurisdictions across the nation complete a biennial unsheltered count 

and an annual sheltered count of all individuals experiencing homelessness in the 

community on a single point in time during the last ten days of January. The County of 

Orange was approved by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development to 

reschedule the 2022 Point in Time (PIT) count to the last 10 days of February due to the 

impacts of COVID-19. The County of Orange and Orange County Continuum of Care 

conducted the sheltered count the night of Monday, February 21, 2022, and the 

unsheltered count started the morning of Tuesday, February 22 through Thursday, 

February 24. The results of the 2022 Point in Time count are not yet available; 

therefore, the information included in this City of Costa Mesa HOME-ARP Allocation 

Plan is from the 2019 Point in Time (PIT) count that took place from January 22, 2019 to 

January 24, 2019. 

The January 2019 PIT count revealed a total of 193 homeless individuals in the City of 

Costa Mesa. Among the 193 individuals, 6 were sheltered and 187 were unsheltered. 

181 (94%) of those counted were individuals and 12 (6%) were part of a family. Of 

those who were part of a family, 3 were sheltered and 9 were unsheltered. Only 3 of the 

181 individuals that were not part of a family were sheltered at the time of the 2019 PIT 

count. 20 of the unsheltered persons identified as veterans, 23 were seniors and 5 were 

transitional aged youth. 

The specific demographic composition data was not broken down by City in the 2019 

Orange County Point in Time count, however, the data was broken down into three 

Service Planning Areas – North, Central and South. The City of Costa Mesa is part of 

the Central Service Planning Area (Central SPA) which includes 9 cities and a county 

unincorporated area. In the Central SPA, 3,332 homeless individuals were counted. Of 

that total, 72% were White, 11% were Black or African American, 8% were Multiple 

Races or Other and 5% were Asian. Additionally, 37% of all persons in the Central SPA 

count reported being of Hispanic or Latino ethnicity.  
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Table 4 - Homeless Needs Inventory and Gap Analysis  

Homeless 

 Current Inventory Homeless Population Gap Analysis 

Family Adults Only Vets Family 

HH (at 

least 1 

child) 

Adult 

HH 

(w/o 

child) 

Vets Vict

ims 

of 

DV 

Family Adults Only 

# 

of 

Be

ds 

# of 

Unit

s 

# of 

Bed

s 

# of 

Unit

s 

# of 

Bed

s 

# of 

Bed

s 

# of 

Unit

s 

# of 

Bed

s 

# of 

Unit

s 

Emergency 

Shelter 

0 76 0         

Transitional 

Housing 

0 0 0         

Permanent 

Supportive 

Housing 

0 0 0         

Other 

Permanent 

Housing 

           

Sheltered 

Homeless 

   3 3 0      

Unsheltered 

Homeless 

   9 178 20      

Current Gap        12  181  

Data Sources: 1. Orange County Point in Time Count, Everyone Counts Report 2019 (PIT); 2. Continuum of Care 

Housing Inventory County (HIC); 3. Consultation 

At Risk of Homelessness 
The term “at risk of homelessness,” as defined in section 401(1) of the McKinney-Vento 

Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11360(1)); means, with respect to an individual or 

family, that the individual or family: 

 has income below 30 percent of median income for the geographic area; 

 has insufficient resources immediately available to attain housing stability; and 

o has moved frequently because of economic reasons; 

o is living in the home of another because of economic hardship; 
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o has been notified that their right to occupy their current housing or living 

situation will be terminated; 

o lives in a hotel or motel; 

o lives in severely overcrowded housing; 

o is exiting an institution; or 

o otherwise lives in housing that has characteristics associated with 

instability and an increased risk of homelessness. 

 

According to the 2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS), 6,185 renter 

households in Costa Mesa have household incomes below 30% of the Area Median 

Income (AMI) and only 875 rental units in Costa Mesa are affordable for households at 

that income level. This leaves over 5,310 very-low income households in Costa Mesa at 

risk of homelessness as defined above.  

Table 5 - Housing Needs Inventory and Gap Analysis 

Non-Homeless 

 Current Inventory Level of Need Gap Analysis 

 # of Units # of Households # of Households 

Total Rental Units 24,985   

Rental Units Affordable to 
HH at 30% AMI (At-Risk of 
Homelessness) 

875 6,185  

Rental Units Affordable to 
HH at 50% AMI (Other 
Populations) 

415 4,730  

Current Gaps 1,290 10,915 9,625 
Data Sources: 1. American Community Survey (ACS); 2. Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) 

 

Fleeing, or Attempting to Flee, Domestic Violence, Dating Violence, Sexual 

Violence, Sexual assault, Stalking or Human Trafficking 
The 2019 PIT count identified 140 unsheltered adult and 94 sheltered adult survivors of 

domestic violence in the Central Service Planning Area of Orange County. Providers of 

services to survivors of domestic violence indicate the number of individuals in need of 

shelter is likely undercounted as isolation and physical distancing mandates during the 

Coronavirus pandemic resulted in increased domestic violence concerns while limiting 

potential flight from unsafe living situations. Demographic information for this qualifying 

population is confidential. 
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OTHER POPULATIONS 
Other populations, as defined by HOME-ARP, include those who: 

1. Are currently housed and at risk of repeat homelessness; 

2. Have incomes below 30% AMI and are experiencing severe housing cost 
burden; and 

3. Otherwise meet the definition of at risk of homelessness and have incomes 
between 30% and 50% AMI. 

The Continuum of Care 2019 PIT narrative indicates that 402 or 40.81% of unsheltered 

individuals reported experiencing homelessness for the first time in the last 12 months.  

Therefore, almost 60% of the 985 unsheltered individuals surveyed had experienced 

homelessness previously and would be at a higher risk for repeat homelessness. 

The 2014-2018 HUD Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data table 

indicates that 3,585 renters in Costa Mesa are experiencing severe housing cost burden 

and 3,505 renters have incomes between 30% and 50% AMI and may be considered 

eligible under “other populations” if they otherwise meet the definition of at risk 

homelessness. 

Unmet Housing and Service Needs of Qualifying Populations  
 

The greatest unmet housing needs of qualifying populations are: 

 Permanent rental housing that is affordable to qualifying and other populations; 

and 

 Permanent supportive rental housing that coordinates specialized services with 

housing that is affordable to qualifying and other populations. 

 

The greatest unmet service needs of qualifying populations, including sheltered and 

unsheltered homeless populations, currently housed populations at risk of 

homelessness, other families requiring services or assistance to prevent homelessness, 

and those at greatest risk of housing instability or in unstable housing situations are:   

 Mental health treatment 

 Substance abuse treatment 

 Transportation 

 Legal Services 

 Employment assistance and job training 

 Life skills 

 Case management 

 Outpatient health services 

 Outreach services 
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 Credit repair 

 Landlord-tenant liaison services 

 Housing search and counseling assistance 

 Services for special populations 

 Financial assistance to secure stable housing, such as rental application fees, 

security and utility deposits, and first month’s rent 

 

Current Resources Available to Assist Qualifying Populations 

 
As outlined in the 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan, the City has a well-developed strategy 

to address homelessness in the community.  This strategy includes outreach and 

assessment services for homeless and chronic homeless individuals. These programs 

will help households, especially extremely low-income households, maximize the 

amount of income they have available for housing.  Program staff will attempt to link 

individuals to appropriate housing, support services, and public assistance programs 

(e.g., VA benefits, SSI).  To undertake this effort, the City partners with local nonprofit 

service providers and community-based volunteers.  Based on assessments, individuals 

or households are referred to appropriate housing/service providers.  City staff will 

coordinate the delivery of services and housing with providers to reduce the number of 

homeless individuals in the community.  Both HUD and City funds will be used to carry 

out these activities, including emergency shelter and rapid rehousing. 

Emergency Shelters 

According to the 2021 Orange County Housing Inventory Count (HIC), the following 

emergency shelters are available to assist qualifying populations in the City of Costa 

Mesa: 

 

The City of Costa Mesa opened an emergency Bridge Shelter at a temporary location in 

April 2019 with 50 beds, while constructing a permanent shelter location with 70 beds, 

which opened in April 2021. The permanent Bridge Shelter was built in coordination with 

the neighboring City of Newport Beach who made a one-time payment of $1.4 million in 

capital costs as well as $200,000 in furniture, fixtures, and equipment for the site. 

Additionally, Newport Beach will provide $1 million annually for 20 set-aside beds. The 

Bridge Shelter assists persons experiencing homelessness with temporary housing 

along with a variety of programs including: Collaborative Case Management; Housing 
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Related Support Services (including Coordinated Entry System housing assignments; 

Housing Search Assistance (linking clients to rental assistance programs and other 

general housing services); Legal Services; Basic Needs (including food, clothing, and 

housing/emergency services); Social Services; and Transportation. The permanent 

Bridge Shelter publishes bi-weekly reports in which they regularly assist approximately 

60 to 110+ persons over a two-week span.  

Supportive Services 

The City recognizes that certain segments of the population require additional 

assistance to secure decent housing and supportive services. Special needs groups in 

Costa Mesa include: seniors, persons with disabilities (including developmental 

disabilities), persons at-risk of experiencing or experiencing homelessness, and low-

income families (including large households and female-headed households). Through 

the annual action plan process for the CDBG program, the City evaluates the needs of 

various special needs groups and allocates CDBG Public Service dollars accordingly. 

The City will continue to expend available CDBG funds in a manner that addresses local 

needs and augments the regional continuum of care system in Orange County. 

Approximately $1,000,000 in General Fund and Housing Authority (former 

Redevelopment Agency) resources will be allocated to provide direct outreach services 

for chronic and situational homeless.  Services include engagement, assessment, and 

linkages to appropriate services and housing.  City-paid social workers and community 

volunteers will provide services.   

Rental Housing Assistance 

The City continues to participate in the Orange County Housing Authority’s (OCHA) 

Housing Choice Vouchers program to provide rent subsidies to very low-income 

households provided funding is available. Costa Mesa does not own or manage public 

housing. It is anticipated that OCHA will continue to provide rental assistance to 

approximately 591 Costa Mesa renter households (265 disabled persons, 401 elderly 

persons, 49 families, 74 homeless at admission and 32 veterans). 89 people are 

currently on the waitlist. 

The City also began offering a Tenant Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) program in 

2021. This program assists low-income residents with short-term rental assistance to 

make renting affordable. The program focus is on families with children at risk of 

homelessness or exiting temporary or bridge shelter housing. The City will continue to 

evaluate and offer rental housing assistance programs based on the availability of 

funding.  
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CDBG and CDBG-CV funding is allocated for rapid rehousing, homelessness 

prevention and support services.  Rapid rehousing is a "housing first" program model 

that places a household experiencing homelessness directly into an affordable housing 

unit and provides appropriate supportive services to establish housing stability.  

Gaps within the Current Shelter and Housing Inventory and Service Delivery 

System 
 

Shelter Gap 

According to the 2019 Orange County Point-In-Time count, there were 193 individuals 

experiencing homelessness in the City of Costa Mesa. As a result, the City opened up a 

temporary shelter with 50 beds available. In 2021, the City closed its temporary shelter 

and opened its 72 bed permanent Bridge Shelter in the City of Costa Mesa. The 

resulting gap as illustrated in Table 4 is an estimated need for 181 additional shelter 

beds. However, on the night of the Point In Time count, 211 Emergency Shelter and 

Transitional Housing beds remained vacant in Orange County’s Central SPA, which 

points to possible gaps in the service delivery system. 

Tenant-Based Rental Assistance Gap 

The City of Costa Mesa provided $300,000 in HOME funds for a TBRA program in 

2021. As of the current date, approximately 9% of the funds have provided assistance 

to three Costa Mesa families. The City continues to participate in the Orange County 

Housing Authority’s (OCHA) Housing Choice Vouchers program to provide rent 

subsidies to very low-income households provided funding is available. Costa Mesa 

does not own or manage public housing. It is anticipated that OCHA will continue to 

provide rental assistance to approximately 591 Costa Mesa renter households (265 

disabled persons, 401 elderly persons, 49 families, 74 homeless at admission and 32 

veterans). 89 people are currently on the waitlist.  

Consultation feedback and information available about the vacancy rate in the City of 

Costa Mesa (2.8% according to the 2020 ACS), points to a more profound gap in the 

available rental units than the availability of tenant based rental assistance.  

Affordable and Permanent Supportive Rental Housing Gap 

As identified in Table 5 in this document, there is a need for 10,915 affordable units in 

the City of Costa Mesa, and only 1,290 units that meet this description.  Of the 10,915 

that are needed, 5,310 units are needed for households with incomes at or below 30% 

of the Orange County Area Median Income (AMI) and 4,315 units are need for 

households with incomes between 30% and 50% AMI. 
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Of the 89 people currently on the waitlist for Housing Choice Vouchers through the 

Orange County Housing Authority (OCHA), there are 30 disabled persons, 34 elderly 

persons and 16 currently homeless. These populations have a higher success rate in 

maintaining housing with supportive services.  According to The Corporation for 

Supportive Housing (CSH) www.csh.org, the State of California needs approximately 

30,000 permanent supportive housing units to resolve chronic homelessness.  If you 

divide that number by the total population of California and then multiply it by the 

population of Costa Mesa, the gap for permanent supportive housing in Costa Mesa 

equals 845 units. 

Service Delivery System Gap 

Consultation with organizations having experience with providing services to the 

qualifying populations revealed service delivery system gaps including case 

management, connecting individuals with employment opportunities with sufficient 

income to afford housing, lack of transportation, move-in assistance, and mental health 

and substance abuse treatment availability. Service providers also identified that there 

was a lack of availability of funding for capacity building for their organizations. 

Characteristics of Housing Associated with Instability and an Increased Risk 

of Homelessness 
 

At Greatest Risk of Housing Instability is defined as household who meets either 

paragraph below: 

Has annual income that is less than or equal to 30% of the area median income, as 

determined by HUD and is experiencing severe cost burden (i.e., is paying more than 

50% of monthly household income toward housing costs); 

Has annual income that is less than or equal to 50% of the area median income, as 

determined by HUD AND meets one of the following conditions from paragraph iii of the 

“At risk of homelessness” definition established at 24 CFR 91.5 

 Has moved because of economic reasons two or more times during the 60 days 

immediately preceding the application for homelessness prevention assistance 

 Is living in the home of another because of economic hardship 

 Has been notified in writing that their right to occupy their current housing or 

living situation will be terminated within 21 days after the date of application for 

assistance 

 Lives in a hotel or motel and the cost of the hotel or motel stay is not paid by 

charitable organizations or by Federal, State or local government programs for 

low-income individuals 
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 Lives in a single-room occupancy or efficiency apartment unit in which there 

reside more than two persons or lives in a larger housing unit in which there 

reside more than 1.5 persons per room, as defined by the U.S. Census Bureau 

 Is exiting a publicly funded institution, or system of care (such as a health-care 

facility, a mental health facility, foster care or other youth facility, or correction 

program or institution); or 

 Otherwise lives in housing that has characteristics associated with instability and 

an increased risk of homelessness, as identified in the recipient’s approved 

consolidated plan 

 

Priority Needs for Qualifying Populations 
 

The analysis of the 2019 Point in Time count, CHAS data, ACS data, and consultation with 

various agencies identified the priority needs for qualifying populations in Costa Mesa as:  

 Development of affordable housing, including permanent supportive housing; and  

 Housing-related supportive services for qualifying populations 

How the level of need and gaps in its shelter and housing inventory and 

service delivery systems were determined 
 

The City of Costa Mesa analyzed several data sources to determine the needs and 

gaps in the shelter and housing inventory and service delivery systems.  First, city-level 

data was gleaned from the 2019 Orange County Point in Time Count and then the 

2014-2018 American Community Survey (ACS) and the 2014-2018 Comprehensive 

Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS). The Costa Mesa 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan, 

Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA), 2022 Costa Mesa Housing Element and 

2020-2024 Orange County Analysis of Impediments were also reviewed for data to 

contribute to the needs assessment and gaps analysis for the HOME-ARP Allocation 

Plan. 

Current services provided by the City of Costa Mesa and in collaboration with the 

County of Orange (OCHA) for the qualifying populations were analyzed and feedback 

obtained from a virtual meeting, in-person meeting, public hearing and comment period, 

and completed surveys all were included in the analysis to determine the level of need 

and gaps in shelter and housing inventory and service delivery systems in Costa Mesa. 
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PROPOSED HOME-ARP ACTIVITIES 

Method for Soliciting Applications for Funding and/or Selecting Developers, 

Service Providers, Subrecipients and/or Contractors 
 

The City of Costa Mesa (City) will be soliciting applications for funding and/or selecting 

developers, service providers, subrecipients and/or contractors by issuing a Request for 

Proposals (RFP) for the development and support of affordable housing and/or the 

provision of supportive services, either as a separate activity or in combination with 

other HOME-ARP activities. 

The Request for Proposals will be announced through notices to the following parties: 

 Current and past CDBG Subrecipients 

 Interested Developers and Nonprofit Organizations  

 2-1-1 OC 

 Public Notice in the local Newspaper 

 Published on www.Planetbids.com 
 

A qualified developer, service provider, subrecipient and/or contractor (Applicant) shall 

complete and submit the Proposal for HOME-ARP funds and prepare all required 

attachments and exhibits. After the deadline for the RFP, the Development Services 

staff shall review the proposal(s) to determine that the minimum program and RFP 

requirements are met (minimum threshold review) and the proposal(s) is eligible under 

HUD CPD Notice 21-10. Proposals that do not meet the minimum threshold review will 

be considered non-responsive. If the proposal(s) meets the minimum threshold review, 

Development Services and Homeless Services staff will form a Review Panel.  

Using scoring and selection criteria provided in the RFP, the Review Panel shall 

determine whether the proposal(s) is recommended for approval. 

Before any HOME-ARP funds are committed to an affordable housing project, the 

project will be evaluated to determine the amount of HOME-ARP capital subsidy and 

operating cost assistance necessary to provide quality affordable housing that meets 

the requirements of HUD CDP Notice 21-10 and is financially viable throughout the 

minimum 15-year HOME-ARP compliance period. 

The City will not restrict the eligibility/availability of proposals that may be submitted to 

the City under the RFP that will be issued to solicit applications for funding and/or 

selecting developers, service providers, subrecipients and/or contractors for the use of 

HOME-ARP program funds. The City cannot anticipate if proposals will be submitted for 

eligible projects under Supportive Services or for the Development of Affordable Rental 

451



 

 

Housing category because the solicitation is going to be available for either type of 

project. The City also does not want to limit the possibility of proposals for either eligible 

activity. Therefore, HOME-ARP funds may be allocated to either Supportive Services 

and/or Development of Affordable Rental Housing based on proposals that the City 

receives in response to the RFP solicitation process. After the City has selected a 

proposal(s), the City will adjust the amount of funding allocated in either category, not to 

exceed to total HOME-ARP allocation or an amount that would trigger a substantial 

amendment per the City’s Citizen Participation Plan or the HUD CDP 21-10 Notice. 

Use of HOME-ARP Funding: 

 
Eligible Activities 

Funding Amount Percent of the 
Grant 

Statutory Limit 

Acquisition and Development of Non-
Congregate Shelters 

$   

Tenant Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) $   

Development of Affordable Rental Housing $   544,231   

Supportive Services $ 1,000,000   

Non-Profit Operating $ % 5% 

Non-Profit Capacity Building $ % 5% 

Administration and Planning $  272,511 % 15% 

Total HOME-ARP Allocation $1,816,742   
Table 6 – Use of HOME-ARP Funding 

 

The City of Costa will not directly administer HOME-ARP activities beyond program 

administration and planning and no subrecipients or contractors are responsible for 

program administration and planning on behalf of the City. 

Rationale for Uses of HOME-ARP Funding 
 

The vacancy rate of rental units in the City of Costa Mesa according to the 2018 ACS is 

2.8%. The actual vacancy rate in 2022 has been suggested to be closer to 1.8%. The 

number of units available, the high cost of rent and the volume of cost burdened and 

severely cost burdened renters is a prime indicator for the use of HOME-ARP funds for 

the development of affordable rental housing.  

The City's homeless strategy is based on the proposition that it is less expensive and 

disruptive for a household to remain housed in their existing home than to be rehoused.  

To this end, the City’s focuses its resources on agencies that provide various safety-net 

services to prevent households from becoming homeless.  Although the City already 

supports programs that provide supportive services to the HOME-ARP qualifying 

populations, the gap and needs analysis provided in this document reveal the need for 

additional support services to increase the opportunity and stability for low-income 

individuals to obtain and maintain housing. 
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HOME-ARP PRODUCTION HOUSING GOALS 

Affordable Rental Housing Production Estimate and Goals 
 

The estimated number of affordable rental housing units that will be produced or 

supported with the City’s HOME-ARP allocation cannot be calculated until after the RFP 

process is completed. The number will depend on the number of proposed projects 

received and the required funding to complete any or all of those projects. It will also 

depend on the type of proposals received since our request will be for both Affordable 

Housing projects as well as Supportive Services projects. 

California’s Regional Housing Needs assessment (RHNA) is the basis for determining 

future housing need by income category, within the state and is based on growth in 

population, households, and employment. The City of Costa Mesa’s RHNA allocation is 

divided among four income categories which are benchmarked on the County of 

Orange’s median income for a family of four.  Costa Mesa’s RHNA Allocation for the 

2021-2029 Planning Period for Very Low Income 0-50% MFI is 2,919 units and Low 

Income 51-80% MFI 1,794 units. The City’s goal is to make as much progress toward 

the City’s RHNA requirement as possible with the HOME-ARP funding that is available. 

PREFERENCES 

The City does not intend to give preference to one or more qualifying populations or a 

subpopulation within one or more qualifying populations for any eligible activity or 

project. 

HOME-ARP REFINANCING GUIDELINES 

The City of Costa Mesa will not utilize HOME-ARP funds for refinancing of properties 

that may be rehabilitated with HOME-ARP funds. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment 1: Public Hearing and Comment Period Public Notice  

HUD Certifications and SF-424 
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CITY OF COSTA MESA 

HOME-ARP ALLOCATION PLAN 

FY2021 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
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CITY OF COSTA MESA 

HOME-ARP ALLOCATION PLAN 

FY2021 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT 

CERTIFICATIONS AND 424 FORMS 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

PUBLIC NOTICE 
NOTICE OF 15-DAY PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND PUBLIC HEARING TO BE HELD BY  

THE CITY OF COSTA MESA REGARDING SUBMISSION OF THE  
HOME-AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN (ARP) ALLOCATION PLAN, 

A SUBSTANTIAL AMENDMENT TO THE 2021-2022 ANNUAL ACTION PLAN 
 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Costa Mesa City Council will hold a public comment period 
and public hearing for the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual 
Action Plan, in compliance with federal regulations (24 CFR 91). 
On March 11, 2021, the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 (ARP) was signed into law and allocated federal 
ARP funds to local cities through the HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME). As a recipient of 
HOME funds, the City of Costa Mesa is eligible to receive a HOME-ARP allocation in the amount of 
$1,816,742. To receive its HOME-ARP funds, the City must develop a HOME-ARP Allocation Plan and 
submit a HOME-ARP Allocation Plan to HUD as a substantial amendment to the City’s previously approved 
Fiscal Year 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan. The HOME-ARP Allocation Plan describes how the City intends 
to distribute HOME-ARP funds to address the needs of qualifying populations. The City has prepared a 
HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial Amendment to its 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan, which is now 
available for public review. The Allocation Plan proposes the use of HOME-ARP funds for the following: 
Proposed HOME-ARP Activity 

 Supportive Services for persons at-risk and/or experiencing homelessness  

 Development of Affordable Housing  

 Program administration 
 
15-Day Public Comment Period 
The City is required to make a draft of the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan available for public review for 15 
days. The required 15-day public comment period will begin April 18, 2022 and end at 12 PM on May 3, 
2022. The draft HOME-ARP Allocation Plan is available for public review at the public counter at Costa 
Mesa City Hall 2nd Floor – 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA. City Hall is open Monday through Thursday and 
alternating Fridays, 8 AM to 5 PM. The draft is also posted on the City’s website: 
https://www.costamesaca.gov/city-hall/city-departments/development-services/housing-and-community-
development. Written comments regarding the Allocation Plan must be submitted to the attention of Mikelle 
Daily at Costa Mesa City Hall, 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, CA 92626 or by email to HCD@costamesaca.gov. 
All written comments must be received by the City no later than 12 PM May 3, 2022. 
 
Public Hearing 
The City is required to hold a public hearing regarding the HOME-ARP Allocation Plan, a Substantial 
Amendment to the 2021-2022 Annual Action Plan. NOTICE IS GIVEN that the Costa Mesa City Council 
will hold a public hearing at its regular meeting on Tuesday, May 3, 2022, at 7:00 PM or as soon as possible 
thereafter, at Costa Mesa City Hall, 77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, California. 
 
Public Comments: 
Members of the public wishing to participate in the meeting may find instructions to participate on the 
agenda. Members of the public may also submit written comments via email to the City Clerk at 
cityclerk@costamesaca.gov and they will be provided to the City Council, made available to the public, and 
will be part of the meeting record. Any written communications, photos or other materials for copying and 
distribution to the City Council that are 10 pages or less, can be emailed to the cityclerk@costamesaca.gov, 
submitted to the City Clerk’s Office on a flash drive, or mailed to the City/Clerk’s Office. Kindly submit 
materials to the City Clerk AS EARLY AS POSSIBLE, BUT NO LATER THAN 12:00PM on the day of the 
hearing, May 3, 2022. All materials, pictures, PowerPoints, and videos submitted for display at a public 
meeting must be previously reviewed by staff to verify appropriateness for general audiences. No links to 
YouTube videos or other streaming services will be accepted, a direct video file will need to be emailed to 
staff prior to each meeting in order to minimize complications and to play the video without delay. The video 
must be one of the following formats, .mp4, .mov, or .wmv. Only one file may be included per speaker for 
public comments. Please note that materials submitted by the public that are deemed appropriate for 
general audiences will not be redacted in any way and will be posted online as submitted, including any 
personal contact information. For further assistance, contact the City Clerk’s Office at (714)754-5225. The 
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City Council agenda and related documents may also be viewed on the City’s website at 
http://costamesaca.gov/.  72 hours prior to the public hearing date. IF THE AFOREMENTIONED ACTION 
IS CHALLENGED IN COURT, the challenge may be limited to only those issues raised at the public hearing 
described in the notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the City Council at, or prior to, the public 
hearing. 
Brenda Green, City Clerk, City of Costa Mesa 
Publish: April 17, 2022 
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Orange County – 12   Costa Mesa - 8 
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No – 5    

Unknown – 2 

Drug addicts – 1 

BIPOC communities – 1  

Hispanic/Spanish Population - 6 
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“We need permanent supportive housing.” 

“Please consider more housing support – it’s not enough to have more shelter beds 

without housing. More shelter beds = more bottleneck in the system without permanent 

housing. Additionally, support of services in housing that promote economic mobility 

and flow through housing can ensure we can serve more families.” 

“Get as many people involved as possible. Make sure that all are involved as more than 

just the available Home-Arp funds will be needed.” 

“Costa Mesa has a great Network of businesses, City, Nonprofits who work in 

collaboration to help end homelessness. The big challenge is the lack of affordable 

units, robust mental health support and affordable addition, detox and recovery units.” 

“Mental Health law changes around mandatory 30 or 60 day hold must change to help 

those that cannot see they need help and medication.” 

“I will be reaching out to city hall tomorrow, I am in desperate need of assistance. I was 

unrightfully terminated for a job that I was employed with for 9 days, and I feel I was 

discriminated due to my disability. I applied for unemployment and I was denied benefits 

because my previous employer said that I quit voluntarily and has misconduct. I filed an 

appeal and mailed submitted numerous documents to the Appeal Board, but I have not 

heard anything back from EDD. I have not been able to cover my portion of rent and 

owe almost $10,000. The leasing office helped me apply for the CA Covid Rent Relief in 

Febuary, and I call them twice a week and they are stating that my claim is expidited but 

I have not gotten any response back from my case manager. I am now recieving food 

stamps and have almost gone through all of my savings over the past three months. I 

desprately need your help to obtain rental assistance because I am newly diagnosed 

with bi-polar disorder and this situation is causing me major distress. I look forward to 

talking with you.” 
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City of Costa Mesa

Agenda Report

77 Fair Drive
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

File #: 22-639 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

TITLE:

RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING PROGRAM

DEPARTMENT: PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT/ TRANSPORTATION
SERVICES DIVISION

PRESENTED BY: RAJA SETHURAMAN, PUBLIC SERVICES DIRECTOR

CONTACT INFORMATION: JENNIFER ROSALES, TRANSPORTATION SERVICES
MANAGER (714) 754-5343

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Approve revised Residential Permit Parking program guidelines and policies.

2. Approve an annual residential parking permit fee with an escalating rate structure and
discount for qualifying low-income residents.

3. Authorize staff and the City Attorney to initiate amendments to the Costa Mesa Municipal
Code (CMMC) incorporating proposed changes to the Residential Permit Parking program and
return to City Council for approval through the Public Hearing process.

BACKGROUND:

The most recent guidelines for the City of Costa Mesa’s Residential Permit Parking program (RPP)
were adopted in January 2016 (Attachment 2). The purpose of the RPP program is to help relieve
parking congestion on public streets adjacent to impacted residential areas by vehicles unrelated to
the neighborhood.

Key components of the existing Residential Permit Parking program include:
• Considered only in R-1 zones on a street by street basis;
• Eligible household is defined as a single family or multi-family residence along the designated

permit parking street as well as single family residence located in a mixed-use neighborhood
located within 250 feet of a permit parking street;

• Parking survey that identifies neighborhood parking demand of 70 percent or more of all
available parking is considered significant;

• Petition signed by a majority of households is required for installation or removal of the
program;

• Up to three (3) permits per household; and
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• One hundred (100) guest parking permits per household issued per year.

In recent years, the parking demands from single-family residential, multi-family residential, and
commercial parking shortages have caused significant parking impacts on other adjacent residential
neighborhoods where residents are unable to park on streets adjacent to their homes. The City has
received significant feedback from both residents and business owners related to limited parking on
public streets.

Several factors have contributed to the increase of significant parking impacts including a growing
number of vehicles per household, older neighborhoods originally designed for a lower parking
demand, insufficient parking within multi-family communities, and the use of garages for storage. In
addition, when a single-family street becomes a newly designated residential permit parking street,
vehicles utilizing this street for parking are displaced and moved to other nearby streets. Often,
streets designated with residential permit parking become much less utilized since residents not
living on that street are displaced and are then required to find parking elsewhere resulting in a new
set of parking challenges in adjacent neighborhoods. This sequence of events creates unintended
cascading impacts on surrounding streets.

A Professional Services Agreement with Dixon Resources Unlimited for the Citywide Parking Study of
the Residential Permit Parking program was approved by the City Council on January 21, 2020 to
identify viable solutions including both short-term and long-term solutions to parking impacted
neighborhoods.  The study objectives include:

· Actively engage stakeholders;

· Holistically understand parking challenges;

· Evaluate the Residential Permit Parking program; and

· Develop recommendations that will have an immediate as well as long-term impact on the
City’s parking operations.

The scope of work included extensive stakeholder input, a parking analysis of existing and future
parking conditions, alternative parking management strategies and an implementation plan. In April
2020, the project was put on hold and defunded due to financial impacts from the COVID-19
pandemic. In the City’s approved Capital Improvement Project fund for fiscal year (FY) 20-21, the
project funding was restored. The Citywide Parking Study project was reinitiated with Dixon
Resources Unlimited in October 2020 when students returned to campus for in-person learning and
traffic patterns returned to more typical levels.

ANALYSIS:

The Citywide Parking Study includes a review of existing conditions, current parking policies,
extensive data collection and analysis, and community outreach. The on-street parking data
collection was conducted in the residential areas of City Council Districts 4 and 5 and approximately
650 blocks were observed consisting of a total inventory of 10,531 spaces. Data collection occurred
over two days in October 2020 including weekday and weekend to compare occupancy and turnover
rates.

An online Citywide Residential Parking Survey was conducted from March 13, 2021 to April 18, 2021.
The purpose of the survey was to gather initial feedback about residential on-street parking including
existing policies and programs. The survey was available online with English and Spanish language
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existing policies and programs. The survey was available online with English and Spanish language
options. The City received 356 total responses and four percent took the survey in Spanish.

The City hosted four virtual community outreach meetings to provide information about the project
and to solicit feedback from residents. The presentation slides were offered in both English and
Spanish, and a Spanish translator was present during the meetings.

The community outreach meetings were held on the following dates:

· March 15, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.

· March 31, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.

· June 30, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.

· September 28, 2021 at 6:00 p.m.

Over 100 residents participated in the community outreach meetings. Results from the surveys and
data collection are included in Attachment 3.

Several recommendations were developed taking into consideration the data collection results,
community outreach feedback, residential parking survey, industry best practices, and the 2016
California State Attorney General opinion. These recommendations are meant to address the current
and long-term residential parking and mobility challenges in Costa Mesa. Initial steps recommended
for the RPP program will provide immediate parking management benefits and establish the basis for
future improvements. The guiding principles employed in the development of the City’s RPP program
include:

· Equitable access: Develop equitable programs that appropriately balance the parking needs
of all residents, businesses, and visitors, while enabling the on-street parking supply to serve
the community fairly, and enhance access for all.

· Sustainable solutions: Implement financially sustainable strategies that modernize and
streamline parking program management.

· Efficient program management: Create an efficient and adaptable parking system that is
optimized for the City’s current needs, but can be incrementally updated and adjusted over
time.

The following are goals and priorities identified for the parking program:

· Align the RPP program with the Attorney General’s opinion and develop an equitable solution
that serves the needs of all Costa Mesa residents. The 2016 California Attorney General’s
opinion (#14-304), states “In issuing long-term residential parking permits, local
authorities may not distinguish among residents based on the type of dwelling in which
they live.”

· Improve parking demand management. This includes addressing local neighborhood parking
challenges and the parking demand generated by commercial areas.

· Improve mobility and promote alternative transportation options. Promoting alternatives to
driving alone can lower parking demand, reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT), and is better for
the environment.

· Address spillover impacts and optimize on-street parking supply utilization. There is often an
imbalanced distribution of parking demand due to spillover parking impacts from permit
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imbalanced distribution of parking demand due to spillover parking impacts from permit
parking restrictions.

· Streamline and modernize the RPP program. This includes utilizing technology to automate
and enhance permit applications, approval process and enforcement of permit parking.

Several recommendation options and strategies were developed for the RPP program. These
include:

· Implementation of a revised RPP program.

· Future RPP permit zones limited to external parking impacts: residents near commercial
areas, OC Fair, and near City boundaries.

· Changes to permit eligibility and permit maximums.

· Annual RPP permit fee and low cost options.

· Implementation of an automated permit management system.

· Implementation of mobile license plate recognition cameras, and transition to virtually
managed permits.

· Ongoing enforcement staffing adjustments based on data.

· Branding and marketing.

· Longer term shared parking agreements.

· Promote and enhance alternative transportation modes for walking and biking.

Feedback from residents regarding proposed recommendation options was obtained during the
fourth community outreach meeting held on September 28, 2021. Over 40 community members
attended this meeting via zoom. Several residents expressed support for implementing a residential
parking permit fee and in favor of keeping a residential permit parking program. Residents on existing
residential permit parking streets inquired about potential needs for re-applying and about any
renewal priorities. Other topics discussed included virtual permits, parking enforcement, shared
parking opportunities, utilization of off-street parking, and increasing housing density.

Based on the public input received at the fourth community outreach meeting, a proposed phased
renewal process is recommended for existing residential permit parking streets and application for
potential new streets into the program. The existing residential permit parking streets with and
without existing external parking impacts, which include commercial businesses, entertainment and
event facilities, and educational institutions are shown in Attachment 4.

Proposed recommendations for the RPP program were presented to the City Council in a study
session on November 9, 2021. Based on City Council direction, staff is recommending approval of
revised RPP Program Guidelines (Attachment 1) and approval of recommendations for implementing
the proposed Residential Parking Action Plan. The proposed Residential Parking Action Plan is
provided in Attachment 5.

The revised RPP Program Guidelines (Attachment 1) for consideration include the following key
components:

· Revised permit eligibility to include Costa Mesa residents of all housing types in compliance
with the 2016 California Attorney General’s opinion and remove the limitation of the program to
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only single family, R-1 zones.

· Establish RPP eligibility zones only in areas experiencing external parking demand, which
includes impacts from commercial areas, neighboring cities, the Orange County Fairgrounds,
schools, and recreational facilities.

· Establish a neighborhood permit zone system with a minimum of 2,000 feet (both sides of the
street included) which is about four blocks instead of on a street-by-street basis.

· Continue to require a petition for new permit zones with support from majority of households
(minimum 51 percent) to form a new zone.

· For petitions in rental complexes, the residents, property managers, and property owners will
participate in the petition survey. If the units in a multi-family property are individually owned,
each owner would be included in the petitioning.

· Continue 70% parking occupancy threshold of all available on-street parking and visible off-
street parking for consideration of new permit zones.

· Implement an annual permit fee structure with an escalating rate structure and low cost
permits for qualifying low income residents.

· Replace a maximum of three (3) permits per household limit, with one (1) permit per eligible
driver.

· Develop a phased renewal process for existing residential parking permit streets.

· Continue to require a petition for removal of residential permit parking restriction with a
minimum of 51 percent of more households support for such action.

· Continue to provide annual guest permits to eligible residents at a maximum of 100 guest
permits per year.

Currently, the City of Costa Mesa does not recover any of the costs associated with parking permits.
In order for the program to become financially sustainable, and for the City to make investments in
modernizing the program, an annual fee for residential parking permits is recommended. An
escalating permit rate structure is recommended starting at $25 annually for the first permit. For
households with multiple drivers, additional permits are recommended at a higher premium rate. The
rate structure is similar to the rates in neighboring Southern California cities.

A discounted rate option is recommended to qualifying low-income residents.

Page 5 of 8

471



File #: 22-639 Meeting Date: 5/3/2022

Staff recommends that residential parking permit fees be reviewed annually to determine whether the
City’s costs are being recovered and whether the cost structure is effective at discouraging excessive
permits. In addition, the cost of providing ongoing enforcement to provide enough consistency and
coverage to encourage compliance is recommended to be reviewed annually. These permit fees are
aimed to make the RPP program cost-neutral, covering only the administrative costs necessary for
the City to efficiently manage and enforce the program.

In order to implement many of the near term recommendations of the proposed Residential Parking
Action Plan, new technology investments are recommended to efficiently manage the new RPP
program, which includes an automated Permit Management System (PMS) and License Plate
Recognition (LPR) cameras. These systems will streamline the management and enforcement of the
RPP program.

The following are near-term recommendations to implement the proposed Residential Parking Action
Plan:

· Approve the proposed RPP program guidelines and policies.

· Approve an annual residential permit fee with escalating rate structure and discount for
qualifying low-income residents.

· Approve a Citywide Residential Parking Permit Program Implementation Project for inclusion
in the City’s Fiscal Year (FY) 22-23 Capital Improvement Project budget in the amount of
$220,000 which includes:

o Consulting services of Dixon Resources Unlimited to assist with the program
implementation.

o Purchase and development of an automated permit management system for the RPP
program.

o Purchase of License Plate Recognition (LPR) cameras for installation on two vehicles.
o Public outreach and education.
o Program branding and marketing materials.
o Signage.

The time frame estimated to complete the implementation steps outlined in the near-term
recommendations is six to nine (6-9) months from approval and funding.

After the implementation of the near-term recommendations for the RPP program, a phased renewal
process is recommended for existing residential permit parking streets and application for potential
new streets into the program.

Renewal Phase 1 (Estimated time frame of one to three (1-3) months after near-term
implementation): Existing RPP zones with external parking impacts and commercial parking impacts.
These include:

· Impacts from neighboring cities (Newport Beach, Santa Ana, and Huntington Beach).

· Orange County Fairgrounds.

· Commercial parking demand.
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· Schools and recreation facilities

Renewal Phase 2 (Estimated time frame of 6-12 months after near-term implementation): Existing
RPP zones with only residential parking demand (without external impacts) will be evaluated for
renewal based on the following criteria:

· Zones must confirm their interest in participating in the RPP program by providing a petition
signed by 51% of residents.

· Existing zones will be required to re-apply for the RPP zone, and will be re-evaluated under
the new permit zone guidelines. The City will contact and notify these zones of the required
action.

· Existing zones that are required to re-apply, and do so within 6 months will be given re-
evaluation priority. If a zone has not re-applied after 6 months of notification, the zone will be
removed.

Existing RPP zones will not be enforced until 1) the zone is renewed, 2) residents have been notified
of the renewal, and 3) at least 50% of eligible households receive a permit under the new permit
guidelines. Regardless of the phase in which a zone is renewed, all RPP zone residents will be
required to meet the new eligible driver criteria and permits will be subject to the permit fee rate
structure.

ALTERNATIVES:

The City Council could consider other alternatives such as retaining the current program with
modifications to address the 2016 Attorney General opinion, elimination of residential permit parking
program, any other changes to proposed recommendations, or deferring funding for the
implementation project to a future fiscal year. Staff does not recommend retaining the current
program as it will continue to exacerbate the issues by pushing parking impacts to other
neighborhoods. Elimination of RPP program is not supported by several members of the community.

FISCAL REVIEW:

If funding is approved, the initial implementation cost for new Citywide Residential Permit Parking
program estimated at $220,000, will be included in the FY2022-23 Capital Improvement Program
Budget. Future operating costs of the program will be funded by fees collected through the new RPP
program.

LEGAL REVIEW:

The City Attorney’s Office has reviewed this report and approves it as to form. Modifications to the
Costa Mesa Municipal Code will be presented for City Council approval in the future.

CITY COUNCIL GOALS AND PRIORITIES:

This item supports the following City Council Goals:

· Achieve long-term fiscal sustainability.

· Strengthen the public’s safety and improve the quality of life.
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· Advance environmental sustainability and climate resiliency.

CONCLUSION:

Staff recommends the City Council:

1. Approve revised Residential Permit Parking program guidelines and policies.

2. Approve an annual residential parking permit fee with an escalating rate structure and discount for
qualifying low-income residents.

3. Authorize staff and the City Attorney to initiate amendments to the Costa Mesa Municipal Code
(CMMC) incorporating proposed changes to the Residential Permit Parking program and return to
City Council for approval through Public Hearing.
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ATTACHMENT 1 
 
 
 
Print on Transportation Letterhead 
 
 
April 19, 2022 
 
 

CITY COUNCIL GUIDELINES AND POLICIES FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
INSTALLATION OR REMOVAL OF RESIDENT ONLY PERMIT PARKING 

 
The City of Costa Mesa’s Resident Permit Parking (RPP) program was developed with the 
following guiding principles: 

 Equitable access: Develop equitable programs that appropriately balance the 
parking needs of all residents, businesses, and visitors, while enabling the on-street 
parking supply to serve the community fairly, and enhance access for all. 

 Sustainable solutions: Implement financially sustainable strategies that modernize 
and streamline parking program management. 

 Efficient program management: Create an efficient and adaptable parking system 
that is optimized for the City’s current needs, but can be incrementally updated and 
adjusted over time. 

 
The RPP program is aligned with the Attorney General’s opinion and develops an 
equitable solution that serves the needs of all Costa Mesa residents. The 2016 California 
Attorney General’s opinion (#14-304), states “In issuing long-term residential parking 
permits, local authorities may not distinguish among residents based on the type of 
dwelling in which they live.” 
 
Resident only permit parking will be limited to areas experiencing external parking demand 
which includes impacts from commercial areas, neighboring cities, the Orange County 
Fairgrounds, schools, and recreational facilities.  At the onset of this RPP program, a 
phased renewal process will be implemented for existing residential parking permit streets 
from the prior RPP program (prior to 2021). 
 
Requests for new RPP zones will be reviewed and evaluated by Transportation Services 
staff using the following guidelines and policies: 
 

 Permit eligibility includes Costa Mesa residents of all housing types in compliance 
with the 2016 California Attorney General’s opinion and removes the limitation of 
the program to only single family, R-1 zones.  

 RPP eligibility zones are limited to areas experiencing external parking demand 
which includes impacts from commercial areas, neighboring cities, the Orange 
County Fairgrounds, schools, and recreational facilities. 

 Requests for installation or removal of resident only permit parking shall be 
considered as a neighborhood permit zone system established with a minimum of 
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2,000 feet (both sides of the street included) which is about four blocks instead of 
on a street-by-street basis. 

 When considering requests to implement resident permit parking, the City will 
conduct parking occupancy surveys to determine the utilization of on-street parking.  
A 70% parking occupancy threshold of all available on-street parking and visible off-
street parking is required for consideration of new neighborhood permit zones. 

 A petition signed by a majority (51% or greater) of households is required to install 
or remove neighborhood permit zones for resident permit parking.  

o For petitions in rental complexes, the residents, property managers, and 
property owners will participate in the petition survey. If the units in a multi-
family property are individually owned, each owner would be included in the 
petitioning. 

 Only one signature per household will be considered. 

 Upon receipt of a valid (majority) petition for a neighborhood permit zone, the City 
will send notification of the resident only permit parking installation or removal 
request to all households in the affected neighborhood zone. 

 If the Transportation Services Manager approves the installation or removal of a 
neighborhood permit parking zone per these guidelines and policies, a 
recommendation will be forwarded to the City Council for final action. Once final 
action has been taken by the City Council, no further changes or requests for 
changes in resident permit parking for this neighborhood zone will be considered for 
a minimum period of one year.   

 Resident permit parking will be implemented in accordance with the provisions of 
the Costa Mesa Municipal Code summarized below: 

o Replace a maximum of three (3) permits per household limit, with up to one 
(1) resident parking permit per eligible driver based on verification of 
residence and vehicle registration.   

o Permits are non-transferable and strictly associated with the vehicle's license 
plate number. 

o Continue to provide a maximum of one hundred (100) guest parking permits 
per year to each eligible household. Each guest pass is for one-time use 
only. 

o Parking permits are valid only for the zone in which issued. 

o An annual resident permit parking fee structure with an escalating rate 
structure and low cost permits for qualifying low income residents will be 
implemented with the amount of annual permit fees subject to change 
annually. 

 
City Council Approved ______________________  
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Appendix A. On-street Data Collection Results. 
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1. Introduction  
Project Background 
Dixon Resources Unlimited  (DIXON) procured  the services of  IDAX Data Solutions  (IDAX)  to complete a data 
collection effort for the City of Costa Mesa (City), consisting of on‐street parking within select residential areas 
of City Council Districts 4 and 5. Approximately 634 block faces were observed, an inventory of 10,410 spaces.  

Data collection took place over two days in October 2020. Weekday data was collected during 8 AM, 12 PM, 4 
PM, and 8 PM observations on Tuesday, October 13th. Weekend data was collected during the same observation 
timeframes on Saturday, October 17th.  The two days were selected to allow for a comparison between weekday 
and weekend occupancy and turnover rates.  

The data collection dates were determined with  involvement  from  the City. The City  recognizes  that due  to 

COVID‐19 and  the shelter  in place order, the data may not reflect  the exact parking habits of pre‐pandemic 

times. It is estimated that the daytime parking occupancy and average stay duration were higher than typical 

times due  to  an  increase  in  remote work  resulting  from workplace  closures. However,  at  this  stage  in  the 

pandemic,  schools  had  recently  reopened  and welcomed  students  on  campus  for  in‐person  learning.  The 

Newport‐Mesa Unified School District in Costa Mesa divided students into AM/PM cohorts that were receiving 

half‐day in‐person instruction on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, and Friday.  

Data Types 

Occupancy Data 
A key objective of the data collection was to determine the parking occupancy of the selected residential streets. 

Parking counts were conducted at each  location at 8 AM, 12 PM, 4 PM, and 8 PM. For each block or street 

segment, the occupancy rate was calculated by dividing the number of observed vehicles by the total parking 

space supply. 

The  parking  industry‐standard  for  parking  occupancy  rate  is  85%. Maintaining  at  least  a  15%  vacancy  rate 

ensures there is enough parking available for residents and their guests. The 85% occupancy rate can be a helpful 

threshold when evaluating parking management strategies or policy adjustments.   

Duration Data 
During the four collection periods, identifiable information was recorded for each vehicle. If the same license 

plate number was recorded only once, the vehicle was assigned a less than 4‐hour stay duration. If the same 

license plate was recorded during two, three, or four successive observations, the vehicle was assigned a 4‐8 

hour, 8‐12 hour, or over 12 hour stay duration, respectively. The  license plate  information was only used for 

data comparison purposes. 

The  vehicle  volume was  calculated  based  on  the  number  of  unique  vehicles  observed  each  day.  Turnover 

percentages for each study area were calculated by dividing the number of vehicles that turned over by the total 

volume of cars. The  turnover  rate  is an  important measure of  the  length of  time  that drivers utilize parking 

supply.  

Permit Data 
In addition to occupancy and duration data, vehicles displaying a residential parking permit were recorded and 

analyzed  separately. At  the  time  the data was  collected,  the  residential parking  restrictions were not being 

enforced  and  parking  on  the  permit  designated  streets  did  not  require  a  permit. However, many  vehicles 

continued to display a physical resident parking permit or guest pass. Of the 634 block faces observed, 61 had 

residential permit parking restrictions for a total inventory of 1,814 parking spaces.  
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2. Parking Data 
Weekday Collection  
Weekday data was collected during 8 AM, 12 PM, 4 PM, and 8 PM observations on Tuesday, October 13th, 2020.  

Occupancy Data 
Table 1 shows the number of cars parked during each observation round. Of the total 10,410 parking spaces 

observed, an average of 44% of spaces were occupied. Figure 1 below shows how parking occupancy fluctuated 

throughout the day, with the highest average occupancy observed during the 8:00 PM observation round.  

 

Table 1 Weekday Occupancy Data 

Weekday 

Observation Round  Vehicles Parked  Occupancy 

8:00 AM  4131  40% 

12:00 PM  3894  37% 

4:00 PM  4952  48% 

8:00 PM  5285  51% 

Average  4566  44% 

 

 

While the total average occupancy did not reach the 85% occupancy threshold, individual blocks did. Figure 2 

below  shows  how  average  occupancy  differed  by  block  face.  Red  segments  indicate  the  block’s  parking 

occupancy exceeded the 85% threshold. Streets with resident permit parking restrictions are indicated with the 

colored R symbol. The Appendices of this report  include additional heat maps and corresponding tables that 

provide the block‐by‐block occupancy for each observation round. 
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Figure 1 Weekday Occupancy 
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Duration Data 
During the weekday data collection, the average length of time a vehicle occupied a single space was 5.51 hours. 

Table 2 shows how many vehicles were parked for each duration interval. Figure 3 shows how the time interval 

volumes are distributed. Nearly half of all vehicles observed parked for 4 hours or less.  

Table 2 Weekday Duration Data 

Weekday  

Duration Interval  Number of Vehicles  Percent 

< 4 hours  4539  47.70% 

4 ‐ 8 hours  2633  27.67% 

8 ‐ 12 hours  983  10.33% 

> 12 hours  1361  14.30% 

 

Figure 2 Weekday Average Occupancy Heat Map 
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Figure 4 below is a parking duration heat map that shows the average stay by block face in < 4 hours, 4‐6 hours, 

7‐9 hours, and 10 + hour  intervals. The heat map  intervals were selected  to best demonstrate  the  range of 

results, and the darker colors indicate where vehicles were parked for longer periods. 
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Figure 3 Weekday Duration 

Figure 4 Weekday Average Duration Heat Map 
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Permit Data 
During the weekday data collection, the 61 streets with permit parking restrictions had an average occupancy 

of 15% throughout the day. This is significantly lower when compared to the average occupancy of all streets 

(44%), as seen in Figure 5.  

 

Table 3 Weekday Permit Street Occupancy Data 

  Permit Streets  Vehicles with a permit  Vehicles without a permit 

Observation Round 
Vehicles 
Parked  Occupancy 

Vehicles 
Parked  Occupancy 

Vehicles 
Parked  Occupancy 

8:00 AM  214  12%  153  8%  60  3% 

12:00 PM  160  9%  104  6%  55  3% 

4:00 PM  301  17%  212  12%  87  5% 

8:00 PM  444  24%  327  18%  111  6% 

Average  280  15%  199  11%  78  4% 

 

 

While residential parking restrictions were not being enforced and parking on permit designated streets did not 

require  a permit, many  vehicles  continued  to display a physical  resident parking permit or  guest pass. The 

average stay of a vehicle not displaying a parking permit (whether residential or guest) was just slightly shorter 

than the average stay of vehicles with a resident parking permit (3.57 hours vs. 3.91 hours) as shown in Table 4 

and Table 5. Table 5 shows the breakdown of parking duration by permit type.  

On the permit streets, 7 cars were found to be illegally parked (in a red zone, blocking a driveway, etc.), but 6 

were observed during only one observation round, and therefore assigned a parking interval of less than 4 hours. 

These potential violations may be useful for guiding enforcement coverage in the future.  

 

 

Figure 5 Weekday Permit Street Occupancy 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

8:00 AM 12:00 PM 4:00 PM 8:00 PM

All Streets Permit Streets

486



8 
 

Table 4 Weekday Permit Duration Data 

  Permit  No Permit  Illegally Parked 

Duration Interval 
Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

< 4 hours  344  45.44%  158  20.87%  6  0.79% 

4 ‐ 8 hours  133  17.57%  43  5.68%  0  0.00% 

8 ‐ 12 hours  25  3.30%  8  1.06%  0  0.00% 

12 + hours  28  3.70%  11  1.45%  1  0.13% 

Average Stay  3.91 hours   3.57 hours   3.43 hours 

 

Table 5 Weekday Permit Duration by Permit Type 

  Resident Permit  Guest Permit 

Duration Interval 
Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

< 4 hours  300  39.63%  44  5.81% 

4 ‐ 8 hours  114  15.06%  19  2.51% 

8 ‐ 12 hours  22  2.91%  3  0.40% 

12 + hours  25  3.30%  3  0.40% 

Average Stay   3.91 hours  3.88 hours  
 

Figure 6 below shows how the volume of vehicles parked for each duration interval is distributed, broken down 

by all permit streets, vehicles displaying a resident permit, and vehicles not displaying a permit. 

Figure 6 Weekday Permit Duration 
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Weekend Collection  
Weekend data was collected during 8 AM, 12 PM, 4 PM, and 8 PM observations on Saturday, October 17th, 2020.  

Occupancy Data 
Table 6 shows the number of cars parked during each observation round during the weekend data collection. 

Of the total 10,410 parking spaces observed, on average 54% of spaces were occupied. Figure 6 shows how 

parking occupancy only fluctuated slightly throughout the day. The highest average occupancy was observed 

during the 8:00 PM observation round, just like during the weekday data collection (56% and 51% respectively).  

 

Table 6 Weekend Occupancy Data 

Weekend Data Collection 

Observation Round  Vehicles Parked  Occupancy 

8:00 AM  5500  53% 

12:00 PM  5353  51% 

4:00 PM  5727  55% 

8:00 PM  5832  56% 

Average  5603  54% 

 

 

Figure 8 below shows the average occupancy by block face. Red segments indicate the block’s parking occupancy 

exceeded the 85% threshold. Streets with resident permit parking restrictions are indicated with the colored R 

symbol. Additional heat maps and corresponding  tables  that provide  the block‐by‐block occupancy  for each 

observation round are included in the Appendices of this report.  
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Figure 7 Weekend Occupancy 
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Duration Data 

During the weekend data collection, the average length of time a vehicle occupied a single parking space 
was 6.91 hours. This  is 1.4 hours  longer than the average weekday stay, which was 5.51 hours. Table 7 
shows the number of vehicles that were parked for each duration interval, and Figure 9 shows how that 
volume was distributed. 

Table 7 Weekend Duration Data 

  Weekend 

Duration Interval  Number of Vehicles  Percent 

< 4 hours  3758  38.77% 

4 ‐ 8 hours  2171  22.40% 

8 ‐ 12 hours  843  8.70% 

> 12 hours  2921  30.14% 

Figure 8 Weekend Average Occupancy Heat Map 
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Figure 10 below shows the average length of stay by block face in < 4 hours, 4‐6 hours, 7‐9 hours, and 10 + 

hour intervals. The heat map intervals were selected to best demonstrate the range of results. The colors tend 

to be darker compared to those in Figure 4, the Weekday Average Duration Heat Map, signaling that in many 

areas vehicles were parked for longer periods during the weekend than during the weekday. 
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Figure 9 Weekend Duration 

Figure 10 Weekend Average Duration Heat 
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Permit Data 
During the weekend data collection, the 61 streets with permit parking restrictions had an average occupancy 

of 25% throughout the day. This is significantly lower when compared to the average occupancy of all streets 

during the weekend collection, but higher in comparison to the permit streets during weekday collection (15% 

average occupancy).   

Table 8 Weekend Permit Street Occupancy Data 

  Permit Streets  Vehicles with a permit  Vehicles without a permit 

Observation Round 
Vehicles 
Parked  Occupancy 

Vehicles 
Parked  Occupancy 

Vehicles 
Parked  Occupancy 

8:00 AM  435  24%  312  17%  118  7% 

12:00 PM  410  23%  289  16%  118  7% 

4:00 PM  453  25%  323  18%  127  7% 

8:00 PM  488  27%  302  17%  178  10% 

Average  447  25%  307  17%  135  7% 

 

 

While residential parking restrictions were not being enforced and parking on permit designated streets did not 

require a permit, many vehicles continued to display a physical resident parking permit or guest pass. As shown 

in Table 9 and Table 10, during the weekend collection the average length of stay for vehicles not displaying a 

parking permit (whether residential or guest) was shorter than vehicles with a resident permit (4.29 hours vs. 

6.87 hours). Vehicles not displaying a permit increased their average duration on the weekend (4.29 hours vs. 

3.57 hours on the weekday) as well as vehicles displaying a resident permit (6.87 hours vs. 3.91 hours on the 

weekday). 163 vehicles with resident permits were found to have stayed for less than 4 hours, just slightly more 

than the number of vehicles found to have stayed for 12+ hours (142 vehicles). 17 vehicles were found to be 

illegally parked (in a red zone, blocking a driveway, etc.), up from 7 during the weekday observation.  

 

 

Figure 11 Weekend Permit Street Occupancy 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

8:00 AM 12:00 PM 4:00 PM 8:00 PM

All Streets Permit Streets

491



13 
 

Table 9 Weekend Permit Duration Data 

  Permit  No Permit  Illegally Parked 

Duration Interval 
Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

< 4 hours  204  23.29%  220  25.11%  15  1.71% 

4 ‐ 8 hours  110  12.56%  51  5.82%  2  0.23% 

8 ‐ 12 hours  56  6.39%  19  2.17%  0  0.00% 

12 + hours  159  18.15%  40  4.57%  0  0.00% 

Average Stay  6.68 hours   4.29 hours   2.47 hours 

Table 10 Weekend Permit Duration by Permit Type 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 12 below shows how the volume of vehicles parked for each duration interval is distributed, broken down 

by all permit streets, vehicles displaying a resident permit, and vehicles not displaying a permit. 

  

  Resident Permit  Guest Permit 

Duration Interval 
Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

Number of 
Vehicles  Percentage 

< 4 hours  163  18.61%  41  4.68% 

4 ‐ 8 hours  92  10.50%  18  2.05% 

8 ‐ 12 hours  47  5.37%  9  1.03% 

12 + hours  142  16.21%  17  1.94% 

Average Stay  6.87 hours  5.69 hours  

Figure 12 Weekend Permit Duration 
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3. Summary & Conclusions  

Figure 13 compares the average occupancy throughout the day during the weekday collection and the weekend 

collection.  The  61  block  segments  with  permit  restrictions  are  also  included,  showing  significantly  lower 

occupancy.   

 

Figure 14 shows how the distribution of time intervals fluctuated during the weekday collection and weekend 

collection. During both days, most vehicles were observed to be parked for less than 4 hours. Figure 15 shows 

how the permit restricted streets followed a similar curve.  
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Figure 13 Occupancy Comparison 
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Conclusions  

Weekday Highlights 

 The weekday average parking occupancy was 44%, with the highest average occupancy observed 

at 8:00 PM.  

 The average duration of a vehicle during the weekday data collection was 5.51 hours. 

 Nearly half of all vehicles parked for 4 hours or less during the weekday data collection.  

 The average stay of a vehicle not displaying a parking permit (whether residential or guest) was 

just slightly shorter than the average stay of vehicles with a resident parking permit (3.57 hours 

vs. 3.91 hours) during the weekday collection. 

Weekend Highlights 

 The weekend average parking occupancy was 54%, 10% higher than the weekday collection.  

 The weekend occupancy only fluctuated slightly throughout the day, the lowest average 

occupancy being 51% and the highest being 56%.  

 During the weekend data collection, the average length of time a vehicle occupied a single 

parking space was 6.91 hours. This average is 1.4 hours longer than the average weekday stay, 

which was 5.51 hours. 

 During the weekend collection, the average length of stay for vehicles not displaying a parking 

permit (whether residential or guest) was shorter than vehicles with a resident permit (4.29 

hours vs. 6.87 hours).  
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

American Ave                

American Pl‐American Ave‐State Ave         

E  25  48%  48%  48%  84% 

W  45  31%  27%  44%  64% 

Victoria St‐American Ave‐American Pl         

E  10  40%  40%  60%  80% 

W  8  38%  25%  38%  88% 

American Pl                

American Ave‐American Pl‐End         

N  7  100%  100%  100%  100% 

S  8  38%  75%  75%  75% 

Anaheim Ave                

Center St‐Anaheim Ave‐Plumer St         

E  13  31%  0%  8%  62% 

Park Dr‐Anaheim Ave‐Terminal Way         

E  14  93%  57%  43%  43% 

W  15  40%  40%  33%  73% 

Plumer St‐Anaheim Ave‐Center St    

W  10  20%  30%  20%  80% 

Terminal Way‐Anaheim Ave‐Superior Ave         

W  3  0%  33%  33%  33% 

W 18th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Center St         

E  33  82%  36%  36%  55% 

W  24  13%  13%  38%  54% 

W 18th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Park Dr         

E  9  56%  33%  33%  22% 

W  14  36%  21%  43%  57% 

W 19th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Plumer St         

E  3  33%  0%  33%  100% 

W 19th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Yorkshire St         

E  49  55%  49%  65%  61% 

W Bay St‐Anaheim Ave‐Yorkshire St         

E  12  50%  17%  67%  83% 

W  10  60%  50%  80%  70% 

Wilson St‐Anaheim Ave‐End         

E  18  11%  61%  61%  89% 

W  15  40%  40%  80%  80% 

Yorkshire St‐Anaheim Ave‐W 19th St         

W  50  34%  36%  78%  68% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Arbor St                

Continental Ave‐Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  11  27%  18%  9%  9% 

S  16  38%  25%  38%  38% 

Republic Ave‐Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  24  8%  0%  8%  8% 

S  18  33%  22%  17%  33% 

Whittier Ave‐Arbor St‐End         

N  9  56%  44%  33%  44% 

S  8  63%  38%  50%  50% 

Whittier Ave‐Arbor St‐Republic Ave         

N  21  14%  14%  10%  10% 

S  35  26%  6%  9%  9% 

Arnold Ave                

Cove St‐Arnold Ave‐Seal St         

E  6  100%  83%  50%  50% 

W  11  82%  82%  36%  36% 

Ross St‐Arnold Ave‐Surf St    

W  17  82%  76%  76%  71% 

Seal St‐Arnold Ave‐Ross St         

E  8  88%  75%  38%  38% 

W  10  70%  70%  50%  30% 

Surf St‐Arnold Ave‐Beach St         

E  8  75%  50%  88%  88% 

W  11  82%  91%  73%  73% 

Surf St‐Arnold Ave‐Ross St         

E  8  88%  75%  63%  88% 

Aviemore Terrace                

Gleneagles Terrace‐Aviemore Terrace‐
Valley Rd         

E  41  12%  7%  5%  12% 

W  33  30%  24%  21%  30% 

Avocado St                

Avalon St‐Avocado St‐Fairview Rd         

N  20  70%  60%  75%  80% 

S  27  22%  67%  85%  85% 

College Ave‐Avocado St‐Rutgers Dr         

N  41  88%  78%  90%  93% 

S  42  21%  69%  86%  86% 

508



Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Rutgers Dr‐Avocado St‐Avalon St         

N  15  87%  60%  73%  80% 

S  23  4%  52%  87%  78% 

Babcock St                

W 16th St‐Babcock St‐W 17th St         

W  21  81%  90%  52%  48% 

W 17th St‐Babcock St‐W 16th St         

E  23  61%  61%  39%  26% 

Balmoral Pl                

Sea Bluff Dr‐Balmoral Pl‐End         

E  6  33%  33%  33%  33% 

W  4  25%  25%  25%  25% 

Beach St                

Arnold Ave‐Beach St‐Meyer Pl         

N  18  83%  39%  72%  94% 

S  20  65%  35%  70%  85% 

Bernard St                

Charle St‐Bernard St‐Harbor Blvd    

S  12  8%  42%  67%  58% 

Charle St‐Bernard St‐Maple Ave         

S  12  17%  42%  25%  25% 

Charle Street‐Bernard St‐Maple Ave         

N  11  55%  45%  64%  73% 

Harbor Blvd‐Bernard St‐Charle St         

N  13  46%  46%  77%  46% 

Parsons St‐Bernard St‐End         

N  11  0%  18%  27%  27% 

S  12  33%  58%  67%  67% 

Parsons St‐Bernard St‐Harbor Blvd         

N  11  27%  91%  91%  91% 

S  17  76%  53%  71%  71% 

Canyon Dr                

Glen Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Sea Bluff Dr         

W  6  0%  33%  0%  0% 

Local Access‐Canyon Dr‐Nancy Ln         

W  30  80%  80%  37%  13% 

Local Access‐Canyon Dr‐Trabuco Cir         

W  7  29%  29%  29%  57% 

Modjeska Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Trabuco Cir         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  4  75%  50%  25%  75% 

Modjeska Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Wilson St         

W  5  0%  0%  40%  60% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Canyon Dr‐Glen Cir         

E  10  10%  20%  20%  20% 

Trabuco Cir‐Canyon Dr‐End         

E  10  90%  90%  50%  70% 

Trauoco Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Modjeska Cir         

W  7  14%  29%  57%  71% 

Victoria St‐Canyon Dr‐Glen Cir         

E  8  50%  50%  75%  75% 

W  8  50%  50%  38%  38% 

Wilson St‐Canyon Dr‐Modjeska Cir         

E  3  67%  33%  33%  33% 

Wilson St‐Canyon Dr‐Victoria St         

E  47  4%  45%  66%  66% 

W  37  14%  46%  68%  70% 

Capital St                

Continental Ave‐Capital St‐National Ave    

N  25  24%  24%  24%  24% 

National Ave‐Capital St‐Continental Ave         

S  23  22%  22%  13%  13% 

National Ave‐Capital St‐Republic Ave         

N  24  13%  13%  13%  17% 

Pomona Ave‐Capital St‐End         

N  13  0%  0%  8%  15% 

S  15  13%  7%  33%  27% 

Republic Ave‐Capital St‐National Ave         

S  23  9%  22%  30%  30% 

Cedar Pl                

Monrovia Ave‐Cedar Pl‐Republic Ave         

N  27  41%  33%  37%  33% 

S  30  33%  17%  40%  43% 

Center St                

Anaheim Ave‐Center St‐Pomona Ave         

N  48  77%  79%  63%  79% 

Monrovia Ave‐Center St‐Placentia Ave         

S  57  89%  74%  93%  95% 

Placentia Ave‐Center St‐Monrovia Ave         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  59  29%  80%  81%  58% 

Placentia Ave‐Center St‐Wallace Ave         

N  16  44%  13%  19%  63% 

S  19  37%  5%  21%  68% 

Pomona Ave‐Center St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  47  19%  19%  68%  83% 

Pomona Ave‐Center St‐Wallace Ave         

N  21  43%  24%  86%  86% 

Wallace Ave‐Center St‐Pomona Ave         

S  19  32%  21%  89%  89% 

Charle Dr                

End‐Charle Dr‐Victoria St         

W  8  63%  38%  63%  75% 

Victoria St‐Charle Dr‐End         

E  7  43%  43%  71%  71% 

Charle St                

Hamilton St‐Charle St‐Bernard St    

E  60  23%  37%  60%  72% 

W  67  21%  37%  69%  84% 

College Ave                

Avocado St‐College Ave‐Victoria St         

W  13  8%  15%  62%  92% 

Avocado St‐College Ave‐Wilson St         

E  38  100%  100%  95%  95% 

Victoria St‐College Ave‐Avocado St         

E  35  94%  83%  94%  94% 

Victoria St‐College Ave‐End         

E  7  14%  0%  0%  29% 

W  10  20%  10%  30%  40% 

Wilson St‐College Ave‐Avocado St         

W  21  0%  24%  52%  90% 

Congress St                

End‐Congress St‐Wallace Ave         

S  9  0%  11%  44%  89% 

National Ave‐Congress St‐Placentia Ave         

S  43  2%  21%  35%  49% 

National Ave‐Congress St‐State Ave         

N  36  6%  0%  11%  11% 

Placentia Ave‐Congress St‐National Ave         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  55  5%  18%  31%  31% 

Pomona Ave‐Congress St‐Puente Ave         

N  14  29%  14%  71%  79% 

S  18  33%  39%  67%  72% 

Raleigh Ave‐Congress St‐Wallace Ave         

N  9  22%  11%  22%  78% 

State Ave‐Congress St‐National Ave         

S  37  3%  8%  22%  22% 

Wallace Ave‐Congress St‐End         

N  6  33%  33%  83%  83% 

Wallace Ave‐Congress St‐Raleigh Ave         

S  9  22%  22%  44%  89% 

Continental Ave                

Arbor St‐Continental Ave‐W 20th St         

E  37  27%  19%  14%  24% 

Capital Ave‐Continental Ave‐Wilson St         

E  8  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Capital St‐Continental Ave‐Senate St    

W  7  29%  29%  14%  14% 

Oak St‐Continental Ave‐W 20th Ave         

W  43  33%  23%  28%  26% 

Senate St‐Continental Ave‐Wilson St         

E  11  9%  36%  36%  36% 

Victoria St‐Continental Ave‐Oak St         

E  27  48%  41%  41%  44% 

W  27  41%  37%  33%  63% 

W 20th St‐Continental Ave‐Arbor St         

W  44  25%  16%  30%  23% 

W 20th St‐Continental Ave‐Oak St         

E  44  52%  43%  34%  43% 

Wilson St‐Continental Ave‐Capital St         

W  5  0%  20%  40%  40% 

Cove St                

Arnold Ave‐Cove St‐Meyer Pl         

S  18  39%  0%  39%  39% 

Meyer Pl‐Cove St‐Arnold Ave         

N  20  20%  15%  30%  35% 

Crestmont Pl                

Park Dr‐Crestmont Pl‐Shalimar Dr         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  8  63%  50%  88%  88% 

Park Dr‐Crestmont Pl‐W 18th St         

E  6  67%  67%  83%  83% 

Shalimar Dr‐Crestmont Pl‐Park Dr         

E  7  71%  71%  86%  86% 

W 18th St‐Crestmont Pl‐Park Dr         

W  10  70%  60%  70%  70% 

Darrell St                

Meyer Pl‐Darrell St‐Pomona Ave         

N  31  90%  77%  77%  77% 

Monrovia Ave‐Darrell St‐Federal Ave         

N  31  6%  10%  16%  26% 

S  32  41%  31%  38%  47% 

Pomona Ave‐Darrell St‐Meyer Pl         

S  35  37%  43%  63%  63% 

Republic Ave‐Darrell St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  41  7%  15%  17%  15% 

S  41  44%  34%  41%  44% 

Dogwood St                

Cedar Pl‐Dogwood St‐Evergreen Pl         

N  31  23%  32%  29%  29% 

Monrovia Ave‐Dogwood St‐Republic Ave         

S  35  14%  14%  20%  20% 

Evergreen Pl                

End‐Evergreen Pl‐Monrovia Ave         

S  20  35%  30%  40%  35% 

Monrovia Ave‐Evergreen Pl‐End         

N  21  38%  29%  14%  48% 

Farad St                

Ohms Way‐Farad St‐End         

S  15  0%  53%  53%  20% 

Ohms Way‐Farad St‐Pomona Ave         

S  7  71%  100%  57%  29% 

Pomona Ave‐Farad St‐End         

N  24  29%  46%  38%  21% 

Federal Ave                

Darrell St‐Federal Ave‐Joann St         

E  8  13%  25%  25%  75% 

W  10  0%  20%  50%  70% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Oak St‐Federal Ave‐W 20th St         

E  43  33%  30%  28%  26% 

W  36  39%  36%  31%  33% 

Pine Pl‐Federal Ave‐Oak St         

W  8  0%  25%  38%  63% 

Pine Pl‐Federal Ave‐Plum Pl         

E  8  25%  13%  13%  25% 

Plum Pl‐Federal Ave‐End         

E  6  50%  50%  67%  83% 

Plum Pl‐Federal Ave‐Pine Pl         

W  11  36%  36%  18%  18% 

Victoria St‐Federal Ave‐Plum Pl         

W  8  38%  25%  38%  63% 

W 20th St‐Federal Ave‐W 19th St         

E  56  23%  13%  16%  16% 

W  36  22%  19%  19%  22% 

Wilson St‐Federal Ave‐Darrell St         

E  8  25%  38%  50%  88% 

W  8  13%  25%  50%  75% 

Ford Rd                

Harbor Blvd‐Ford Rd‐Parsons St         

S  8  90%  85%  67%  54% 

Newport Blvd‐Ford Rd‐Parsons St         

N  13  15%  0%  23%  23% 

Parsons St‐Ford Rd‐Newport Blvd         

S  15  13%  20%  40%  40% 

Glen Cir                

Canyon Dr‐Glen Cir‐End         

N  6  33%  50%  50%  50% 

S  8  13%  13%  38%  63% 

Gleneagles Terrace                

Aviemore Terrace‐Gleneagles Terrace‐End         

N  7  29%  29%  29%  29% 

S  9  11%  22%  11%  11% 

Gleneagles Terrace‐Gleneagles Terrace‐
Aviemore Terrace         

N  3  33%  33%  33%  33% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Gleneagles Terrace‐Valley Rd         

E  23  22%  17%  13%  13% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  24  29%  38%  33%  29% 

Governor St                

National Ave‐Governor St‐Placentia Ave         

S  46  17%  13%  22%  22% 

National Ave‐Governor St‐State Ave         

N  34  44%  32%  35%  35% 

Placentia Ave‐Governor St‐National Ave         

N  44  16%  16%  23%  27% 

Pomona Ave‐Governor St‐Puente Ave         

N  15  13%  7%  13%  40% 

S  16  6%  38%  31%  31% 

State Ave‐Governor St‐National Ave         

S  31  19%  29%  23%  23% 

Grove Pl                

Republic Ave‐Grove Pl‐State Ave         

N  25  4%  12%  4%  4% 

S  28  11%  11%  18%  18% 

State Ave‐Grove Pl‐End    

N  7  14%  0%  29%  14% 

S  11  18%  18%  18%  36% 

Hamilton St                

End‐Hamilton St‐Thurin St         

N  20  10%  0%  45%  30% 

Harbor Blvd‐Hamilton St‐Maple Ave         

N  25  36%  32%  68%  76% 

Harbor Blvd‐Hamilton St‐Thurin St         

S  48  4%  35%  54%  54% 

Maple Ave‐Hamilton St‐Meyer Pl         

N  23  70%  35%  78%  83% 

Meyer Pl‐Hamilton St‐Pomona Ave         

N  9  78%  22%  56%  78% 

Placentia Ave‐Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave         

N  15  60%  47%  93%  100% 

Pomona Ave‐Hamilton St‐Sterling Ave         

N  5  20%  0%  60%  80% 

Raleigh Ave‐Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave         

N  23  48%  35%  78%  83% 

Sterling Ave‐Hamilton St‐Raleigh Ave         

N  6  50%  0%  83%  67% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Thurin St‐Hamilton St‐End         

S  22  9%  14%  27%  14% 

Thurin St‐Hamilton St‐Harbor Blvd         

N  47  9%  32%  64%  40% 

Harbor Blvd                

Bernard St‐Harbor Blvd‐Ford Rd         

E  12  75%  75%  50%  50% 

Ford Rd‐Harbor Blvd‐W Bay St         

E  16  63%  63%  50%  44% 

James St                

Pomona Ave‐James St‐Wallace Ave         

N  23  83%  87%  87%  91% 

Wallace Ave‐James St‐Pomona Ave         

S  23  91%  83%  96%  91% 

Joann St                

End‐Joann St‐Federal Ave         

N  7  14%  29%  57%  86% 

Federal Ave‐Joann St‐End    

S  7  0%  71%  86%  86% 

Federal Ave‐Joann St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  34  41%  29%  44%  50% 

S  33  9%  12%  12%  15% 

Maple St‐Joann St‐Meyer Pl         

N  23  39%  39%  74%  74% 

Maple St‐Joann St‐Miner St         

S  12  33%  25%  92%  92% 

Meyer Pl‐Joann St‐Maple St         

S  18  61%  56%  94%  94% 

Meyer Pl‐Joann St‐Pomona Ave         

N  40  48%  0%  75%  75% 

Miner St‐Joann St‐Maple St         

N  21  52%  10%  71%  71% 

Monrovia Ave‐Joann St‐Republic Ave         

N  45  31%  27%  18%  40% 

S  45  2%  11%  13%  11% 

Pamela Ln‐Joann St‐Placentia Ave         

E  14  50%  0%  50%  50% 

N  21  38%  52%  81%  81% 

Pamela Ln‐Joann St‐Pomona Ave         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

S  27  30%  0%  78%  78% 

Placentia Ave‐Joann St‐Pamela Ln         

S  10  30%  0%  70%  70% 

Pomona Ave‐Joann St‐Meyer Pl         

S  34  50%  0%  74%  74% 

Pomona Ave‐Joann St‐Pamela Ln         

N  30  23%  0%  63%  83% 

Kenwood Pl                

Shalimar Dr‐Kenwood Pl‐W 18th St         

W  19  74%  58%  53%  74% 

W 18th St‐Kenwood Pl‐Shalimar Dr         

W  17  71%  24%  53%  88% 

Knowell Pl                

Meyer Pl‐Knowell Pl‐Maple Ave         

N  24  38%  21%  42%  33% 

S  29  48%  17%  52%  41% 

Linden Pl                

State Ave‐Linden Pl‐End    

N  22  32%  23%  18%  32% 

S  21  5%  0%  10%  14% 

State Ave‐Linden Pl‐Republic Ave         

N  24  29%  42%  21%  21% 

S  34  21%  15%  12%  12% 

Maple Ave                

Bernard St‐Maple Ave‐W 19th St         

W  25  28%  4%  28%  28% 

Bernard St‐Maple Ave‐Yorkshire St         

E  29  48%  45%  97%  97% 

Hamilton St‐Maple Ave‐Knowell Pl         

E  11  36%  9%  64%  55% 

W  12  50%  8%  75%  58% 

Knowell Pl‐Maple Ave‐W Bay St         

E  8  63%  13%  63%  38% 

W  7  57%  14%  57%  43% 

W 19th St‐Maple Ave‐Bernard St         

E  18  22%  11%  22%  22% 

W Bay St‐Maple Ave‐Yorkshire St         

W  12  33%  33%  58%  50% 

Yorkshire St‐Maple Ave‐Bernard St         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  29  45%  38%  76%  76% 

Yorkshire St‐Maple Ave‐W Bay St         

E  12  50%  17%  83%  67% 

Maple St                

Joann St‐Maple St‐Wilson St         

W  17  41%  59%  82%  82% 

Victoria St‐Maple St‐Wilson St         

E  49  27%  29%  61%  71% 

Wilson St‐Maple St‐Joann St         

E  18  50%  67%  83%  83% 

Wilson St‐Maple St‐Victoria St         

W  45  42%  36%  64%  62% 

Meyer Pl                

Beach St‐Meyer Pl‐Surf St         

N  20  70%  45%  85%  90% 

Beach St‐Meyer Pl‐W 19th St         

W  6  83%  67%  83%  83% 

Cove St‐Meyer Pl‐Seal St    

W  6  100%  0%  83%  67% 

Darrell St‐Meyer Pl‐Joann St         

E  3  100%  100%  100%  100% 

W  9  0%  11%  56%  78% 

Hamilton St‐Meyer Pl‐Knowell Pl         

W  11  36%  27%  64%  82% 

E  9  100%  100%  78%  78% 

Knowell Pl‐Meyer Pl‐W Bay St         

W  13  62%  15%  54%  92% 

Meyer Pl‐Meyer Pl‐Arnold Ave         

N  22  23%  14%  36%  68% 

Ross St‐Meyer Pl‐Seal St         

E  9  100%  78%  56%  78% 

Ross St‐Meyer Pl‐Surf St         

E  8  88%  75%  75%  75% 

Seal St‐Meyer Pl‐Cove St         

E  10  60%  50%  50%  60% 

Seal St‐Meyer Pl‐Ross St         

E  7  86%  86%  71%  86% 

Surf St‐Meyer Pl‐Beach St         

E  9  78%  67%  78%  78% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  10  70%  60%  80%  70% 

Surf St‐Meyer Pl‐Ross St         

E  10  90%  80%  90%  100% 

W Bay St‐Meyer Pl‐Cove St         

W  12  33%  17%  50%  83% 

E  12  83%  75%  58%  58% 

W Bay St‐Meyer Pl‐Knowell Pl         

E  8  88%  88%  63%  63% 

W 19th St‐Meyer Pl‐Beach St         

E  14  57%  50%  57%  57% 

Wilson St‐Meyer Pl‐Darrell St         

E  9  56%  67%  56%  89% 

W  9  33%  22%  22%  44% 

Wilson St‐Meyer Pl‐End         

E  38  16%  16%  24%  37% 

W  36  28%  8%  22%  36% 

Miner St                

Joann St‐Miner St‐Wilson St    

W  27  37%  30%  63%  63% 

Wilson St‐Miner St‐End         

E  33  6%  24%  42%  85% 

W  39  23%  36%  56%  77% 

Modjeska Cir                

Canyon Dr‐Modjeska Cir‐End         

S  5  60%  80%  80%  60% 

End‐Modjeska Cir‐Canyon Dr         

N  6  67%  33%  50%  83% 

Monrovia Ave                

Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave‐Cedar Pl         

E  7  43%  0%  0%  0% 

Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St         

E  9  11%  0%  0%  11% 

W  6  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Cedar Pl‐Monrovia Ave‐Dogwood St         

E  11  9%  0%  0%  0% 

Center St‐Monrovia Ave‐Towne St         

E  7  86%  86%  86%  43% 

W  5  20%  0%  100%  100% 

Center St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  9  78%  89%  78%  89% 

Darrell St‐Monrovia Ave‐Wilson St         

W  7  14%  29%  43%  29% 

Dogwood St‐Monrovia Ave‐Cedar Pl         

W  8  38%  0%  0%  0% 

Dogwood St‐Monrovia Ave‐Evergreen Pl         

E  8  25%  0%  13%  25% 

Evergreen Pl‐Monrovia Ave‐Dogwood St         

W  6  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Evergreen Pl‐Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St         

E  7  0%  0%  0%  43% 

Joann St‐Monrovia Ave‐Darrell St         

E  11  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W  8  0%  0%  0%  0% 

National Ave‐Monrovia Ave‐Oak St         

E  29  17%  17%  21%  17% 

National Ave‐Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St         

W  16  6%  13%  6%  6% 

Newhall St‐Monrovia Ave‐Play Port Mobile 
Village Driveway         

E  5  80%  20%  0%  20% 

Newhall St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 16th St         

W  22  50%  82%  55%  5% 

Oak St‐Monrovia Ave‐National Ave         

W  24  33%  17%  21%  38% 

Play Port Mobile Village Driveway‐
Monrovia Ave‐W 17th St         

E  3  67%  67%  33%  33% 

Sunset Dr‐Monrovia Ave‐W 17th St         

W  17  47%  41%  29%  29% 

Towne St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 18th St         

W  14  29%  14%  93%  100% 

Victoria St‐Monrovia Ave‐Oak St         

W  28  4%  11%  29%  32% 

W 16th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Newhall St         

E  16  81%  81%  25%  13% 

W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Newhall St         

W  11  0%  9%  27%  18% 

W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Sunset Dr         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  12  58%  58%  33%  33% 

W 18th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Sunset Dr         

E  16  63%  50%  6%  19% 

W  14  57%  50%  29%  64% 

W 18th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Towne St         

E  16  94%  69%  63%  94% 

W 19th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Center St         

W  13  46%  85%  100%  100% 

W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Evergreen Pl         

W  7  14%  14%  29%  29% 

W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave‐National Ave         

E  16  6%  0%  6%  6% 

Wilson St‐Monrovia Ave‐Darrell St         

E  8  0%  0%  0%  13% 

National Ave                

Capital St‐National Ave‐Senate St         

E  7  14%  14%  14%  14% 

W  7  0%  0%  43%  43% 

Capital St‐National Ave‐Wilson St    

E  6  17%  17%  17%  17% 

Congress St‐National Ave‐Governor St         

W  7  43%  43%  14%  14% 

Governer St‐National Ave‐Congress St         

E  9  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Governor St‐National Ave‐Victoria St         

W  3  33%  33%  0%  33% 

Monrovia Ave‐National Ave‐National Ave         

N  9  33%  33%  22%  33% 

National Ave‐National Ave‐Monrovia Ave         

S  9  22%  22%  33%  22% 

National Ave‐National Ave‐Oak St         

E  28  21%  21%  25%  32% 

Oak St‐National Ave‐National Ave         

E  26  85%  58%  65%  65% 

W  30  20%  23%  27%  17% 

Senate St‐National Ave‐Congress St         

E  7  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W  6  33%  33%  17%  17% 

Victoria St‐National Ave‐Oak St         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  27  26%  22%  15%  44% 

W  25  16%  16%  16%  28% 

Victory St‐National Ave‐Governer St         

E  3  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Wilson St‐National Ave‐Capital St         

W  7  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Newhall St                

End‐Newhall St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  20  30%  40%  30%  15% 

Monrovia Ave‐Newhall St‐End         

N  23  17%  17%  17%  13% 

Newton Way                

End‐Newton Way‐Placentia Ave         

N  27  41%  41%  48%  15% 

Placentia Ave‐Newton Way‐End         

S  22  41%  64%  50%  5% 

Oak St                

Continental Ave‐Oak St‐Federal Ave    

N  28  2%  14%  21%  25% 

S  7  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Continental Ave‐Oak St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  7  43%  57%  43%  57% 

S  9  11%  11%  22%  22% 

Monrovia Ave‐Oak St‐National Ave         

N  7  57%  14%  0%  29% 

National Ave‐Oak St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  10  30%  30%  10%  10% 

National Ave‐Oak St‐President Pl         

N  11  9%  9%  9%  18% 

President Pl‐Oak St‐National Ave         

S  8  0%  0%  0%  0% 

President Pl‐Oak St‐Republic Ave         

N  11  36%  27%  18%  18% 

S  10  60%  40%  40%  40% 

Republic Ave‐Oak St‐State Ave         

N  33  30%  21%  24%  27% 

S  25  36%  20%  24%  28% 

Ohms Way                

End‐Ohms Way‐Mid‐Block         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  13  31%  92%  92%  69% 

S  13  69%  92%  77%  77% 

Farad St‐Ohms Way‐Mid‐Block         

E  9  56%  78%  78%  22% 

W  13  23%  54%  69%  0% 

Pacific Ave                

Victoria Pl‐Pacific Ave‐Wilson St         

E  55  45%  51%  67%  67% 

W  52  38%  44%  54%  52% 

Wilson St‐Pacific Ave‐End         

E  21  19%  67%  86%  86% 

W  16  6%  25%  75%  75% 

Pamela Ln                

End‐Pamela Ln‐Joann St         

E  15  60%  60%  87%  87% 

Joann St‐Pamela Ln‐End         

W  16  31%  38%  88%  88% 

Park Ave                

W 18th St‐Park Ave‐W 19th St         

E  12  8%  0%  8%  0% 

W 19th St‐Park Ave‐W 18th St         

W  56  29%  43%  54%  54% 

Park Dr                

Anaheim Ave‐Park Dr‐W 18th St         

N  38  0%  24%  42%  34% 

S  19  42%  26%  47%  42% 

Crestmont Pl‐Park Dr‐Pomona Ave         

S  30  80%  83%  80%  73% 

Pomona Ave‐Park Dr‐Crestmont Pl         

N  25  80%  84%  96%  96% 

W 18th St‐Park Dr‐Anaheim Ave         

N  16  38%  38%  38%  44% 

Parkcrest Dr                

1879 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐Parkhill Dr         

W  5  40%  40%  20%  40% 
1882 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐1898 
Parkcrest Dr         

E  5  20%  20%  40%  40% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

1895 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐1879 
Parkcrest Dr         

W  13  8%  8%  31%  23% 

1898 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐W 19th St         

E  4  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W  3  33%  33%  33%  67% 

Parkhill Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐1882 Parkcrest Dr         

E  7  43%  29%  29%  29% 

Parkglen Cir                

End‐Parkglen Cir‐Parkhill Dr         

W  4  25%  25%  0%  25% 

Parkhill Dr‐Parkglen Cir‐End         

E  3  0%  0%  0%  33% 

Parkhill Dr                

Parkcrest Dr‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkvista Cir         

N  9  67%  33%  33%  33% 

Parkcrest Dr‐Parkhill Dr‐Whittier Ave         

N  3  0%  0%  0%  33% 

Parkglen Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkvista Cir    

N  11  0%  0%  0%  9% 

Parkglen Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Whittier Ave         

S  8  38%  13%  38%  38% 

Parkview Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkglen Cir         

S  6  17%  33%  0%  33% 

Parkvista Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkcrest Dr         

S  10  50%  50%  30%  60% 

Parkvista Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkglen Cir         

W  9  22%  33%  44%  33% 

Parkview Cir                

Parkhill Dr‐Parkview Cir‐End         

E  12  54%  33%  33%  38% 

W  10  50%  40%  50%  50% 

Parkvista Cir                

Parkhill Dr‐Parkvista Cir‐End         

E  3  33%  33%  67%  67% 

W  2  50%  50%  50%  100% 

Parsons St                

Ford Rd‐Parsons St‐Bernard St         

E  13  15%  38%  38%  46% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  17  0%  6%  29%  29% 

Ford Rd‐Parsons St‐W Bay St         

E  28  39%  29%  71%  71% 

Victoria St‐Parsons St‐End         

E  10  0%  10%  10%  20% 

W  11  0%  27%  36%  55% 

W Bay St‐Parsons St‐Ford Rd         

W  28  82%  57%  75%  75% 

Pine Pl                

Federal Ave‐Pine Pl‐End         

N  8  25%  13%  0%  50% 

S  8  63%  38%  38%  63% 

Plum Pl                

Federal Ave‐Plum Pl‐End         

N  8  63%  25%  25%  63% 

S  7  57%  57%  57%  57% 

Plumer St                

Anaheim Ave‐Plumer St‐Pomona Ave    

N  49  69%  65%  65%  73% 

Pomona Ave‐Plumer St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  50  72%  80%  82%  88% 

Pomona Ave                

Capital St‐Pomona Ave‐Senate St         

W  8  88%  75%  75%  88% 

Center St‐Pomona Ave‐Plumer St         

E  6  33%  33%  50%  83% 

Center St‐Pomona Ave‐Weelo Dr         

W  10  20%  10%  80%  90% 

Congress St‐Pomona Ave‐Governor St         

W  11  64%  64%  64%  73% 

Darrell St‐Pomona Ave‐Wilson St         

E  9  22%  22%  67%  67% 

W  10  100%  100%  100%  100% 

Farad St‐Pomona Ave‐W 16th St         

W  14  93%  93%  64%  50% 

Governor St‐Pomona Ave‐Congress St         

E  6  0%  67%  100%  100% 

Governor St‐Pomona Ave‐Victoria St         

E  2  50%  0%  100%  100% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  2  50%  50%  50%  50% 

Hamilton St‐Pomona Ave‐Sterling Ave         

W  18  100%  100%  61%  61% 

Hamilton St‐Pomona Ave‐Victoria St         

W  11  36%  18%  64%  91% 

James St‐Pomona Ave‐W 17th St         

W  26  69%  65%  81%  88% 

Joann St‐Pomona Ave‐Darrell St         

E  7  57%  43%  86%  86% 

W  9  100%  100%  89%  89% 

Park Dr‐Pomona Ave‐W 18th St         

E  11  45%  73%  82%  91% 

Senate St‐Pomona Ave‐Congress St         

E  6  33%  42%  83%  83% 

W  6  50%  50%  67%  50% 

Sterling Ave‐Pomona Ave‐Hamilton St         

W  20  55%  5%  65%  75% 

Sterling Ave‐Pomona Ave‐W 20th St    

W  12  92%  92%  100%  100% 

Victoria St‐Pomona Ave‐Hamilton St         

W  16  50%  6%  44%  81% 

W 16th St‐Pomona Ave‐Farad St         

E  12  83%  83%  33%  8% 

W 17th St‐Pomona Ave‐Farad St         

E  26  88%  69%  81%  77% 

W  15  73%  73%  80%  80% 

W 17th St‐Pomona Ave‐Park Dr         

E  34  47%  68%  82%  82% 

W 18th St‐Pomona Ave‐James St         

W  3  67%  100%  100%  100% 

W 18th St‐Pomona Ave‐Weelo Dr         

E  9  22%  44%  89%  78% 

W 19th St‐Pomona Ave‐Center St         

W  3  0%  0%  33%  67% 

W 19th St‐Pomona Ave‐W 20th St         

E  30  53%  40%  80%  83% 

W 20th St‐Pomona Ave‐Sterling Ave         

E  14  57%  64%  71%  71% 

W 20th St‐Pomona Ave‐W 19th St         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  33  79%  79%  67%  88% 

Weelo Dr‐Pomona Ave‐Center St         

E  8  75%  13%  38%  88% 

Weelo Dr‐Pomona Ave‐W 18th St         

W  11  45%  18%  82%  91% 

Wilson St‐Pomona Ave‐Capital St         

E  5  60%  20%  100%  100% 

W  4  75%  75%  100%  75% 

President Pl                

End‐President Pl‐Oak St         

W  24  38%  29%  33%  29% 

Oak St‐President Pl‐End         

E  30  23%  27%  13%  17% 

Victoria St‐President Pl‐End         

E  22  27%  27%  32%  32% 

W  20  45%  45%  50%  50% 

Puente Ave                

Congress St‐Puente Ave‐Governor St    

E  10  20%  0%  30%  30% 

Congress St‐Puente Ave‐Senate St         

W  6  0%  0%  17%  33% 

Governor St‐Puente Ave‐Congress St         

W  8  25%  0%  38%  63% 

Governor St‐Puente Ave‐End         

E  5  0%  0%  0%  40% 

W  12  0%  0%  0%  8% 

Senate St‐Puente Ave‐Congress St         

E  10  10%  0%  20%  30% 

Ralcam Pl                

End‐Ralcam Pl‐Thurin St         

S  19  11%  11%  47%  42% 

Thurin St‐Ralcam Pl‐End         

N  19  11%  42%  32%  21% 

Raleigh Ave                

Congress St‐Raleigh Ave‐End         

E  20  40%  40%  40%  35% 

W  20  30%  10%  15%  25% 

Congress St‐Raleigh Ave‐Wilson St         

W  17  53%  41%  35%  59% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Hamilton St‐Raleigh Ave‐End         

E  20  25%  0%  55%  65% 

W  18  11%  6%  33%  44% 

Wilson St‐Raleigh Ave‐Congress St         

E  18  56%  22%  33%  33% 

Republic Ave                

Arbor St‐Republic Ave‐Cedar Pl         

W  8  38%  63%  25%  25% 

Capital St‐Republic Ave‐Senate St         

W  10  20%  30%  50%  50% 

Cedar Pl‐Republic Ave‐Arbor St         

E  8  63%  50%  38%  38% 

Darrell St‐Republic Ave‐Joann St         

E  10  20%  20%  20%  20% 

Darrell St‐Republic Ave‐Wilson St         

W  10  10%  10%  10%  20% 

Dogwood St‐Republic Ave‐Cedar Pl    

E  9  22%  11%  11%  0% 

W  14  7%  7%  7%  7% 

Grove Pl‐Republic Ave‐End         

E  27  7%  15%  26%  11% 

W  22  9%  14%  18%  18% 

Grove Pl‐Republic Ave‐Linden Pl         

E  7  0%  14%  29%  29% 

Joann St‐Republic Ave‐Darrell St         

W  9  33%  11%  11%  22% 

Linden Pl‐Republic Ave‐Grove Pl         

W  9  0%  11%  0%  0% 

Linden Pl‐Republic Ave‐Oak St         

E  8  13%  13%  13%  13% 

Oak St‐Republic Ave‐Linden Pl         

W  8  25%  0%  0%  38% 

Senate St‐Republic Ave‐Capital St         

E  7  29%  14%  29%  29% 

Union Ave‐Republic Ave‐Victoria St         

E  17  24%  18%  35%  24% 

Victoria St‐Republic Ave‐Union Ave         

W  20  20%  20%  20%  15% 

Wilson St‐Republic Ave‐Capital St         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  7  29%  29%  29%  29% 

W  7  71%  57%  57%  57% 

Wilson St‐Republic Ave‐Darrell St         

E  8  0%  13%  0%  0% 

Ridgecrest Cir                

Valley Rd‐Ridgecrest Cir‐End         

N  7  14%  14%  14%  14% 

S  6  50%  50%  50%  50% 

Ross St                

Arnold Ave‐Ross St‐Meyer Pl         

N  17  35%  29%  41%  41% 

S  20  35%  5%  30%  55% 

Scott Pl                

Placentia Ave‐Scott Pl‐Wallace Ave         

S  19  31%  46%  82%  85% 

Sea Bluff Dr                

Canyon Dr‐Sea Bluff Dr‐Valley Rd    

N  20  0%  0%  0%  0% 

S  14  0%  14%  7%  7% 

Valley Rd‐Sea Bluff Dr‐Balmoral Pl         

S  9  0%  11%  22%  0% 

Valley Rd‐Sea Bluff Dr‐Gleneagles Terrace         

N  14  0%  0%  14%  7% 

S  11  0%  9%  18%  0% 

Seal St                

Arnold Ave‐Seal St‐Meyer Pl         

S  22  55%  50%  73%  68% 

Senate St                

Continental Ave‐Senate St‐National Ave         

N  24  33%  33%  33%  29% 

National Ave‐Senate St‐Continental Ave         

S  28  39%  39%  32%  32% 

National Ave‐Senate St‐Republic Ave         

N  23  22%  17%  30%  22% 

Pomona Ave‐Senate St‐Puente Ave         

N  16  38%  6%  38%  75% 

S  16  6%  6%  38%  63% 

Republic Ave‐Senate St‐National Ave         

S  25  20%  16%  12%  12% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Shalimar Dr                

Crestmont Pl‐Shalimar Dr‐End         

N  9  78%  67%  78%  89% 

Crestmont Pl‐Shalimar Dr‐Local Access         

S  9  89%  89%  89%  100% 

Kenwood Pl‐Shalimar Dr‐Crestmont Pl         

N  9  78%  56%  56%  100% 

S  4  50%  50%  75%  75% 

State Ave                

American Ave‐State Ave‐Congress St         

W  7  43%  43%  57%  57% 

American Ave‐State Ave‐Wilson St         

E  16  31%  38%  50%  88% 

W  34  50%  47%  56%  41% 

Congress St‐State Ave‐American Ave         

E  6  50%  33%  50%  33% 

Congress St‐State Ave‐Governor St    

E  8  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W  7  71%  43%  43%  43% 

End‐State Ave‐Governor St         

E  7  71%  43%  29%  86% 

Governor St‐State Ave‐End         

W  3  100%  67%  100%  100% 

Grove Pl‐State Ave‐Linden Pl         

W  7  43%  43%  29%  29% 

Linden Pl‐State Ave‐Grove Pl         

E  10  40%  40%  40%  40% 

Oak Street‐State Ave‐Linden Pl         

E  9  11%  33%  11%  11% 

Oak St‐State Ave‐Linden Pl         

W  10  20%  20%  20%  20% 

Sterling Ave                

Hamilton St‐Sterling Ave‐End         

E  20  10%  15%  35%  35% 

W  15  0%  0%  33%  20% 

Pomona Ave‐Sterling Ave‐Sterling Ave         

S  14  79%  79%  50%  86% 

Sterling Ave‐Sterling Ave‐Pomona Ave         

S  10  100%  90%  90%  90% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Sterling Ave‐Sterling Ave‐W 20th St         

W  7  71%  14%  0%  43% 

Sunset Dr                

End‐Sunset Dr‐Monrovia Ave         

S  20  60%  70%  50%  75% 

Monrovia Ave‐Sunset Dr‐End         

N  18  39%  56%  61%  50% 

Surf St                

Arnold Ave‐Surf St‐Meyer Pl         

S  18  72%  72%  94%  83% 

Terminal Way                

End‐Terminal Way‐Anaheim Ave         

S  28  43%  61%  46%  18% 

Thurin St                

Hamilton St‐Thurin St‐Ralcam Pl         

E  11  9%  45%  91%  55% 

Hamilton St‐Thurin St‐W Bay St    

W  23  65%  57%  61%  61% 

Ralcam Pl‐Thurin St‐Hamilton St         

W  6  100%  83%  100%  0% 

Ralcam Pl‐Thurin St‐Victoria St         

E  7  14%  86%  71%  71% 

Victoria St‐Thurin St‐Ralcam Pl         

W  7  86%  57%  71%  57% 

W Bay St‐Thurin St‐Hamilton St         

E  20  0%  30%  70%  60% 

Towne St                

Monrovia Ave‐Towne St‐Placentia Ave         

N  38  32%  11%  21%  34% 

S  40  20%  5%  23%  35% 

Trabuco Cir                

Canyon Dr‐Trabuco Cir‐Local Access         

S  5  80%  80%  80%  80% 

End‐Trabuco Cir‐Canyon Dr         

N  7  100%  57%  57%  86% 

Union Ave                

Union Ave‐Union Ave‐Republic Ave         

N  9  22%  22%  22%  22% 

S  23  48%  30%  35%  43% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Victoria St‐Union Ave‐Republic Ave         

E  16  38%  44%  56%  38% 

Victoria St‐Union Ave‐Union Ave         

W  18  44%  39%  39%  33% 

Valley Cir                

Valley Rd‐Valley Cir‐End         

N  8  38%  50%  13%  13% 

S  9  67%  44%  56%  56% 

Valley Rd                

Aviemore Terrace‐Valley Rd‐Gleneagles 
Terrace         

E  7  43%  29%  57%  43% 
Gleneagles Terrace‐Valley Rd‐Aviemore 
Terrace         

W  5  20%  20%  20%  20% 

Ridgecrest Cir‐Valley Rd‐Sea Bluff Dr         

W  5  100%  60%  40%  40% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Valley Rd‐Gleneagles Terrace    

E  13  8%  8%  15%  8% 

W  9  0%  11%  0%  0% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Valley Rd‐Ridgecrest Cir         

E  4  75%  25%  25%  25% 

Valley Cir‐Valley Rd‐Ridgecrest Cir         

E  8  38%  13%  13%  13% 

W  7  57%  43%  43%  43% 

Valley Cir‐Valley Rd‐Victoria St         

E  6  17%  17%  17%  17% 

Victoria St‐Valley Rd‐Valley Cir         

W  2  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Victoria Pl                

Victoria St‐Victoria Pl‐Pacific Ave         

N  4  50%  25%  75%  75% 

S  7  57%  86%  86%  86% 

Victoria St                

Continental Ave‐Victoria St‐Federal Ave         

S  7  86%  57%  57%  86% 

End‐Victoria St‐Union Ave         

S  4  0%  100%  100%  75% 

Federal Ave‐Victoria St‐End         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

S  11  64%  55%  82%  82% 

Monrovia Ave‐Victoria St‐Continental Ave         

S  9  56%  33%  33%  67% 

National Ave‐Victoria St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  6  83%  67%  50%  83% 

President Pl‐Victoria St‐National Ave         

S  4  50%  50%  0%  0% 

Republic Ave‐Victoria St‐President Pl         

S  7  14%  14%  0%  0% 

Union Ave‐Victoria St‐Republic Ave         

S  6  67%  83%  67%  67% 

W 16th St                

Hampton Dr‐W 16th St‐End         

N  8  63%  50%  50%  50% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 16th St‐Hampton Dr         

N  26  62%  58%  54%  15% 

Placentia Ave‐W 16th St‐Pomona Ave    

S  15  20%  13%  27%  20% 

Pomona Ave‐W 16th St‐Placentia Ave    

N  16  88%  81%  81%  81% 

W 17th St                

Babcock St‐W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  25  92%  64%  32%  16% 

S  15  67%  80%  33%  20% 

End‐W 17th St‐Whittier Ave         

S  10  90%  70%  50%  10% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 17th St‐Whittier Ave         

N  22  68%  73%  50%  27% 

Placentia Ave‐W 17th St‐Babcock St         

N  13  77%  92%  38%  31% 

S  3  100%  67%  67%  0% 

Whittier Ave‐W 17th St‐End         

N  13  62%  69%  31%  23% 

Whittier Ave‐W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  32  84%  88%  19%  16% 

W 18th St                

Anaheim Ave‐W 18th St‐Park Dr         

S  7  29%  14%  29%  29% 

Anaheim Ave‐W 18th St‐Pomona Ave         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  33  45%  36%  64%  79% 

Crestmont Pl‐W 18th St‐Kenwood Pl         

S  6  67%  50%  50%  83% 

Kenwood Pl‐W 18th St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  8  38%  25%  25%  25% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 18th St‐Placentia Ave         

S  17  65%  65%  65%  65% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 18th St‐Whittier Ave         

N  43  56%  49%  44%  53% 

S  28  64%  71%  61%  71% 

Peninsula Pl‐W 18th St‐Whittier Ave         

S  22  55%  59%  41%  32% 

Placentia Ave‐W 18th St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  34  68%  68%  65%  65% 

Placentia Ave‐W 18th St‐Wallace Ave         

S  16  50%  44%  75%  75% 

Pomona Ave‐W 18th St‐Crestmont Pl         

S  12  92%  67%  67%  92% 

Pomona Ave‐W 18th St‐Wallace Ave    

N  14  93%  86%  93%  100% 

Wallace Ave‐W 18th St‐Placentia Ave         

N  9  67%  67%  67%  89% 

Wallace Ave‐W 18th St‐Pomona Ave         

S  24  83%  88%  88%  96% 

Whittier Ave‐W 18th St‐Peninsula Pl         

N  19  53%  42%  32%  68% 

W 19th St                

Federal Ave‐W 19th St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  9  67%  56%  89%  89% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St‐Placentia Ave         

S  17  24%  76%  82%  88% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St‐Whittier Ave         

N  21  0%  5%  10%  43% 

Parkcrest Dr‐W 19th St‐Whittier Ave         

S  12  33%  8%  25%  33% 

Placentia Ave‐W 19th St‐Federal Ave         

N  4  75%  0%  50%  0% 

Whittier Ave‐W 19th St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  37  38%  16%  59%  76% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Whittier Ave‐W 19th St‐Sundance Dr         

N  10  10%  10%  40%  30% 

W 20th St                

Continental Ave‐W 20th St‐Federal Ave         

S  9  11%  11%  0%  11% 

Continental Ave‐W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  9  11%  11%  11%  11% 

End‐W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  14  36%  29%  29%  43% 

Federal Ave‐W 20th St‐Continental Ave         

N  9  22%  0%  11%  11% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St‐Continental Ave         

S  8  38%  50%  38%  50% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St‐End         

N  13  38%  38%  38%  23% 

Palace Ave‐W 20th St‐Wallace Ave         

N  9  67%  56%  89%  89% 

S  16  75%  81%  75%  88% 

Placentia Ave‐W 20th St‐Palace Ave    

N  7  43%  0%  100%  100% 

S  10  100%  90%  90%  80% 

Sterling Ave‐W 20th St‐Pomona Ave         

N  10  40%  20%  80%  80% 

S  11  100%  82%  82%  100% 

Wallace Ave‐W 20th St‐Sterling Ave         

N  8  75%  38%  100%  100% 

S  9  78%  67%  89%  78% 

W Bay St                

Anaheim Ave‐W Bay St‐Meyer Pl         

N  13  38%  15%  46%  38% 

Harbor Blvd‐W Bay St‐Parsons St         

S  5  80%  60%  100%  80% 

Maple Ave‐W Bay St‐Anaheim Ave         

N  15  40%  13%  33%  33% 

S  13  31%  23%  46%  38% 

Meyer Pl‐W Bay St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  12  42%  17%  25%  25% 

Parsons St‐W Bay St‐Harbor Blvd         

N  10  80%  100%  90%  90% 
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Parsons St‐W Bay St‐Thurin St         

S  27  11%  70%  81%  67% 

Thurin St‐W Bay St‐Parsons St         

N  30  17%  50%  77%  77% 

Wallace Ave                

Center St‐Wallace Ave‐Weelo Dr         

W  10  20%  90%  100%  100% 

End‐Wallace Ave‐James St         

W  5  60%  60%  60%  80% 

Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave‐End         

E  23  35%  9%  52%  78% 

W  16  31%  13%  44%  81% 

Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave‐W 20th St         

W  46  83%  74%  78%  72% 

James St‐Wallace Ave‐End         

E  6  83%  67%  83%  100% 

James St‐Wallace Ave‐Shalimar Dr    

W  12  100%  92%  92%  100% 

Scott Pl‐Wallace Ave‐W 18th Ave    

W  4  25%  75%  100%  100% 

Shalimar Ave‐Wallace Ave‐James St         

E  9  67%  56%  67%  89% 

W 18th St‐Wallace Ave‐Scott Pl         

E  9  100%  78%  89%  89% 

W 19th St‐Wallace Ave‐Center St         

E  19  89%  84%  74%  84% 

W  10  10%  30%  100%  100% 

W 19th St‐Wallace Ave‐W 20th St         

E  38  55%  29%  89%  87% 

W 20th St‐Wallace Ave‐Hamilton St         

E  36  58%  61%  89%  92% 

W 20th St‐Wallace Ave‐W 19th St         

W  43  88%  77%  91%  91% 

Weelo Dr‐Wallace Ave‐Center St         

E  10  90%  90%  90%  90% 

Weelo Dr‐Wallace Ave‐Scott Pl         

E  8  75%  38%  75%  63% 

W  6  33%  83%  100%  100% 

Wilson St‐Wallace Ave‐Congress St         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  17  29%  12%  29%  35% 

W  20  55%  5%  30%  45% 

Weelo Dr                

Wallace Ave‐Weelo Dr‐Pomona Ave         

N  19  89%  89%  89%  89% 

S  24  71%  79%  79%  83% 

Whittier Ave                

Arbor St‐Whittier Ave‐End         

E  20  25%  10%  25%  40% 

Arbor St‐Whittier Ave‐W 19th St         

W  7  14%  0%  14%  0% 

End‐Whittier Ave‐Arbor St         

W  16  19%  19%  13%  13% 

Parkhill Dr‐Whittier Ave‐W 18th St         

E  31  77%  42%  16%  26% 

W  15  73%  53%  53%  7% 

W 17th St‐Whittier Ave‐Hampton Dr    

E  12  75%  75%  50%  75% 

W  12  25%  8%  0%  0% 

W 18th St‐Whittier Ave‐W 17th St         

E  37  89%  76%  41%  27% 

W  2  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W 19th St‐Whittier Ave‐Arbor St         

E  7  14%  0%  0%  0% 

W 19th St‐Whittier Ave‐Parkhill Dr         

E  8  75%  75%  63%  75% 

W  23  65%  65%  52%  52% 

Wilson St                

Canyon Dr‐Wilson St‐State Ave         

S  4  50%  50%  50%  75% 

Continental Ave‐Wilson St‐Federal Ave         

S  20  70%  60%  65%  55% 

Continental Ave‐Wilson St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  12  42%  42%  42%  50% 

Federal Ave‐Wilson St‐Continental Ave         

N  14  50%  57%  43%  43% 

Monrovia Ave‐Wilson St‐Continental Ave         

S  11  36%  45%  18%  18% 

Monrovia Ave‐Wilson St‐National Ave         
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Weekday Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  10  30%  30%  30%  30% 

National Ave‐Wilson St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  14  14%  21%  29%  29% 

Pacific Ave‐Wilson St‐Canyon Dr         

S  21  67%  67%  38%  57% 

Republic Ave‐Wilson St‐Canyon Dr         

N  18  28%  22%  22%  22% 

Republic Ave‐Wilson St‐National Ave         

N  23  17%  22%  30%  17% 

S  20  30%  30%  35%  35% 

State Ave‐Wilson St‐Republic Ave         

S  6  50%  50%  50%  0% 

Yorkshire St                

Anaheim Ave‐Yorkshire St‐Maple Ave         

S  13  38%  62%  92%  77% 

Maple Ave‐Yorkshire St‐Anaheim Ave         

N  15  47%  53%  80%  80% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

American Ave                

American Pl‐American Ave‐State Ave         

E  25  56%  60%  72%  84% 

W  45  53%  51%  60%  60% 

Victoria St‐American Ave‐American Pl         

E  10  60%  60%  20%  80% 

W  8  50%  50%  75%  100% 

American Pl               

American Ave‐American Pl‐End           

N  7  100%  86%  86%  86% 

S  8  50%  75%  63%  63% 

Anaheim Ave               

Center St‐Anaheim Ave‐Plumer St           

E  13  69%  62%  85%  92% 

Park Dr‐Anaheim Ave‐Terminal Way         

E  14  79%  71%  64%  79% 

W  15  33%  40%  40%  33% 

Plumer St‐Anaheim Ave‐Center St    

W  10  50%  50%  50%  90% 

Terminal Way‐Anaheim Ave‐Superior Ave         

W  3  0%  0%  33%  33% 

W 18th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Center St         

E  33  67%  39%  45%  42% 

W  24  46%  46%  42%  88% 

W 18th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Park Dr         

E  9  67%  33%  56%  44% 

W  14  79%  50%  64%  64% 

W 19th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Plumer St         

E  3  100%  67%  100%  100% 

W 19th St‐Anaheim Ave‐Yorkshire St         

E  49  69%  71%  80%  80% 

W Bay St‐Anaheim Ave‐Yorkshire St         

E  12  67%  67%  92%  92% 

W  10  100%  90%  90%  80% 

Wilson St‐Anaheim Ave‐End         

E  18  78%  78%  89%  94% 

W  15  73%  60%  80%  80% 

Yorkshire St‐Anaheim Ave‐W 19th St         

W  50  80%  68%  78%  74% 

539



Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Arbor St               

Continental Ave‐Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave           

N  11  18%  18%  27%  27% 

S  16  31%  25%  31%  31% 

Republic Ave‐Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  24  21%  13%  21%  17% 

Whittier Ave‐Arbor St‐End         

N  9  56%  56%  33%  22% 

S  8  50%  13%  38%  13% 

Whittier Ave‐Arbor St‐Republic Ave         

N  18  22%  19%  22%  30% 

S  35  20%  11%  17%  17% 

Arnold Ave                

Cove St‐Arnold Ave‐Seal St         

E  6  67%  67%  83%  67% 

W  11  64%  55%  73%  55% 

Ross St‐Arnold Ave‐Surf St         

W  17  82%  65%  82%  82% 

Seal St‐Arnold Ave‐Ross St    

E  8  75%  25%  63%  63% 

W  10  50%  50%  60%  40% 

Surf St‐Arnold Ave‐Beach St         

E  8  75%  75%  75%  88% 

W  11  73%  45%  73%  82% 

Surf St‐Arnold Ave‐Ross St         

E  8  63%  38%  63%  75% 

Aviemore Terrace               

Gleneagles Terrace‐Aviemore Terrace‐
Valley Rd           

E  41  12%  12%  7%  10% 

W  33  27%  18%  27%  36% 

Avocado St               

Avalon St‐Avocado St‐Fairview Rd           

N  20  80%  75%  75%  85% 

S  27  78%  78%  81%  81% 

College Ave‐Avocado St‐Rutgers Dr         

N  41  83%  85%  85%  90% 

S  42  83%  86%  90%  86% 

Rutgers Dr‐Avocado St‐Avalon St         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  15  73%  80%  87%  93% 

S  23  83%  83%  87%  87% 

Babcock St               

W 16th St‐Babcock St‐W 17th St           

W  21  33%  33%  29%  24% 

W 17th St‐Babcock St‐W 16th St         

E  23  26%  30%  30%  30% 

Balmoral Pl               

Sea Bluff Dr‐Balmoral Pl‐End           

E  6  33%  67%  83%  50% 

W  4  25%  50%  50%  50% 

Beach St               

Arnold Ave‐Beach St‐Meyer Pl         

N  18  83%  67%  89%  94% 

S  20  85%  85%  85%  90% 

Bernard St               

Charle St‐Bernard St‐Harbor Blvd           

S  12  25%  83%  75%  50% 

Charle St‐Bernard St‐Maple Ave    

S  12  75%  58%  100%  92% 

Charle Street‐Bernard St‐Maple Ave         

N  11  91%  82%  82%  91% 

Harbor Blvd‐Bernard St‐Charle St         

N  13  62%  77%  92%  62% 

Parsons St‐Bernard St‐End         

N  11  18%  36%  55%  27% 

S  12  58%  75%  67%  50% 

Parsons St‐Bernard St‐Harbor Blvd         

S  17  65%  65%  65%  65% 

Parsons St‐Bernard St‐Harbor St         

N  11  91%  100%  91%  91% 

Canyon Dr                

Glen Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Sea Bluff Dr         

W  6  33%  67%  83%  83% 

Local Access‐Canyon Dr‐Nancy Ln         

W  30  23%  20%  13%  13% 

Local Access‐Canyon Dr‐Trabuco Cir         

W  7  71%  57%  57%  57% 

Modjeska Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Trabuco Cir         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  4  25%  50%  50%  75% 

Modjeska Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Wilson St         

W  5  80%  80%  40%  40% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Canyon Dr‐Glen Cir         

E  10  40%  60%  60%  60% 

Trabuco Cir‐Canyon Dr‐End         

E  10  80%  90%  60%  60% 

Trauoco Cir‐Canyon Dr‐Modjeska Cir         

W  7  71%  57%  71%  71% 

Victoria St‐Canyon Dr‐Glen Cir         

E  8  63%  75%  75%  75% 

W  8  63%  50%  25%  75% 

Wilson St‐Canyon Dr‐Modjeska Cir         

E  3  67%  33%  67%  67% 

Wilson St‐Canyon Dr‐Victoria St         

E  47  70%  72%  85%  87% 

W  37  89%  89%  97%  100% 

Capital St             

Continental Ave‐Capital St‐National Ave       

N  25  28%  20%  32%  24% 

National Ave‐Capital St‐Continental Ave         

S  23  17%  13%  26%  17% 

National Ave‐Capital St‐Republic Ave         

N  24  13%  17%  17%  25% 

Pomona Ave‐Capital St‐End         

N  13  15%  8%  31%  38% 

S  15  40%  40%  53%  40% 

Republic Ave‐Capital St‐National Ave         

S  23  30%  43%  35%  30% 

Cedar Pl                

Monrovia Ave‐Cedar Pl‐Republic Ave         

N  27  56%  52%  44%  41% 

S  30  40%  33%  37%  33% 

Center St               

Anaheim Ave‐Center St‐Pomona Ave           

N  48  81%  81%  77%  92% 

Monrovia Ave‐Center St‐Placentia Ave         

S  57  91%  86%  86%  86% 

Placentia Ave‐Center St‐Monrovia Ave         

542



Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  59  73%  88%  85%  88% 

Placentia Ave‐Center St‐Wallace Ave         

N  16  75%  75%  69%  69% 

S  19  63%  63%  68%  74% 

Pomona Ave‐Center St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  47  77%  83%  81%  91% 

Pomona Ave‐Center St‐Wallace Ave         

N  21  76%  67%  95%  100% 

Wallace Ave‐Center St‐Pomona Ave         

S  19  79%  84%  79%  84% 

Charle Dr               

End‐Charle Dr‐Victoria St           

W  8  63%  50%  25%  38% 

Victoria St‐Charle Dr‐End         

E  7  71%  43%  71%  71% 

Charle St                

Hamilton St‐Charle St‐Bernard St         

W  67  70%  81%  82%  82% 

E  60  67%  70%  65%  65% 

College Ave                

Avocado St‐College Ave‐Victoria St         

W  13  85%  69%  77%  100% 

Avocado St‐College Ave‐Wilson St         

E  38  87%  89%  100%  100% 

Victoria St‐College Ave‐Avocado St         

E  35  77%  80%  94%  94% 

Victoria St‐College Ave‐End         

E  7  29%  14%  14%  14% 

W  10  20%  40%  40%  40% 

Wilson St‐College Ave‐Avocado St         

W  21  81%  67%  86%  95% 

Congress St                

End‐Congress St‐Wallace Ave         

S  9  89%  100%  89%  100% 

National Ave‐Congress St‐Placentia Ave         

S  43  56%  35%  51%  53% 

National Ave‐Congress St‐State Ave         

N  36  22%  28%  44%  33% 

Placentia Ave‐Congress St‐National Ave         

543



Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  55  35%  40%  40%  40% 

Pomona Ave‐Congress St‐Puente Ave         

N  14  57%  50%  57%  57% 

S  18  67%  50%  78%  72% 

Raleigh Ave‐Congress St‐Wallace Ave         

N  9  67%  78%  67%  78% 

State Ave‐Congress St‐National Ave         

S  37  19%  14%  46%  27% 

Wallace Ave‐Congress St‐End         

N  6  67%  67%  83%  83% 

Wallace Ave‐Congress St‐Raleigh Ave         

S  9  67%  78%  78%  89% 

Continental Ave                

Arbor St‐Continental Ave‐W 20th St         

E  37  41%  30%  32%  35% 

Capital Ave‐Continental Ave‐Wilson St         

E  8  38%  38%  38%  38% 

Capital St‐Continental Ave‐Senate St    

W  7  43%  29%  29%  29% 

Oak St‐Continental Ave‐W 20th Ave         

W  43  28%  28%  30%  30% 

Senate St‐Continental Ave‐Wilson St         

E  11  18%  9%  36%  27% 

Victoria St‐Continental Ave‐Oak St         

E  27  44%  52%  59%  67% 

W  27  59%  56%  52%  56% 

W 20th St‐Continental Ave‐Arbor St         

W  44  30%  23%  36%  36% 

W 20th St‐Continental Ave‐Oak St         

E  44  45%  41%  34%  43% 

Wilson St‐Continental Ave‐Capital St         

W  5  20%  20%  20%  40% 

Cove St                

Arnold Ave‐Cove St‐Meyer Pl         

S  18  50%  22%  33%  50% 

Meyer Pl‐Cove St‐Arnold Ave         

N  20  60%  35%  35%  50% 

Crestmont Pl               

Park Dr‐Crestmont Pl‐Shalimar Dr           
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  8  88%  88%  88%  88% 

Park Dr‐Crestmont Pl‐W 18th St         

E  6  100%  50%  83%  83% 

Shalimar Dr‐Crestmont Pl‐Park Dr         

E  7  71%  100%  71%  100% 

W 18th St‐Crestmont Pl‐Park Dr         

W  10  80%  60%  70%  90% 

Darrell St               

Meyer Pl‐Darrell St‐Pomona Ave           

N  31  81%  81%  87%  90% 

Monrovia Ave‐Darrell St‐Federal Ave         

N  31  35%  39%  42%  42% 

Moronovia Ave‐Darrell St‐Federal Ave         

S  32  47%  44%  34%  47% 

Pomona Ave‐Darrell St‐Meyer Pl         

S  35  86%  80%  77%  86% 

Republic Ave‐Darrell St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  41  29%  29%  39%  34% 

S  41  22%  20%  29%  29% 

Dogwood St               

Cedar Pl‐Dogwood St‐Evergreen Pl           

N  31  19%  19%  19%  29% 

Monrovia Ave‐Dogwood St‐Republic Ave         

S  35  17%  20%  31%  31% 

Evergreen Pl               

End‐Evergreen Pl‐Monrovia Ave           

S  20  25%  35%  15%  30% 

Monrovia Ave‐Evergreen Pl‐End         

N  21  29%  24%  24%  24% 

Farad St               

Ohms Way‐Farad St‐End           

S  15  33%  40%  40%  33% 

Ohms Way‐Farad St‐Pomona Ave         

S  7  43%  29%  29%  29% 

Pomona Ave‐Farad St‐End         

N  24  17%  21%  17%  21% 

Federal Ave               

Darrell St‐Federal Ave‐Joann St           

E  8  63%  50%  50%  63% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  10  50%  40%  50%  70% 

Oak St‐Federal Ave‐W 20th St         

E  43  49%  35%  28%  30% 

W  36  47%  31%  31%  39% 

Pine Pl‐Federal Ave‐Oak St         

W  8  63%  50%  63%  75% 

Pine Pl‐Federal Ave‐Plum Pl         

E  8  63%  38%  50%  63% 

Plum Pl‐Federal Ave‐End         

E  6  83%  33%  67%  67% 

Plum Pl‐Federal Ave‐Pine Pl         

W  11  45%  36%  27%  55% 

Victoria St‐Federal Ave‐Plum Pl         

W  8  50%  38%  63%  63% 

W 20th St‐Federal Ave‐W 19th St         

W  36  25%  28%  28%  25% 

E  56  18%  14%  20%  20% 

Wilson St‐Federal Ave‐Darrell St    

E  8  88%  75%  88%  88% 

W  8  63%  50%  63%  63% 

Ford Rd                

Harbor Blvd‐Ford Rd‐Parsons St         

S  8  85%  83%  81%  81% 

Newport Blvd‐Ford Rd‐Parsons St         

N  13  54%  31%  31%  31% 

Parsons St‐Ford Rd‐Newport Blvd         

S  15  67%  40%  20%  20% 

Glen Cir               

Canyon Dr‐Glen Cir‐End           

N  6  83%  83%  67%  67% 

S  8  38%  25%  88%  50% 

Gleneagles Terrace                

Aviemore Terrace‐Gleneagles Terrace‐End         

N  7  43%  43%  29%  29% 

S  9  11%  0%  0%  0% 

Gleneagles Terrace‐Gleneagles Terrace‐
Aviemore Terrace         

N  3  33%  33%  33%  33% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Gleneagles Terrace‐Valley Rd         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

E  23  13%  17%  17%  13% 

W  24  38%  33%  42%  46% 

Governor St               

National Ave‐Governor St‐Placentia Ave           

S  46  30%  33%  30%  28% 

National Ave‐Governor St‐State Ave         

N  34  38%  44%  41%  44% 

Placentia Ave‐Governor St‐National Ave         

N  44  23%  14%  32%  25% 

Pomona Ave‐Governor St‐Puente Ave         

N  15  33%  13%  33%  33% 

S  16  19%  25%  19%  50% 

State Ave‐Governor St‐National Ave         

S  31  19%  23%  39%  39% 

Grove Pl               

Republic Ave‐Grove Pl‐State Ave           

N  25  20%  24%  24%  20% 

S  28  14%  14%  14%  14% 

State Ave‐Grove Pl‐End    

N  7  14%  29%  43%  43% 

S  11  27%  64%  27%  27% 

Hamilton St               

End‐Hamilton St‐Thurin St           

N  20  35%  30%  40%  40% 

Harbor Blvd‐Hamilton St‐Maple Ave         

N  25  80%  76%  72%  84% 

Harbor Blvd‐Hamilton St‐Thurin St         

S  48  69%  75%  81%  85% 

Maple Ave‐Hamilton St‐Meyer Pl         

N  23  78%  87%  87%  78% 

Meyer Pl‐Hamilton St‐Pomona Ave         

N  9  56%  56%  78%  78% 

Placentia Ave‐Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave         

N  15  93%  87%  93%  93% 

Pomona Ave‐Hamilton St‐Sterling Ave         

N  5  60%  100%  100%  100% 

Raleigh Ave‐Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave         

N  23  74%  74%  78%  87% 

Sterling Ave‐Hamilton St‐Raleigh Ave         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  6  67%  67%  67%  67% 

Thurin St‐Hamilton St‐End         

S  22  41%  27%  32%  27% 

Thurin St‐Hamilton St‐Harbor Blvd         

N  47  72%  77%  87%  83% 

Harbor Blvd                

Bernard St‐Harbor Blvd‐Ford Rd         

E  12  50%  67%  58%  58% 

Ford Rd‐Harbor Blvd‐W Bay St         

E  16  31%  31%  13%  13% 

James St               

Pomona Ave‐James St‐Wallace Ave           

N  23  83%  87%  83%  78% 

Wallace Ave‐James St‐Pomona Ave         

S  23  100%  96%  100%  91% 

Joann St               

End‐Joann St‐Federal Ave           

S  7  86%  71%  86%  100% 

Federal Ave‐Joann St‐End    

S  7  43%  71%  86%  100% 

Federal Ave‐Joann St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  34  47%  44%  38%  44% 

Maple St‐Joann St‐Meyer Pl         

N  23  74%  78%  91%  83% 

Maple St‐Joann St‐Miner St         

S  12  83%  83%  92%  92% 

Meyer Pl‐Joann St‐Maple St         

S  18  89%  94%  100%  100% 

Meyer Pl‐Joann St‐Pomona Ave         

N  40  73%  70%  80%  83% 

Miner St‐Joann St‐Maple St         

N  21  57%  67%  43%  43% 

Monrovia Ave‐Joann St‐Federal Ave         

S  34  35%  38%  35%  47% 

Monrovia Ave‐Joann St‐Republic Ave         

N  45  42%  36%  44%  33% 

S  45  20%  38%  42%  40% 

Pamela Ln‐Joann St‐Placentia Ave         

E  14  64%  71%  79%  79% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  21  86%  86%  81%  81% 

Pamela Ln‐Joann St‐Pomona Ave         

S  27  63%  81%  78%  89% 

Pamona Ave‐Joann St‐Pamela Ln         

N  30  77%  77%  83%  83% 

Placentia Ave‐Joann St‐Pamela Ln         

S  10  80%  90%  80%  90% 

Pomona Ave‐Joann St‐Meyer Pl         

S  34  76%  85%  97%  97% 

Kenwood Pl               

Shalimar Dr‐Kenwood Pl‐W 18th St         

W  19  63%  68%  74%  74% 

W 18th St‐Kenwood Pl‐Shalimar Dr         

W  17  76%  53%  65%  71% 

Knowell Pl                

Meyer Pl‐Knowell Pl‐Maple Ave         

N  24  83%  75%  75%  63% 

S  29  59%  48%  52%  48% 

Linden Pl             

State Ave‐Linden Pl‐End           

N  22  32%  18%  23%  27% 

S  21  10%  5%  10%  5% 

State Ave‐Linden Pl‐Republic Ave         

N  24  21%  29%  29%  25% 

S  34  21%  12%  21%  18% 

Maple Ave               

Bernard St‐Maple Ave‐W 19th St         

W  25  48%  60%  52%  48% 

Bernard St‐Maple Ave‐Yorkshire St         

E  29  86%  90%  97%  97% 

Hamilton St‐Maple Ave‐Knowell Pl         

E  11  55%  73%  100%  82% 

W  12  67%  58%  83%  83% 

Knowell Pl‐Maple Ave‐W Bay St         

E  8  63%  63%  63%  63% 

W  7  71%  71%  86%  86% 

W 19th St‐Maple Ave‐Bernard St         

E  18  72%  72%  78%  78% 

W Bay St‐Maple Ave‐Yorkshire St         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  12  50%  58%  58%  58% 

Yorkshire St‐Maple Ave‐Bernard St         

W  29  72%  69%  72%  72% 

Yorkshire St‐Maple Ave‐W Bay St         

E  12  75%  75%  75%  67% 

Maple St               

Joann St‐Maple St‐Wilson St           

W  17  94%  88%  94%  94% 

Victoria St‐Maple St‐Wilson St         

E  49  69%  69%  71%  71% 

Wilson St‐Maple St‐Joann St         

E  18  78%  78%  78%  83% 

Wilson St‐Maple St‐Victoria St         

W  45  80%  73%  84%  78% 

Meyer Pl                

Beach St‐Meyer Pl‐Surf St           

N  20  80%  85%  85%  95% 

Beach St‐Meyer Pl‐W 19th St    

W  6  50%  83%  83%  83% 

Cove St‐Meyer Pl‐Seal St           

W  6  100%  83%  100%  83% 

Darrell St‐Meyer Pl‐Joann St         

E  3  67%  67%  67%  67% 

W  9  67%  67%  78%  67% 

Hamilton St‐Meyer Pl‐Knowell Pl         

W  11  73%  82%  73%  82% 

E  9  67%  44%  89%  89% 

Knowell Pl‐Meyer Pl‐W Bay St         

W  13  54%  46%  69%  77% 

Meyer Pl‐Meyer Pl‐Arnold Ave         

N  22  68%  50%  50%  68% 

Ross St‐Meyer Pl‐Seal St         

E  9  67%  100%  89%  89% 

Ross St‐Meyer Pl‐Surf St         

E  8  63%  75%  75%  75% 

Seal St‐Meyer Pl‐Cove St         

E  10  50%  80%  80%  90% 

Seal St‐Meyer Pl‐Ross St         

E  7  86%  86%  86%  86% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Surf St‐Meyer Pl‐Beach St         

E  9  67%  78%  67%  89% 

W  10  50%  70%  80%  80% 

Surf St‐Meyer Pl‐Ross St         

E  10  100%  90%  90%  100% 

W 19th St‐Meyer Pl‐Beach St         

E  14  50%  50%  57%  71% 

W Bay St‐Meyer Pl‐Cove St         

W  12  83%  67%  83%  92% 

E  12  75%  58%  75%  75% 

W Bay St‐Meyer Pl‐Knowell Pl         

E  8  100%  88%  88%  88% 

Wilson St‐Meyer Pl‐Darrell St         

E  9  56%  78%  89%  89% 

W  9  44%  11%  44%  67% 

Wilson St‐Meyer Pl‐End         

E  38  37%  32%  45%  32% 

W  36  42%  42%  36%  53% 

Miner St             

Joann St‐Miner St‐Wilson St           

W  27  74%  74%  74%  74% 

Wilson St‐Miner St‐End         

E  33  79%  67%  82%  100% 

W  39  77%  79%  82%  95% 

Modjeska Cir               

Canyon Dr‐Modjeska Cir‐End           

S  5  80%  100%  80%  100% 

End‐Modjeska Cir‐Canyon Dr         

N  6  50%  83%  83%  83% 

Monrovia Ave               

Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave‐Cedar Pl           

E  7  43%  57%  57%  43% 

Arbor St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St         

E  9  44%  33%  33%  11% 

W  6  17%  33%  17%  33% 

Cedar Pl‐Monrovia Ave‐Dogwood St         

E  11  9%  9%  0%  0% 

Center St‐Monrovia Ave‐Towne St         

E  7  86%  57%  71%  71% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  5  100%  60%  80%  80% 

Center St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St         

E  9  56%  78%  89%  100% 

Darrell St‐Monrovia Ave‐Wilson St         

W  7  43%  43%  43%  57% 

Dogwood St‐Monrovia Ave‐Cedar Pl         

W  8  50%  38%  50%  38% 

Dogwood St‐Monrovia Ave‐Evergreen Pl         

E  8  25%  25%  50%  38% 

Evergreen Pl‐Monrovia Ave‐Dogwood St         

W  6  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Evergreen Pl‐Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St         

E  7  29%  29%  14%  43% 

Joann St‐Monrovia Ave‐Darrell St         

E  11  9%  9%  0%  0% 

W  8  25%  50%  38%  25% 

National Ave‐Monrovia Ave‐Oak St         

E  29  21%  28%  21%  21% 

National Ave‐Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St    

W  16  13%  13%  6%  6% 

Newhall St‐Monrovia Ave‐Play Port Mobile 
Village Driveway         

E  8  63%  63%  50%  63% 

Newhall St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 16th St         

W  22  32%  41%  27%  5% 

Oak St‐Monrovia Ave‐National Ave         

W  24  38%  42%  33%  33% 

Play Port Mobile Village Driveway‐
Monrovia Ave‐W 17th St         

E  3  100%  67%  67%  67% 

Sunset Dr‐Monrovia Ave‐W 17th St         

W  17  35%  35%  41%  47% 

Towne St‐Monrovia Ave‐W 18th St         

W  14  64%  57%  86%  86% 

Victoria St‐Monrovia Ave‐Oak St         

W  28  36%  21%  29%  21% 

W 16th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Newhall St         

E  16  50%  56%  44%  6% 

W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Newhall St         

552



Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  11  9%  9%  18%  9% 

W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Sunset Dr         

E  13  62%  54%  54%  46% 

W 18th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Sunset Dr         

E  16  25%  19%  6%  63% 

W  14  57%  36%  36%  50% 

W 18th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Towne St         

E  16  63%  56%  81%  81% 

W 19th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Center St         

W  13  100%  92%  92%  92% 

W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave‐Evergreen Pl         

W  7  0%  0%  29%  0% 

W 20th St‐Moronovia Ave‐National Ave           

E  16  13%  13%  13%  13% 

Wilson St‐Monrovia Ave‐Darrell St         

E  8  25%  25%  25%  63% 

National Ave               

Capital St‐National Ave‐Senate St       

E  7  29%  29%  29%  29% 

W  7  29%  29%  43%  14% 

Capital St‐National Ave‐Wilson St         

E  6  17%  17%  50%  33% 

Congress St‐National Ave‐Governor St         

W  7  29%  14%  29%  14% 

Governer St‐National Ave‐Congress St         

E  9  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Governor St‐National Ave‐Victoria St         

W  3  33%  33%  33%  33% 

Monrovia Ave‐National Ave‐National Ave         

N  9  44%  44%  44%  44% 

National Ave‐National Ave‐Monrovia Ave         

S  9  33%  22%  78%  67% 

National Ave‐National Ave‐Oak St         

E  28  21%  29%  18%  29% 

Oak St‐National Ave‐National Ave         

E  26  46%  46%  54%  54% 

W  30  37%  40%  30%  30% 

Senate St‐National Ave‐Congress St         

E  7  0%  14%  0%  0% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  6  0%  17%  17%  17% 

Victoria St‐National Ave‐Oak St         

E  27  30%  22%  30%  30% 

W  25  24%  20%  20%  32% 

Victory St‐National Ave‐Governer St         

E  3  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Wilson St‐National Ave‐Capital St         

W  7  14%  0%  0%  0% 

Newhall St               

End‐Newhall St‐Monrovia Ave           

S  20  30%  25%  35%  10% 

Monrovia Ave‐Newhall St‐End         

N  23  4%  9%  4%  4% 

Newton Way                

End‐Newton Way‐Placentia Ave         

N  27  26%  22%  26%  19% 

Placentia Ave‐Newton Way‐End         

S  22  27%  59%  64%  14% 

Oak St             

Continental Ave‐Oak St‐Federal Ave           

N  28  30%  21%  21%  23% 

S  7  14%  29%  0%  0% 

Continental Ave‐Oak St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  7  14%  14%  29%  29% 

S  9  22%  22%  22%  33% 

Monrovia Ave‐Oak St‐National Ave         

N  7  57%  29%  29%  43% 

National Ave‐Oak St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  10  40%  30%  10%  10% 

National Ave‐Oak St‐President Pl         

N  11  18%  18%  27%  27% 

President Pl‐Oak St‐National Ave         

S  8  0%  0%  13%  13% 

President Pl‐Oak St‐Republic Ave         

N  11  18%  27%  18%  18% 

S  10  60%  60%  50%  50% 

Republic Ave‐Oak St‐State Ave         

N  33  30%  24%  27%  30% 

S  25  12%  16%  20%  24% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Ohms Way               

End‐Ohms Way‐Mid‐Block           

N  13  62%  69%  85%  77% 

S  13  46%  92%  77%  46% 

Farad St‐Ohms Way‐Mid‐Block         

E  9  22%  11%  11%  11% 

W  13  8%  8%  0%  0% 

Pacific Ave                

Victoria Pl‐Pacific Ave‐Wilson St         

E  55  67%  69%  73%  76% 

W  52  73%  77%  77%  79% 

Wilson St‐Pacific Ave‐End         

E  21  90%  81%  86%  90% 

W  16  94%  69%  94%  100% 

Pamela Ln               

End‐Pamela Ln‐Joann St           

E  15  93%  87%  87%  87% 

Joann St‐Pamela Ln‐End    

W  16  94%  88%  88%  100% 

Park Ave               

W 18th St‐Park Ave‐W 19th St           

E  12  8%  8%  8%  0% 

W 19th St‐Park Ave‐W 18th St         

W  56  38%  64%  70%  29% 

Park Dr               

Anaheim Ave‐Park Dr‐W 18th St           

N  38  5%  58%  37%  18% 

S  19  42%  47%  37%  32% 

Crestmont Pl‐Park Dr‐Pomona Ave         

S  30  87%  87%  87%  87% 

Pomona Ave‐Park Dr‐Crestmont Pl         

N  25  92%  96%  92%  100% 

W 18th St‐Park Dr‐Anaheim Ave         

N  16  44%  44%  50%  56% 

Parkcrest Dr               

1879 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐Parkhill Dr           

W  5  40%  40%  80%  20% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

1882 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐1898 
Parkcrest Dr         

E  5  20%  40%  20%  40% 

1895 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐1879 
Parkcrest Dr         

W  13  8%  15%  15%  15% 

1898 Parkcrest Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐W 19th St         

E  4  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W  3  67%  67%  67%  33% 

Parkhill Dr‐Parkcrest Dr‐1882 Parkcrest Dr         

E  7  14%  14%  43%  0% 

Parkglen Cir                

End‐Parkglen Cir‐Parkhill Dr         

W  4  50%  25%  50%  50% 

Parkhill Dr‐Parkglen Cir‐End         

E  3  67%  67%  33%  33% 

Parkhill Dr             

Parkcrest Dr‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkvista Cir           

N  9  56%  56%  44%  33% 

Parkcrest Dr‐Parkhill Dr‐Whittier Ave         

N  3  67%  33%  0%  33% 

Parkglen Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkvista Cir         

N  11  18%  27%  45%  36% 

Parkglen Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Whittier Ave         

S  8  38%  38%  38%  38% 

Parkview Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkglen Cir         

S  6  33%  33%  33%  0% 

Parkvista Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkcrest Dr         

S  10  70%  50%  50%  40% 

Parkvista Cir‐Parkhill Dr‐Parkglen Cir         

W  9  11%  22%  0%  0% 

Parkview Cir               

Parkhill Dr‐Parkview Cir‐End           

E  12  58%  54%  63%  42% 

W  10  60%  55%  45%  55% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Parkvista Cir               

Parkhill Dr‐Parkvista Cir‐End           

E  3  33%  67%  67%  67% 

W  2  100%  50%  100%  50% 

Parsons St               

Ford Rd‐Parsons St‐Bernard St           

E  13  62%  62%  77%  77% 

W  17  47%  65%  76%  76% 

Ford Rd‐Parsons St‐W Bay St         

E  28  71%  68%  89%  89% 

Victoria St‐Parsons St‐End         

E  10  20%  20%  30%  40% 

W  11  45%  27%  45%  55% 

W Bay St‐Parsons St‐Ford Rd         

W  28  54%  54%  82%  82% 

Pine Pl               

Federal Ave‐Pine Pl‐End         

N  8  63%  50%  50%  50% 

S  8  63%  38%  25%  50% 

Plum Pl               

Federal Ave‐Plum Pl‐End         

N  8  38%  63%  50%  63% 

S  7  57%  57%  43%  57% 

Plumer St                

Anaheim Ave‐Plumer St‐Pomona Ave         

N  49  65%  47%  86%  78% 

Pomona Ave‐Plumer St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  50  62%  50%  64%  66% 

Pomona Ave                

Capital St‐Pomona Ave‐Senate St         

W  8  88%  75%  88%  75% 

Center St‐Pomona Ave‐Plumer St         

E  6  100%  100%  100%  100% 

Center St‐Pomona Ave‐Weelo Dr         

W  10  60%  40%  80%  90% 

Congress St‐Pomona Ave‐Governor St         

W  11  73%  73%  82%  73% 

Darrell St‐Pomona Ave‐Wilson St         

E  9  67%  67%  67%  67% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W  10  100%  100%  100%  100% 

Farad St‐Pomona Ave‐W 16th St         

W  14  79%  64%  29%  36% 

Governor St‐Pomona Ave‐Congress St         

E  6  100%  100%  100%  100% 

Governor St‐Pomona Ave‐Victoria St         

E  2  100%  100%  100%  100% 

W  2  50%  50%  50%  50% 

Hamilton St‐Pomana Ave‐Sterling Ave           

W  18  89%  89%  89%  100% 

Hamilton St‐Pomona Ave‐Victoria St         

W  11  91%  55%  91%  91% 

James St‐Pomona Ave‐W 17th St         

W  26  62%  65%  58%  65% 

Joann St‐Pomona Ave‐Darrell St         

E  7  86%  100%  57%  57% 

W  9  100%  89%  100%  100% 

Park Dr‐Pomona Ave‐W 18th St    

E  11  73%  82%  82%  82% 

Senate St‐Pomona Ave‐Congress St         

E  6  67%  83%  83%  83% 

W  6  67%  67%  67%  67% 

Sterling Ave‐Pomona Ave‐Hamilton St         

W  20  70%  50%  60%  85% 

Sterling Ave‐Pomona Ave‐W 20th St         

W  12  83%  92%  92%  92% 

Victoria St‐Pomona Ave‐Hamilton St         

W  16  75%  63%  75%  75% 

W 16th St‐Pomona Ave‐Farad St         

E  12  75%  75%  17%  8% 

W 17th St‐Pomona Ave‐Farad St         

E  26  81%  62%  73%  81% 

W  15  73%  67%  53%  87% 

W 17th St‐Pomona Ave‐Park Dr         

E  34  71%  68%  79%  91% 

W 18th St‐Pomona Ave‐James St         

W  3  100%  100%  67%  100% 

W 18th St‐Pomona Ave‐Weelo Dr         

E  9  100%  89%  100%  100% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

W 19th St‐Pomona Ave‐Center St         

W  3  67%  67%  67%  67% 

W 19th St‐Pomona Ave‐W 20th St         

E  30  77%  80%  87%  87% 

W 20th St‐Pomona Ave‐Sterling Ave         

E  14  79%  71%  71%  79% 

W 20th St‐Pomona Ave‐W 19th St         

W  33  79%  73%  76%  85% 

Weelo Dr‐Pomona Ave‐Center St         

E  8  100%  100%  88%  100% 

Weelo Dr‐Pomona Ave‐W 18th St         

W  11  73%  82%  82%  82% 

Wilson St‐Pomona Ave‐Capital St         

E  5  100%  100%  100%  100% 

W  4  100%  75%  75%  75% 

President Pl               

End‐President Pl‐Oak St         

W  24  38%  33%  33%  42% 

Oak St‐President Pl‐End    

E  30  30%  37%  30%  27% 

Victoria St‐President Pl‐End         

E  22  32%  32%  32%  32% 

W  20  45%  40%  50%  50% 

Puente Ave               

Congress St‐Puente Ave‐Governor St           

E  10  50%  60%  60%  70% 

Congress St‐Puente Ave‐Senate St         

W  6  33%  33%  50%  50% 

Governor St‐Puente Ave‐Congress St         

W  8  25%  50%  38%  25% 

Governor St‐Puente Ave‐End         

E  5  40%  0%  20%  20% 

W  12  0%  8%  0%  0% 

Senate St‐Puente Ave‐Congress St         

E  10  30%  20%  50%  30% 

Ralcam Pl               

End‐Ralcam Pl‐Thurin St           

S  19  74%  58%  68%  63% 

Thurin St‐Ralcam Pl‐End         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  19  63%  74%  63%  63% 

Raleigh Ave               

Congress St‐Raleigh Ave‐End           

E  20  50%  45%  40%  65% 

W  20  45%  45%  35%  50% 

Congress St‐Raleigh Ave‐Wilson St         

W  17  65%  47%  53%  76% 

Hamilton St‐Raleigh Ave‐End         

E  20  50%  50%  55%  55% 

W  18  28%  22%  22%  39% 

Wilson St‐Raleigh Ave‐Congress St         

E  18  67%  56%  67%  89% 

Republic Ave               

Arbor St‐Republic Ave‐Cedar Pl           

W  8  25%  13%  13%  13% 

Capital St‐Republic Ave‐Senate St         

W  10  50%  50%  20%  30% 

Cedar Pl‐Republic Ave‐Arbor St    

E  8  38%  38%  63%  75% 

Darrell St‐Republic Ave‐Joann St         

E  10  10%  20%  20%  20% 

Darrell St‐Republic Ave‐Wilson St         

W  10  20%  20%  20%  20% 

Dogwood St‐Republic Ave‐Cedar Pl         

E  9  0%  0%  0%  0% 

W  14  14%  14%  7%  7% 

Grove Pl‐Republic Ave‐End         

E  27  22%  19%  22%  30% 

W  22  23%  32%  36%  32% 

Grove Pl‐Republic Ave‐Linden Pl         

E  7  57%  29%  14%  14% 

Joann St‐Republic Ave‐Darrell St         

W  9  56%  56%  22%  44% 

Linden Pl‐Republic Ave‐Grove Pl         

W  9  0%  0%  11%  11% 

Linden Pl‐Republic Ave‐Oak St         

E  8  25%  38%  63%  63% 

Oak St‐Republic Ave‐Linden Pl         

W  8  25%  25%  25%  38% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Senate St‐Republic Ave‐Capital St         

E  7  43%  29%  43%  43% 

Union Ave‐Republic Ave‐Victoria St         

E  17  41%  29%  29%  29% 

Victoria St‐Republic Ave‐Union Ave         

W  20  25%  25%  20%  25% 

Wilson St‐Republic Ave‐Capital St         

E  7  14%  14%  14%  14% 

W  7  57%  57%  57%  57% 

Wilson St‐Republic Ave‐Darrell St         

E  8  0%  0%  13%  0% 

Ridgecrest Cir               

Valley Rd‐Ridgecrest Cir‐End           

N  7  14%  14%  14%  29% 

S  6  50%  50%  17%  33% 

Ross St               

Arnold Ave‐Ross St‐Meyer Pl           

N  17  82%  71%  71%  71% 

S  20  65%  50%  70%  90% 

Scott Pl               

Placentia Ave‐Scott Pl‐Wallace Ave           

S  19  69%  77%  82%  74% 

Sea Bluff Dr               

Canyon Dr‐Sea Bluff Dr‐Valley Rd           

N  20  10%  10%  20%  15% 

S  14  36%  36%  43%  43% 

Valley Rd‐Sea Bluff Dr‐Balmoral Pl         

S  9  11%  22%  33%  22% 

Valley Rd‐Sea Bluff Dr‐Gleneagles Terrace         

N  14  21%  29%  36%  21% 

S  11  36%  27%  18%  27% 

Seal St               

Arnold Ave‐Seal St‐Meyer Pl           

S  22  68%  59%  55%  73% 

Senate St               

Continental Ave‐Senate St‐National Ave           

N  24  21%  38%  38%  38% 

National Ave‐Senate St‐Continental Ave         

S  28  36%  25%  25%  21% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

National Ave‐Senate St‐Republic Ave         

N  23  39%  35%  39%  43% 

Pomona Ave‐Senate St‐Puente Ave         

N  16  69%  63%  44%  56% 

S  16  44%  56%  44%  56% 

Republic Ave‐Senate St‐National Ave         

W  25  28%  24%  24%  20% 

Shalimar Dr               

Crestmont Pl‐Shalimar Dr‐End           

S  9  89%  78%  100%  89% 

Crestmont Pl‐Shalimar Dr‐Local Access         

N  9  100%  100%  78%  78% 

Kenwood Pl‐Shalimar Dr‐Crestmont Pl         

N  9  100%  78%  67%  78% 

S  4  75%  100%  100%  100% 

State Ave               

American Ave‐State Ave‐Congress St           

E  7  43%  43%  100%  71% 

American Ave‐State Ave‐Wilson St    

E  16  63%  56%  69%  75% 

W  34  62%  50%  56%  68% 

Congress St‐State Ave‐American Ave         

E  6  50%  50%  100%  67% 

Congress St‐State Ave‐Governor St         

E  8  25%  25%  75%  0% 

W  7  43%  71%  100%  100% 

End‐State Ave‐Governor St         

E  7  57%  43%  57%  71% 

Governor St‐State Ave‐End         

W  3  100%  100%  100%  100% 

Grove Pl‐State Ave‐Linden Pl         

W  7  29%  14%  29%  29% 

Linden Pl‐State Ave‐Grove Pl         

E  10  40%  40%  40%  40% 

Oak Street‐State Ave‐Linden Pl         

E  9  11%  11%  11%  11% 

Oak St‐State Ave‐Linden Pl         

W  10  30%  10%  40%  40% 

Sterling Ave                
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Hamilton St‐Sterling Ave‐End         

E  20  20%  30%  50%  40% 

W  15  20%  13%  27%  27% 

Pomona Ave‐Sterling Ave‐Sterling Ave         

S  14  43%  21%  86%  86% 

Sterling Ave‐Sterling Ave‐Pomona Ave         

S  10  100%  90%  100%  100% 

Sterling Ave‐Sterling Ave‐W 20th St         

W  7  43%  14%  29%  29% 

Sunset Dr               

End‐Sunset Dr‐Monrovia Ave           

S  20  70%  75%  40%  35% 

Monrovia Ave‐Sunset Dr‐End         

N  18  33%  44%  39%  22% 

Surf St                

Arnold Ave‐Surf St‐Meyer Pl         

S  18  94%  94%  89%  94% 

Terminal Way             

End‐Terminal Way‐Anaheim Ave       

S  28  29%  36%  32%  36% 

Thurin St               

Hamilton St‐Thurin St‐Ralcam Pl           

E  11  91%  91%  91%  82% 

Hamilton St‐Thurin St‐W Bay St         

W  23  65%  61%  61%  61% 

Ralcam Pl‐Thurin St‐Hamilton St         

W  6  67%  83%  83%  83% 

Ralcam Pl‐Thurin St‐Victoria St         

E  7  57%  71%  86%  86% 

Victoria St‐Thurin St‐Ralcam Pl         

W  7  71%  71%  71%  57% 

W Bay St‐Thurin St‐Hamilton St         

E  20  75%  80%  75%  75% 

Towne St               

Monrovia Ave‐Towne St‐Placentia Ave           

N  38  42%  37%  45%  47% 

S  40  45%  55%  45%  45% 

Trabuco Cir                
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Canyon Dr‐Trabuco Cir‐End         

S  5  80%  60%  60%  80% 

End‐Trabuco Cir‐Canyon Dr         

N  7  57%  57%  29%  29% 

Union Ave               

Union Ave‐Union Ave‐Republic Ave           

N  9  22%  11%  22%  22% 

S  23  39%  48%  52%  35% 

Victoria St‐Union Ave‐Republic Ave         

E  16  19%  6%  38%  44% 

Victoria St‐Union Ave‐Union Ave         

W  18  28%  39%  39%  33% 

Valley Cir               

Valley Rd‐Valley Cir‐End           

N  8  38%  50%  38%  25% 

S  9  89%  67%  67%  56% 

Valley Rd               

Aviemore Terrace‐Valley Rd‐Gleneagles 
Terrace       

E  7  57%  43%  43%  29% 

Gleneagles Terrace‐Valley Rd‐Aviemore 
Terrace         

W  5  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Ridgecrest Cir‐Valley Rd‐Sea Bluff Dr         

W  5  0%  0%  60%  0% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Valley Rd‐Gleneagles Terrace         

E  13  8%  15%  8%  8% 

W  9  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Sea Bluff Dr‐Valley Rd‐Ridgecrest Cir         

E  4  0%  0%  25%  0% 

Valley Cir‐Valley Rd‐Ridgecrest Cir         

E  8  38%  50%  25%  25% 

W  7  86%  57%  71%  29% 

Valley Cir‐Valley Rd‐Victoria St         

E  6  17%  17%  0%  17% 

Victoria Pl               

Victoria St‐Victoria Pl‐Pacific Ave           

N  4  75%  100%  100%  75% 

S  7  71%  100%  100%  100% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Victoria St               

Continental Ave‐Victoria St‐Federal Ave           

S  7  71%  43%  86%  86% 

End‐Victoria St‐Union Ave         

S  4  50%  75%  100%  0% 

Federal Ave‐Victoria St‐End         

S  11  91%  82%  82%  82% 

Monrovia Ave‐Victoria St‐Continental Ave         

S  9  44%  44%  67%  22% 

National Ave‐Victoria St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  6  0%  0%  33%  17% 

President Pl‐Victoria St‐National Ave         

S  4  0%  25%  25%  50% 

Republic Ave‐Victoria St‐President Pl         

S  7  0%  0%  0%  0% 

Union Ave‐Victoria St‐Republic Ave         

S  6  67%  50%  0%  0% 

W 16th St             

Hampton Dr‐W 16th St‐End       

N  8  63%  50%  38%  63% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 16th St‐Hampton Dr         

N  26  15%  15%  15%  8% 

Placentia Ave‐W 16th St‐Pomona Ave         

S  15  7%  7%  7%  0% 

Pomona Ave‐W 16th St‐Placentia Ave         

N  16  75%  75%  69%  63% 

W 17th St               

Babcock St‐W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave           

N  24  13%  13%  13%  17% 

S  15  13%  27%  13%  0% 

End‐W 17th St‐Whittier Ave         

S  10  40%  50%  30%  10% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 17th St‐Whittier Ave         

N  22  55%  59%  27%  32% 

Placentia Ave‐W 17th St‐Babcock St         

N  14  57%  21%  14%  36% 

S  3  67%  33%  33%  33% 

Whittier Ave‐W 17th St‐End         

N  13  23%  31%  23%  15% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Whittier Ave‐W 17th St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  32  53%  47%  19%  13% 

W 18th St               

Anaheim Ave‐W 18th St‐Park Dr           

S  7  29%  43%  43%  29% 

Anaheim Ave‐W 18th St‐Pomona Ave         

N  33  85%  79%  82%  88% 

Crestmont Pl‐W 18th St‐Kenwood Pl         

S  6  50%  33%  67%  83% 

Kenwood Pl‐W 18th St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  8  13%  13%  25%  38% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 18th St‐Placentia Ave         

S  17  59%  41%  59%  59% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 18th St‐Whittier Ave         

N  43  63%  44%  44%  47% 

S  28  61%  43%  50%  50% 

Peninsula Pl‐W 18th St‐Whittier Ave         

S  22  55%  50%  45%  45% 

Placentia Ave‐W 18th St‐Monrovia Ave    

N  34  68%  68%  68%  68% 

Placentia Ave‐W 18th St‐Wallace Ave         

S  14  71%  71%  79%  79% 

Pomona Ave‐W 18th St‐Crestmont Pl         

S  12  92%  100%  100%  92% 

Pomona Ave‐W 18th St‐Wallace Ave         

N  15  80%  87%  87%  87% 

Wallace Ave‐W 18th St‐Placentia Ave         

N  9  78%  78%  67%  78% 

Wallace Ave‐W 18th St‐Pomona Ave         

S  24  96%  96%  96%  96% 

Whittier Ave‐W 18th St‐Peninsula Pl         

N  19  58%  68%  79%  74% 

W 19th St               

Federal Ave‐W 19th St‐Monrovia Ave           

N  9  89%  78%  78%  67% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St‐Placentia Ave         

S  17  82%  82%  82%  82% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 19th St‐Whittier Ave         

N  21  62%  67%  62%  62% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Parkcrest Dr‐W 19th St‐Whittier Ave         

S  12  58%  58%  50%  50% 

Placentia Ave‐W 19th St‐Federal Ave         

N  4  50%  50%  75%  50% 

Whittier Ave‐W 19th St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  37  78%  76%  86%  76% 

Whittier Ave‐W 19th St‐Sundance Dr         

N  10  40%  60%  60%  60% 

W 20th St               

Continental Ave‐W 20th St‐Federal Ave           

S  9  11%  11%  11%  11% 

Continental Ave‐W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave         

N  9  33%  33%  22%  56% 

End‐W 20th St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  14  50%  36%  64%  64% 

Federal Ave‐W 20th St‐Continental Ave         

N  9  22%  11%  11%  11% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St‐Continental Ave    

S  8  13%  38%  38%  50% 

Monrovia Ave‐W 20th St‐End         

N  13  62%  38%  38%  62% 

Palace Ave‐W 20th St‐Wallace Ave         

N  9  100%  100%  100%  100% 

S  16  88%  69%  81%  81% 

Placentia Ave‐W 20th St‐Palace Ave         

N  7  100%  100%  100%  100% 

S  10  90%  80%  80%  90% 

Sterling Ave‐W 20th St‐Pomona Ave         

N  10  70%  80%  100%  100% 

S  11  73%  73%  82%  82% 

Wallace Ave‐W 20th St‐Sterling Ave         

N  8  88%  88%  100%  100% 

S  9  56%  89%  89%  89% 

W Bay St               

Anaheim Ave‐W Bay St‐Meyer Pl           

N  13  69%  54%  85%  77% 

Harbor Blvd‐W Bay St‐Parsons St         

S  5  60%  80%  60%  60% 

Maple Ave‐W Bay St‐Anaheim Ave         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  15  53%  33%  47%  47% 

S  13  77%  69%  69%  62% 

Meyer Pl‐W Bay St‐Anaheim Ave         

S  12  58%  42%  42%  50% 

Parsons St‐W Bay St‐Harbor Blvd         

N  10  80%  90%  80%  80% 

Parsons St‐W Bay St‐Thurin St         

S  27  85%  81%  85%  85% 

Thurin St‐W Bay St‐Parsons St         

N  30  67%  77%  83%  83% 

Wallace Ave               

Center St‐Wallace Ave‐Weelo Dr           

W  10  90%  90%  90%  90% 

End‐Wallace Ave‐James St         

W  5  60%  60%  60%  60% 

Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave‐End         

E  23  78%  65%  78%  70% 

W  16  69%  31%  31%  56% 

Hamilton St‐Wallace Ave‐W 20th St    

W  46  74%  74%  78%  78% 

James St‐Wallace Ave‐End         

E  6  100%  83%  83%  83% 

James St‐Wallace Ave‐Shalimar Dr         

W  12  100%  100%  100%  100% 

Scott Pl‐Wallace Ave‐W 18th Ave         

W  4  100%  75%  100%  100% 

Shalimar Ave‐Wallace Ave‐James St         

E  9  67%  67%  78%  78% 

W 18th St‐Wallace Ave‐Scott Pl         

E  9  89%  100%  100%  100% 

W 19th St‐Wallace Ave‐Center St         

E  19  42%  58%  68%  89% 

W  13  85%  85%  92%  100% 

W 19th St‐Wallace Ave‐W 20th St         

E  38  84%  87%  95%  95% 

W 20th St‐Wallace Ave‐Hamilton St         

E  36  94%  94%  97%  97% 

W 20th St‐Wallace Ave‐W 19th St         

W  43  70%  77%  88%  93% 
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

Weelo Dr‐Wallace Ave‐Center St         

E  10  70%  80%  90%  80% 

Weelo Dr‐Wallace Ave‐Scott Pl         

E  8  75%  63%  63%  75% 

W  6  67%  100%  100%  100% 

Wilson St‐Wallace Ave‐Congress St         

E  17  24%  35%  29%  35% 

W  20  55%  40%  40%  55% 

Weelo Dr               

Wallace Ave‐Weelo Dr‐Pomona Ave           

N  19  84%  84%  84%  89% 

S  24  79%  71%  83%  79% 

Whittier Ave               

Arbor St‐Whittier Ave‐End           

E  20  20%  25%  30%  30% 

Arbor St‐Whittier Ave‐W 19th St         

W  7  14%  14%  14%  0% 

End‐Whittier Ave‐Arbor St    

W  16  19%  6%  13%  6% 

Parkhill Dr‐Whittier Ave‐W 18th St         

E  30  27%  17%  20%  37% 

W  14  7%  21%  21%  14% 

W 17th St‐Whittier Ave‐Hampton Dr         

E  17  47%  41%  41%  47% 

W  12  25%  42%  42%  42% 

W 18th St‐Whittier Ave‐W 17th St         

E  29  31%  28%  24%  10% 

W  10  0%  10%  10%  10% 

W 19th St‐Whittier Ave‐Arbor St         

E  7  14%  0%  14%  14% 

W 19th St‐Whittier Ave‐Parkhill Dr         

E  8  0%  25%  13%  0% 

W  23  65%  57%  65%  78% 

Wilson St               

Canyon Dr‐Wilson St‐State Ave           

S  4  25%  0%  0%  75% 

Continental Ave‐Wilson St‐Federal Ave         

S  20  70%  65%  90%  100% 

Continental Ave‐Wilson St‐Monrovia Ave         
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Weekend Occupancy 

From‐Street‐To 
Total 
Spaces   8:00 AM  12:00 PM  4:00 PM  8:00 PM 

N  12  67%  67%  58%  75% 

Federal Ave‐Wilson St‐Continental Ave         

N  14  57%  50%  64%  71% 

Monrovia Ave‐Wilson St‐Continental Ave         

S  11  36%  18%  27%  64% 

Monrovia Ave‐Wilson St‐National Ave         

N  10  40%  40%  20%  40% 

National Ave‐Wilson St‐Monrovia Ave         

S  14  36%  21%  29%  43% 

Pacific Ave‐Wilson St‐Canyon Dr         

S  21  48%  33%  33%  48% 

Republic Ave‐Wilson St‐Canyon Dr         

N  18  33%  28%  28%  28% 

Republic Ave‐Wilson St‐National Ave         

N  23  22%  17%  22%  13% 

S  20  30%  25%  20%  30% 

State Ave‐Wilson St‐Republic Ave         

S  6  50%  50%  33%  67% 

Yorkshire St             

Anaheim Ave‐Yorkshire St‐Maple Ave           

S  13  100%  85%  100%  100% 

Maple Ave‐Yorkshire St‐Anaheim Ave         

N  15  73%  67%  80%  93% 
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Overview  
The City of Costa Mesa conducted a Residential Parking Survey from March 13, 2021, to April 
18, 2021. The purpose of the survey was to gather initial feedback on policies and practices 
regarding residential on-street parking within the City. The survey was offered in both English 
and Spanish.  

 There were 356 total responses.   
 4% took the survey in Spanish.  

Question: Which City Council District do you live in? 
 Most respondents live in District 4 (26%).  
 The fewest live in District 1 (8%), and District 6 (10%) being similarly represented. 

Figure 1: Answers to Question – Which City Council District do you live in? 

 

Question: Do you live on a street w ith a Residential Parking Permit program? 
While the residential permit parking program was not being enforced at the time of the survey, 
residents were asked to respond based on what they typically do when the restrictions are 
enforced.  
 87% of total respondents stated do not live on a residential permit parking street. 
 11% stated yes, they do live on a residential permit parking street, and either typically 

get a permit or do not need one.  
 
Figure 2: Answers to Question- Do you live on a street with a Residential Parking Permit program?
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Permit Zone Residents 
Respondents that either stated, “Yes, and I typically get a permit” or “Yes, but I do not need a 
permit” to the previous question were then directed to answer three additional questions 
specifically relating to the Residential Permit Parking Program, and their experience living on 
a street with a permit parking program.  

Question: How satisfied are you with the current process for applying for a parking 
permit? 
 60% of respondents stated they are satisfied. 
 20% stated they are neutral.  
 20% of respondents stated they are unsatisfied. 

 
Figure 3: Answers to Question - How satisfied are you with the current process for applying for a parking 
permit? 

 

Question: How satisfied are you with the current guest pass allotment?  
Residential parking permit holders receive 100 guest passes per household annually to use 
freely. Each permit is valid for 24 hours and cannot be reused.  
 63% of respondents stated they are satisfied. 
 23% stated they are neutral.  
 14% of respondents stated they are unsatisfied. 

 
Figure 4: Answers to Question - How satisfied are you with the current guest pass allotment? 
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Question: Have you utilized the 25 pre-dated guest passes for special events? 
Residential parking permit holders can receive a bulk set of up to 2 pre-dated guest passes 
that can be used for a one-time special event. Each permit is valid for 24 hours on the date 
requested and cannot be reused. 
 58% of respondents stated they were not aware of this option. 

 
Figure 5: Answers to Question - Have you utilized the 25 pre-dated guest passes for special events? 

Permit Streets Vs. Non-permit Streets 
The following questions were posed to all respondents. To better understand the results, 
responses were broken out into two groups, respondents that live on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program (“Permit Streets”), and respondents with no permit 
restriction on their street (“Non-permit Streets”).  

Question: How many cars does your household have? 
 The average response of both groups was 2.7 cars per household. 
 There were no respondents that stated they did not own a car, in either group.  
 There were no respondents on permit streets with less than two cars (one or zero). 

Figure 6: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program.  

Figure 7: Residents on a street with a Residential 
Parking Permit Program.  
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Question: How many on-site parking spaces does your household have available at 
home? 
Respondents were told to include parking in garages, carports, double parking on long 
driveways, and other similar situations in their response. 
 The average response was 2.2 parking spaces available per household.  
 While no respondents stated that they did not own a car to the previous question, 7% 

of respondents said they did not have any on-site parking available at home. 
 45% of permit street respondents had 3 or more spaces available at home, compared 

to only 27% of non-permit street respondents. 

Figure 8: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

Figure 9: Residents on a street with a Residential 
Parking Permit Program. 

Question: Where do you typically park your car(s) while you are at home? 
Respondents were asked to “select all that apply” for the cars that they own, or provide a 
write-in answer that better describes their situation.  

� On my property or private parking area 
� On the street  
� Other: Free response 

 
 On non-permit streets, more respondents stated they use parking on their property 

(55%), compared to permit streets (47%).  
 A handful of non-permit street respondents selected “Other” and wrote-in answers. 

Answers included that they park at a nearby school or alley.  
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Figure 10: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program.  

Figure 11: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program.  

Question: When do you find it difficult to find parking on your block?  
Respondents were asked to select all the times of day that apply, or could select “N/A this 
rarely occurs on my block”. 
 The most common responses from both groups were evening, overnight, and 

afternoon.  
 The evening was selected by 29% non-permit street respondents, and similarly 31% of 

permit street respondents.  
Figure 12: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 13: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

Question: When the majority of spaces are occupied, how far from your residence do 
you typically have to park?  
Respondents were asked to select how far they have to park, from the following options:  

� On my block (either side of the street)   
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� A block or two away (but still in my neighborhood) 
� A few blocks away (slightly outside my neighborhood) 
� A significant distance away (outside my neighborhood) 
� N/A (this rarely occurs on my block) 
� N/A (I do not know/I do not use street parking) 

 The most common response from the non-permit street group was “a block or two 
away” (55%). 

 The most common response from the permit street group was a tie between “a block 
or two away” and “on my block” (35% each).  

Figure 14: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 15: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program.

Question: During typical times, do you have regular service worker visits to your home 
that last more than 3 hours? 
 80% of non-permit street respondents stated no, they do not have service visits (like 

yard work, childcare, or caretakers) that last longer than 3 hours. 
 Similarly, 71% of permit street respondents answered no.

Figure 16: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

Figure 17: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 
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Question: Where do your guests and service workers typically park their cars when 
visiting your home?  
Respondents were asked to select from the following options: 

� On my property or private parking area 
� On the street  
� Other: free response  
� I don’t know 

 
 92% of respondents on permit streets stated that their guests and service workers 

park on the street.  
 65% of non-permit street respondents state their guests and service workers park on 

the street, and 11% stated their guests park on their property. 
 While there were very few write-in answers from respondents on permit streets, 19% 

of non-permit street respondents wrote in providing more specific detail regarding 
where their guests and service works park. Responses from non-permit street 
respondents included: 

“I move my car before they come so they can park in my spot at my apartment 
because parking is ridiculous” 

“I park in the street in the morning so my guest can park on my property parking spot” 

“My guests have to find parking down the street or ask a neighbor to park in their 
driveway” 

“In order to have guests, we have to park all our cars on the street to have the 
driveway available for our guests” 

“They park on our property illegally - behind other cars or in front of garages because 
there are no street spaces available” 

“They Uber over or I have to pick up guests“

Figure 18: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 19: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 
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Potential Program Changes 
The following five questions asked respondents to gauge their support for possible changes 
to the Residential Permit Parking Program. To preface the questions, the survey stated: 

To balance the needs of all residents, the City is considering changes to the existing 
Residential Permit Parking Program. Please help the City understand your residential parking 
priorities by rating your support for the following options. 

Potential Change: Eliminate the Residential Permit Parking Program.  
 76% of permit streets selected “Do not support”. 
 29% of non-permit street respondents supported this potential change, compared to 

only 13% on permit streets.

Figure 20: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 21: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 
Potential Change: Expand the residential permit parking program. 
 A similar portion of non-permit street and permit street respondents supported 

expanding the program (54% and 61% respectively).
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Figure 22: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

 

Figure 23: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

 

Potential Change: Modernized online parking permit management system. 
 60% of non-permit street respondents and 71% of permit street respondents support 

modernizing the program.  
 No permit street respondents selected “Not sure”.

Figure 24: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 25: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Potential Change: On permit parking streets, cars w ithout a parking permit should be 
subject to a time limit (e.g. 2 hours).  
 More than half of non-permit street respondents supported this potential change 

(51%), as opposed to the more than half of permit street respondents that did not 
support this change (55%).
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Figure 26: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 27: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 
Potential Change: On permit parking streets, residents should have a limited number of 
guest passes to give to their visitors. 
 58% of non-permit street respondents supported this idea. 
 On permit streets, a similar portion of respondents did not support this idea as 

opposed to supporting it (42% and 37% respectively). 

Figure 28: Residents on a street without a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

Figure 29: Residents on a street with a 
Residential Parking Permit Program. 

 

 

Resident Priorities 
The final two questions of the survey looked to identify respondent’s larger neighborhood 
priorities and understand their more specific parking concerns.  
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Question: Please rank the following investments from most important (1) to least 
important (4) for your neighborhood:  

 Improved maintenance of roads and on-street parking. 
 Additional mobility options (local transit, bike lanes, walkability, and sidewalk 

improvements). 
 Neighborhood beautification (public art, customized signage, public space 

landscaping). 
 Increase residential parking opportunities (additional on-street parking, off-street 

facilities, etc.). 
 

 The investment that was most often selected as the first priority, was “Increase 
residential parking opportunities”.  

 The least selected top priority investment was “Neighborhood beautification”, which 
was most often selected as the fourth priority.  

 
Figure 30: Answers to Question – Please rank the following investments from most important (1) to least 
important (4) for your neighborhood.

 

 

Question: If you had a magic wand and could change, fix , or improve anything about 
residential parking in Costa Mesa what would you do? 
The final question was a free response that allowed respondents to write in as much or as 
little feedback as they wished. There were 307 answers to this question. The full set of 
responses is available in the Parking Magic Wand section of this report.  

 Some responses to highlight include: 

“I wish there was parking nearby when street sweeping happens. It’s difficult to find 
parking on the streets in the neighborhood when they’re all being swept the same 
day.” 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Improved maintenance of roads and on-street parking

Additional mobility options

Neighborhood beautification

Increase residential parking opportunities

1st Rank 2nd Rank 3rd Rank 4th Rank

584



  

14 
 

“Automatically make Costa Mesa have parking permits with specific rules that 
accommodate the residents of Costa Mesa. 

“My street is 99.5 percent multiple dwelling units. Give the residents permits to park.” 

“Get rid of parking permits. It isn’t fair that I can’t park on a street overnight. I have to 
park FAR away and typically have to walk by weird people (aka druggies).” 

“Eliminate residential parking permit program, it hinders residents more than it helps. 
Parking communities should also have permits rather than reserved spaces that better 
flow with the come and go of people to their homes and thus the parking lot. It is so 
frustrating to see open spaces everywhere yet nowhere to park but that tiny section of 
street that isn’t permitted and is actually open for public parking. Parking is a huge 
issue here, and opening things up and thinking more creatively is the answer.” 

“Create more spaces in high density areas. Make the builders include parking for 4 
people for a 2 bedroom apartment. Everyone has a car.” 

“Implement metered parking in congested areas; use meter revenue for streetscape 
improvements (sidewalks, benches, trees, waste bins, protected bike lanes, bus 
shelters, public restrooms, maintenance); eliminate minimum off-street parking 
requirements.” 

“Get people to park in their own garages and off-street spaces instead of 
automatically parking in the street and using garages purely for storage.” 

“It shouldn't be easy for people to own many cars and use public space as storage. 
And owning a car shouldn't be required to live here. My magic wand would make car-
lite living possible through intentional walkability/bikeability efforts.” 
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Parking Magic Wand  
Parking Magic Wand Free Response Answers: 
If you had a magic wand and could change, fix, or improve anything about residential 
parking in Costa Mesa what would you do? 
Fix it 
Business owners cannot park their business use vehicles in the street 
No industrial vans or unpermitted cars allowed to park on Paularino Ave.  This makes it very 
dangerous for us to back onto the street and my wife and kids have almost been hit a few times 
because they cannot see through the vans and cars.  Please start enforcing the permits again at 
Paularino Ave near Coolidge Ave.  Thank you! 
Fine owners who convert their garages/ driveways into living spaces & ALWAYS park on the street 
License Plate based permit parking. Large Public parking structure. 
Leave homeowners alone 
Post all streets for street sweeping but stagger days 
Keep apartment residents from parking in homeowner neighborhoods 
Add better street lighting, landscaping, increase guest parking, bigger streets. 
Implement metered parking in congested areas; use meter revenue for streetscape improvements 
(sidewalks, benches, trees, waste bins, protected bike lanes, bus shelters, public restrooms, 
maintenance); eliminate minimum off-street parking requirements. 
Automatically make Costa Mesa have parking permit with specific rules that accommodates the 
residents of Costa Mesa. 
Look at more public parking lots for over flow [sic]  parking along with increased Parking Permits 
Reduce dependence on cars so people have fewer cars to store on public property. 
Improve walkability.  Eliminate permit parking. Require new developments to have significantly more 
parking (one to two spaces is NOT enough). 
They [sic] residential parking permit hinders and shifts the problem to other adjacent streets. I was 
denied a parking permit pass from City hall since I live in a adjacent street and main street (Pomona 
between Wilson and Victoria in district 4)  not within the limit of 250 ft, but I think I am. We would 
need to have data on how many cars are owned per household on Multifamily and single family area. 
The private apartment area behind us park on our street and hence no parking for us or our visitors. 
Did the study find which streets are the heavy impact streets? 
reduce the need for parking by providing more public or active transport options 
Create more spaces in high density areas. Make the builders include parking for 4 people for a 2 
bedroom apartment. Everyone has a car. 
Remove Permit Parking 
limit private business parking more than 1-2 cars, occupying public street parking 
Street sweeping violations  on all streets overnight parking with permits only 
Create more parking spaces 
Install camera along busy streets or send a letter to residents reminding them that street parking is 
public property not private property as I have heard/experienced cars getting keyed and coffee 
thrown over it when parked outside a specific apartment complex.  
I would also allow the street of Shalimar Drive to have street parking as their residents park on James 
Street and James Street residents then have to move to West 18th Street, and those residents then 
have to move over to Pomona, center and other further streets. You could also make Shalimar Drive a 
permit parking street or phase into allowing parking by allow cars to park there on the days near by 
[sic] streets have street sweeping.  Next, I would ensure all cars on the street have an updated 
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registration sticker as a few cars on 18th street do not have a registration sticker and the owners 
consistently park it in the same spot for 4 days or more. Finally, with the use of technology, I would 
provide the city transportation officers with phones to upload photos of a car that has not been 
moved in three days into a city database instead of marking it because people are beating the system 
by moving it when they see it is marked. With technology, you have a digital trace of the date the 
photo was taken, time and location, which can be used for the ticket. 
I would make it so that it wasn't needed by improving biking and walking options in the city. 
Find a better way to spend your time and my tax dollars 
Get all vehicles that haven't moved for 72 hours, off the street 
We have to change peoples perception on parking rights. There are the people who work the system, 
NIMBYS, people who  currently occupied or garage and driveways with either toys, i.e., trailers, water 
sports, trailers, or in operable [sic] cars. But then rely on street parking for maybe up to 4 to 5 
household vehicles. High density apartment complexes, condo complexes, and even small district 
shopping areas, who all fight in the same parking. 
No changes at this point...my particular neighborhood does not have issues, but I know some people 
at the edge of the neighborhood are impacted by many cars parking at their homes due to condos and 
apartments nearby, so they may feel differently. 
All apartments would be required to have at least one parking spot per bedroom. 
It shouldn't be easy for people to own many cars and use public space as storage. And owning a car 
shouldn't be required to live here. My magic wand would make car-lite living possible through 
intentional walkability/bikeability [sic] efforts. Also - maybe the burden of car-ownership [sic] can be 
eased through efforts to expand on-demand short-term car rental opportunities: 
https://www.cnet.com/roadshow/news/car-sharing-guide-car-rental-turo-zipcar/. 
Give street permits to homes that have their garages full of cars, not stuff.  My condo complex: 
Monticello did this in 2021. 
Street sweeping violations  on all streets overnight parking with permits only 
Have cars with permits or make landlords pay for reserved spots for tenants since rent control is out 
of hand 
Parking 
1- Provide street sweeping signs for all streets in the city not just some and enforce ticketing during 
those street sweeping hours. Many people who park their car over night [sic] are just throwing out 
their trash on the curb outside where they parked (fast food bags, cigarettes, beer bottles (glass and 
cans), etc.  
2- For developers do not approve plans unless adequate parking is provided in the plans to 
accommodate at least four parking spots per residence.  
3-For existing apartments/ high density developments implement a program where they must use the 
garage units provided to them for parking and not as a storage unit and fine if not used properly.  
4- Do not allow commercial vehicles to be parked overnight on the street. Businesses need to have a 
designated parking lot away from residences to store their equipment. The streets are not their free 
storage for their business.  
5- SAFETY- many areas of the City do not have adequate sidewalk space or even sidewalks to walk, 
ride your bike or push a stroller. Therefore, pushing people to do these activities in the streets where 
cars (speeding is a problem in the City especially East Side Costa Mesa on the main run through 
streets).  People especially children are not seen by speeding cars when trying to cross the street in 
between all the cars which many times are trucks and SUV’s that are much taller than them.  
6- parked cars on the street are blocking the mailbox which discourages the mailman from delivering 
mail until the obstacle is no longer an issue therefore causing a delay in delivery.  
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7- For parking permits, it should not be three per household, but instead based on number of 
bedrooms or a max number.  A family renting a one bedroom should not have three permits.  This is 
especially important in high density areas, where six passes could be distributed to two individual one 
bedroom units, and the site may only provide a single spot on premises, leading to significant street 
use. 
Any new/old apartment complexes that get created/evaluated should be allotted at least two parking 
spaces if it's a one-bedroom. I find it ridiculous that this is not in effect and feel like this needs to get 
implemented to help resolve overflow parking. For example, I considered getting a 1-bedroom in 
district 4 with my husband and we did not move forward with the area because they had a really long 
waiting list for reserved parking. This is an inconvenience, since we don't need a 2-bedroom because 
1.No kids and 2.Saving to buy a house one day. on top of that, having a first-come, first-serve parking 
is difficult, since my work hours vary. We are not City life like NY or SF, but more suburb life. People 
around me need their cars to commute to work because their jobs reside in other cities and it's faster 
than public transit. If I have a wand I would implement parking structures to alleviate all the excess 
cars from families that live in apartments and have their kids that now have cars and still live with 
their parents because it's too expensive to live elsewhere. Hopes this helps! 
Get people to rid themselves of cars. Make owners of fleets of vehicles park them at a place of 
business, not residential areas. 
Limit the amount of cars parking in the street and limit amount of hours a car can be parked in the 
same spot to 72 hours and actually reinforce it. Limit amount of gaps cars leave between each other, 
drawn parking lines?, Open up shalimar street for parking but have more police patrol that area. 
Limit number of cars per household, especially  rentals. 
I would limit each household to the amount of cars they are allowed to park on the street and in front 
of other peoples houses. Some houses rent out their rooms and have an enormous amount of tenants 
that have their own cars. Not fair to other people living in the family homes on the same street. They 
treat the houses as if they were apartments, which affects the rest of the residents in the area when it 
comes to the parking situation on the street. 
Increased enforcement late afternoon and evening 
Follow Shoup's model - all streets charge for parking at rates set so that there are always 10-20% of 
spaces available and the money earned goes to local neighborhood improvements. 
Enforce Restricted Parking on my Street 
Limit parking for this living in high density apartments.  That takes up parking allocations on the 
surrounding streets 
Reduce the number of cars by improving public transit and bikeability [sic] 
Limit parking for this living in high density apartments.  That takes up parking allocations on the 
surrounding streets 
Have apartments provide sufficient parking for their residents so they do not flow over to the streets. 
They end up parking in front of houses. 
My street needs No Parking signs for street sweeper days and parking permits 
Step up enforcement of parking violations and fees 
move cars up or back that are blocking a potential parking space on the street. 
Add parking structures 
Keep people from apartment and condo complexes from parking in front of our home blocks away 
and leaving cars over the weekend, sometimes keeping the street sweeper from cleaning our gutter... 
no tickets given. 
I would encourage the city grants Permit Parking for those streets like Ralcam Place who have limited 
space due to the street being a cul-de-sac. 
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Enforce it. Since the permit parking, I’ve noticed less vandalism, loitering and meth heads on the 
streets roaming around looking for opportunities to steal something. I do feel for the people in search 
of parking and it may suck at times but for those witnessing and having to endure parking far off or 
not being able to get a parking in front of your house-that’s [sic] just awkward and not right. 
Give me back my residential parking with ENFORCEMENT. My street has been the safest, cleanest, and 
most quiet since we got our Parking By Permit Only. PLEASE. 
Put the program back and enforce the rules. On our street we are inundated by transient vehicles 
created by the apartments over crowding [sic] and using their garages for storage and renting the 
garages out for people to live in them. (Apts east of Mendoza, north of El Camino) You cure that 
problem, you then cure my problem. 
Give me back my residential parking and enforce it. Please. 
I hope and pray that I can park in front of my own house because residents from apartment complex 
always park on my street, I want resident parking permit must be enforced at all times. 
Open up Shalimar street parking so residents from that part of the neighborhood don’t park over 
outside our house on James street or Wallace. 
Fix parking by putting line dividers to ensure nobody taking extra space or parking meters 
Allow streets with duplexes become residential parking permits too. More than duplex (2 apartments) 
maybe not. 
Eliminate multi family dwellings 
Have people park in their garage or on their driveway.  On our street most people have  
two or three cars park on the street as their garage is used as strorage [sic] or full of junk. 
Paint marked parking and have parking enforcement patrol that cars do not stay for more than 48 
hours on a parking 
Limit of cars per household 
Enforce permit parking in the evenings and overnight 
Have more parking space available. 
Make apartment dwellers use their parking spaces instead of cluttering up the streets. 
Area around the Lab better parking 
Have the neighborhood apartment complexes park in their own parking structures. They give 
discounts if they park in the street. Mandatory! Park inside their complex. 
Create public parking buildings, line out parking spaces, open more spaces for public parking, 
limit hours for on street parking 
Have apartment managers force residents to park in their garage. This can be done by doing quarterly 
garage checks. 
Stricter building codes to reduce population density and enforcement of those codes 
make permits/passes available to residents 
Limit the amount of cars each house may have for example if 4 adults live in one house hold [sic] and 
only 2 have a driver’s license only 2 cars are allowed to have in that house hold. ex#2   Two adults in 
one household and have 3 cars but only one driver’s license only one car should be allowed. Street 
parking is being misused by many ppl with multiple cars specially parking in the middle of two parkings 
[sic], not allowing other ppl with one car that go out to work struggling to find parking. Traffic control 
should also take pictures of cars parked more than 24 hrs in the same spot instead of marking the 
tires with chalk. That way people will get ticketed instead of them getting away with just moving their 
cars back and forth to misalign the marked tire. Also think marking where each car should park along 
curbside will help. To help the city financially maybe even meter parking. That way people with 
multiple cars will think twice of having too many cars that are not being used. 
Limit the number of apartment residents parking on my street. 
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People use their garage and driveways for their vehicles rather than use them for storage 
Create system which penalizes owners who leave cars sitting out on the street for long periods of 
time. Cars that are not used should be kept in storage or sold. 
limit vehicles per household, my neighbors have 10 cars, only 7 drivers, (mult-generation [sic] family) 
they rarely park any vehicles on their property. Another neighbor has 8 cars, 6 drivers, they also have 
a gardening service, 6 of their vehicles parked on the street. These are single family homes. Maybe 
have a fee for more than 3 or 4 cars per single family home. 
have a clean out [sic] garage program - no permit parking unless garages are utilized. 
Limit the amount of cars people park on the street 
If possible, increase resident parking only permits, have street sweeper do both sides same day(no 
more one side one day and the other side on a different day), not allow commercial cars be park on 
residential streets overnight. we know of some homes that have from 5 to 10 cars per house hold 
[sic]. Note; the last question is a little confusing, the way the questions are in relation to the answers. 
my respond should be 1# (3),  #2- (3), #3 (Public Art (1) Landscape (4) # 4 (1) on street parking (3) on 
facilities (3) 
By my house I would close the wall opening which would eliminate residents from the apartments 
parking in the track and would also stop motorcycles from riding on the sidewalk through the opening. 
By my house I would close the wall opening which would eliminate residents from the apartments 
parking in the track and would also stop motorcycles from riding on the sidewalk through the opening. 
I think abandoned vehicle reporting needs to be encouraged more. I've seen too many cases where 
vehicles are parked on the street and never moved. The only time they're moved is for the street 
sweeping hours, after which they're parked again and never touched for the rest of the week. No one 
seems to report these vehicles, but I think it's because people aren't aware they can report vehicles 
that are deemed abandoned (72 hours). The other main issue causing the residential parking 
problems is people having too many useless cars or junk cars taking up parking spots in their 
apartment complexes which could be used for cars that are actually used, but I don't know of any 
suggestions that could fix this. 
We have many cars that park overnight around Wimbledon Park that are residents of Santa Ana 
apartments on the other side of Sunflower. There is absolutely no street parking due to this. 
Residents of apartments should not be able to monopolize home owner parking. There should be a 
system in place to regulate this. 
Make new residential buildings have double the amount of parking before being approved for 
construction 
Make public parking a thing again. 
Require the owners of multi family dwellings provide on site parking for their residents and forbid 
parking in surrounding neighborhoods. 
Enforce 72 hour parking limits (but not during a pandemic!) 
Not have the dmv a block away from me. 
MAKE IT  MORE EQUITABLE 
On the block on Mendoza Street from Baker to El Camino is a red curb. There is no reason that parking 
shouldn’t be allowed on both sides of the street. 
I would have the front of my house available to my family and friends and not apartment dwellers 
parking and throwing trash on the ground in front of my property 
I would have the front of my house available to my family and friends and not apartment dwellers 
parking and throwing trash on the ground in front of my property 
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Increase transit options and increase the development of denser housing with mixed-use so that 
residents could walk to store and restaurants rather than drive. Critical mass is also essential for public 
transit systems to succeed. 
Enforce existing laws, cite/tow expired license vehicles parked on city streets.  
 
Require private residences operating commercial businesses on site to remove their business vehicles 
(gardner [sic]  vehicles for example) to commercial areas.  
 
Utilize code enforcement by addressing overflowing parking from apartment complexes which are 
over rented and dumping into the residential neighborhood.  
 
Create and enforce mandatory street sweeping. Monrovia for example is mandatory but Victoria is 
not, which now never gets swept due to all the overnight parking issues. 
 
The majority of the impact to where we live is too many vehicles from the apartments at the end of 
Victoria and a resident on Continental running a commercial gardening service from their home. The 
management of these businesses should be required to obtain the needed parking for their residents 
and business vehicles  through commercial rental agreements with adjacent commercial properties. It 
is unfair that the residents of the tract are impacted due to the business practices of a few owners. 
Permit parking in areas with low amounts of parking soaces [sic] 
Limit apartment tenant housing numbers allowed. Then less car parking spots are needed 
Not have the dmv a block away from me. 
Get rid of parking permits. It isn’t fair that I can’t park on a street overnight. I have to park FAR away 
and typically have to walk by weird people (aka druggies). 
parking spots painted on the ground. people constantly take up two spots with a single car 
To maximize parking spaces and visibility,  I suggest more parking spaces created to line up 
perpendicular to the condos on Ludingto; similar to streets such as Vanguard Way, El Camino Real and 
Coolidge. The residents in the condos do not have enough private property parking and primarily park 
on Ludington. It would also be easier to see cross traffic when exiting the streets from our home on 
Pierpont Dr or any of the 6 streets connected to Ludington. 
Make vanguard university provide parking for there school not our streets 
Put up red lanes so cars can’t park in front of my house all hours of the day and night. Especially the 
homeless RV... it’s so rude and no respect.. 
Most excess parking in my neighborhood comes from surrounding apartment buildings that charge so 
much rent you need 4 people to afford a 2 bedroom apartment.  Figure this out & poof problem 
gone... 
Make vanguard university provide parking for there [sic] school not our streets 
Less people 
More parking enforcement people blocking my driveway should not he [sic] allowed 
More vehicle parking near my block 
Stop shopping center workers and grit cycle members from taking all our parking spots. They have a 
designated lot they should not be on our street!!! 
Implement and enforce ticketing of non operational vehicles that are used to save parking spots 
Allow people who live in apartments to park on both sides of their streets. Why do the houses on the 
other side get permits that allow only them to park on that side of the street, which has more than 
enough space for everyone, while people on the apartments side need to walk blocks to find parking. 
It’s not safe for people to walks blocks to find parking at night. 
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By Wilson school 
Have more parking. 
Fix the pavement where cars park by the alley way [sic] entrance 
To limit the apartment parking on my street. Resident that own homes can't find parking on street 
Require 1 to 2 vehicles be parked onsite/off the street. Limit the amount of vehicles that one property 
is allowed to park on the street. 
Have more parking spots in residential areas and on the streets. 
end weekly street sweeping as a revenue generating stream.  There isn't a carnival every week so the 
streets don't need to be swept that often! 
let anyone park in residential parking or open up for parking spots. 
Have cars that don’t move for months because sweeper doesn’t pass removed! 
I would fix the entire street of pomona ave since there are many accidents we need to add more and 
effected speed bumps because many cars speed through the street keep in mind there is a school 
pomona elementary, i can speak from experience my vehicle was involved in an accident while parked 
out in the street of pomona ave. 
Stop building so many homes that there is no parking for 
Limit number of cars on street per resident 
Designating no parking zones and ticketing people for parking only makes for angry citizens. Limit the 
number of people living in apartments 
Off street commercial vehicle parking 
For people not to park so far apart to save parking for their other family members 
Only allow cars whom live in the neighborhood 
Let anyone park there 
Reduce unnecessary no parking zones ( red paint area). 
Give more parking to apartment neighborhoods 
Create parking space lines on residential streets so the correct amount of vehicles can fit per area 
If residential parking doesn’t pass, I would support marked parking spaces such as those seen on pch 
with the parking meters. The reason I bring up designated parking spaces is because sometimes 
people park in a way that doesn’t allow another vehicle to park. This would bring in extra revenue for 
the city for violators. 
1)Require ADU’s and big townhouse projects to have more residential and guest parking. 2) Mass 
transportation system (besides busses, similar to Europe) that would allow people to get around with 
out [sic] needing a car. 
3) Less congested living situations that don’t have enough parking for residents and guest. 
Require all developments to have sufficient ON SITE [sic] parking!  The city permits high density [sic] 
housing and doesn’t require builders to provide enough parking on their own property.  It’s ridiculous 
Enforce it . Never parking in front of my own house . Neighborhood apartment buildings move all their 
cars over in the late afternoon and then move them again in the morning 
I live on Westside CM across from Lions Park. There are multiple houses that own cars that sit on the 
street and are only moved for street sweeping, a lot of these are recreational vehicles. The house 
across from me has 6 cars, they only drive 1 of them, so 5 cars are permanently taking up street spots, 
they do not utilize their driveway. These are 2-3 bedroom houses. 6 cars is ridiculous. My roommates 
and I constantly battle for parking and never get any near our unit. Permit parking should limit the 
number of cars per household so garages and driveways are utilized properly, and should monitor 
how many guest passes per day or week but not limit the amount of time a guest can spend (i.e. 2 
hours) guest passes should be 24 hours at a time. 
Improve parking for people who work late 
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Limit how many cars per household allowed to park on street! Don’t allow motor 
homes/campers/sprinters parked on street! 
People  saving street parking leaving huge gaps 
Stop adding density. Too many r-2s, puds [sic]  and apartments all over the east side. 
Require new buildings to provide as many parking spots as there are bedrooms per unit. (2 bedrooms 
= 2 designated parking spots). 
Secondly Vanguard college needs to provide free parking so the students and sport attendees stop 
taking all of the spots on Vanguard. 
Parking permits 
More street parking for my guests 
Allow me to have residential parking since I live in an apartment 
Create parking space lines on residential streets so the correct amount of vehicles can fit per area 
Eliminate residential parking except for orange fair grounds [sic] area and paint parking spaces in 
congested neighborhoods because people love to park in two spaces to save a spot for later but it’s 
really annoying and part of the problem. Some of my neighbors have multiple families and more than 
3 cars but they only have one spot on the property so they double park out on the street 
Remove residential parking 
Limit the number of work related vehicles on residential streets. Our neighbor owns a mobile car wash 
business and has four work vehicles that take up space on our street plus three personal vehicles. 
Seven cars for one residence really takes up a lot of street parking since once two vehicles are parked 
in the driveway and five are on the street. 
Make it so people could park in the Un used [sic] parking lots around Costa Mesa behind or in front of 
shopping centers, sometimes where I live there is no parking at all I risk parking on red 
Add the lines on the floor, a lot of people save parking. A lot of space between the cars. So many car 
portals are being used to store old junk cars. 
Remove all red curves except the ones next to a fire hydrant because all fire trucks police and 
ambulances don’t use them they park where ever in an emergency so there shouldn’t be as many red 
curves (unless it conflicts an entrance/exit/fire hydrant) 
you could find a parking spot right by the house. 
Residents should have priority vs other people that come and dump there cars on our street for days. 
People that don’t live on our street shouldn’t be able to park there!!! 
Have city and property owners in High dense areas ( where most renters/apartments are located ) 
collaborate on finding ways to create more parking. Example: Garages should not be solely for 
storage, tenants in a 2bedroom apartment with 4-5 cars don’t have sufficient parking on site; 
therefore, spill over into other residential neighborhoods as well as violate parking rules. We need 
better and stricter enforcement. Landlords should find opportunities to create additional carports. Or 
parking spaces for tenants. Maybe issue grants or other incentives to investors/owners. none of these 
ideas will be as effective unless we enforce our city ordinances/rules! . 
Provide more parking 
permit parking 
Provide parking stickers 
Reduce occupancy of adults in overpopulated low income housing units 
Parking permits for Beach st. No more DMV or Apartment tenants parking there. It would be nice for 
all the Beach st residents to park remotely close to there [sic] home after work. 
STOP giving permits to build more condos or apartments complex 
Make residents, renters use their GARAGES 
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Stop allowing DMV Parking on Beach st! Also, all the people living in the apartments across the street 
on Meyer. Enforce parking permits! 
Implement  permit parking on our crowded cul-de-sac. 
Pay for street parking, like meters 
remove some of the red-painted curbs to increase parking availability 
May parking permita [sic] because I have seen so many people that park in the neighbor that don’t 
live here and they only come to work their cars. 
Limit how many cars were allowed per residence 
In this area at night there has been increased burglaries lighting needs improvement, also city needs 
to turn on the cameras in alley ways [sic]. I would add lighting where there are stop signs because it is 
difficult to see during the night. 
Parking on our street is overcrowded, people park right up next to our driveway making it very 
dangerous and difficult to pull out without getting hit. You can't see oncoming traffic at all because of 
the parked cars obstructing our view of the street. 
Paint parking spots on street - many people park in such a way they take up way more space than 
needed, preventing others from parking. 
Have the apartment residents stop parking on residential street 
Not allow cars to park in front of my house for days at a time. 
Limited permitted parking passes per house hold [sic] 
Enforce no commercial trucks on residential streets. There are 10s or 20s of 
landscaping/contractor/worker trucks on our street alone. Takes away from the residential feel of the 
neighborhood. Also, the apartment complexes need to provide more parking or a solution. It makes 
me feel uneasy when people park in front of our house and then walk blocks away and leave their car 
for days in front of our house. 
there is not enough parking to support 17 th promenade (grit cycle, mi casa, side car, etc.).  patrons 
take up all the street parking on cabrillo, santa ana, and orange.  patrons park in resident's driveways 
and alleys.  there needs to be a parking structure.  grit cycle only has enough parking to accommodate 
1/3 of their class capacity. 
Mark the spaces on the. Street so cars. Don't doble park  that way it would be more room for others I 
get out of work at midnight aaa woman is scary to walk at night a few block away from my home to 
find a parking  5 days a week . 
Not enforce the 72hr limit in a damn pandemic! If we work from home, unemployed, home schooling 
[sic] and following quarantine rules, it seems ridiculous to have to remember to move your car every 
72hrs...then find it's been towed. 
Business owners could not park business use vehicles on the street 
Add space marking so other residents don’t park bad to save parking for their own household. 
Fix the parking situation in Santa Ana 
Have street permit parking 
make more space for parking and get rid of permits or make them more accessible. if i can’t park in 
my townhome parking lot i’m stuck walking 3 blocks to park because permit parking is closest and i 
can’t get one because i don’t live on that street. 
Demolish obsolete and dilapidated apartments and replace them with properly parked ownership 
opportunities. 
Remove residential parking 
Create more of it. I live in an apartment and street parking is difficult for friends and family to find. 
There’s a lot of businesses around here and it would be great for them to allow parking when the 
businesses are closed. 
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Make permit renewing available online/ more parking space available in downtown Costa Mesa 
Expand parking. Many people come and leave their cars here over night [sic] that are not residents 
within the area. Also, the surrounding neighbors from a few streets over come and park here and it 
makes it hard to find parking at night 
Paint parking spots so people so not hog up spots 
Way too many people who don’t live on our street park for extended periods of time (24+) on our 
street...this had to be monitored and ticketed. There are also too many people on our street renting 
out back units and not providing parking on the property, so the street is overrun with extra cars. Very 
very fed up with parking on our street 
Paint parking lines on the street. 
Red zones at the beginning of the street. When you exit a street you cannot see traffic because cars 
are blocking the view. 
First off there are to many people living in the apartment complexes near or in residential parking 
areas, therefore the overflow of cars park in the neighborhoods and nearby business parking lots. 
Make all the streets with houses only, permit parking! Stop letting people register 10 cars to a one 
bedroom address! Make landlords and management companies accountable so they don’t have a 
ridiculous amount of cars belonging to an area that doesn’t have enough parking. Hope this helps! 
Expand parking and remove cars parked on the street that take up two parkings [sic] 
Have resident parking only on my street from 5:00PM to 8:00AM and, no more than 2 vehicles per 
household can park on the residential only parking. No service vehicles allowed to park overnight on 
residential streets.  I recently purchased an investment property and improved my property at great 
expense. My tenants have trouble getting parking for their guests. 
Have permit parking 
More enforcement of parking rules, such as cars parking in the red curve and in front of fire hydrants. 
House across the street of 1826 Pomona Ave is split into 3 residences and they have 9 vehicles, that 
include their work vans that block the views to exit our driveway safely. 
Have an extra parking area for overflow with no cost. 
Limit the amount of cars a SFR or duplex can have parked on street if they have an existing garage.  
Garages should be used for cars, not junk storage. 
Make more parking! 
Have people not park like jerks. Maybe make lines to have people not park like jerks. Ticket people 
who block driveways. Dont ticket when you are doing alley and street repair since that is a jerk move 
by the city. Have parking control people ticket other than street sweeping. 
Eliminate parallel parking and replace grassy areas and develop new parking . 
If cars are parked in the same spot for more than 72 hrs to be moved or ticketed. 
Be able to move cars forwards or backwards that way they don’t save parking for there [sic] relatives 
because it’s not fair for people to be looking for parking at night just because someone is saving space 
for someone else. That’s the power I would like to have 
I would make school parking lots bigger those of us whom live by elementary schools  
Lack parking due to parents needing to drop 
Off and pick up their children . Parking at school sites should be an option, rather than residential 
streets by school 
Home owners use garage instead of parking all vehicles on street 
Force homeowners to use the garage for parking/not storage.  Limit the amount of vehicles per 
household 
Increase parking capacity by 100%. 
Eliminate long term parking on street 
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Reduced multi unit housing construction 
Reduce the density of living. There are too many people already and they just keep 
Building more compacted homes. 
Stop the construction of Condos that are over populating cars and therefore street parking. 
Let us park at schools or parks 
PLEASE HELP DISTRICT 1 
I live on Coriander. Commericial [sic]  and "extra" vehicles are parked on my street and other "spice" 
streets for periods exceeding 72 hours regualrly [sic]. The alley between Coriander and Caraway is 
being blocked by vehicles parking head in, in front of garages and blocking the public right of way. 
Private garages, (mine specifically) are being blocked regularly by unknown cars. Since I park in my 
garage, this is a HUGE problem. (YES, the police have been called.) There is ZERO parking for disabled 
people. Visitor parking is non existant [sic]  because there are typically several families living in two 
bedrooom [sic]  apartments with 4+ cars. There are more vehicles than there is space because very 
few people use their garages. PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE create a parking permit program for our 
neighborhood. Parking is no longer allowed overnight on Cinnamon because it was a haven for 
homeless/ tweakers living in cars, vans, and motorhomes, and commercial vehicles being stored. 
People would also park vehicles for sale on that street as well. Because there are signs, it's regulated, 
and people get cited, this doesn't happen anymore and it's GREAT!!!! Now PLEASE, help us. I have a 
detached garage, a disabled mother and am currently on crutches. I have to double park in the middle 
of the street to unload groceries, etc; PLEASE START CITING PEOPLE WHO PARK ILLEGALLY. Cars park 
on corners, in red zones, and block the public right of way in alleys every single night! PLEASE HELP 
US!!! If families can afford to have 4 or 5 cars per apartment, they can afford to pay for a permit to 
park them!!! 
Limit sky rise /condos being built the city is already too crowded 
Road marking for parking spaces. 
Limit parking to the street you live on! I live off Pomona and center. The 600 block and parking is 
horrible because we have the senior nursing on our street and all the employees park on our street. 
We also get people that come leave their cars here and get pick up or ride off on a skateboard. It’s 
absurd! 
Get people to park in their own garages and off street spaces instead automatically parking in the 
street and using garages purely for storage. 
Have traffic officer patrol more Joann st/Maple st Ive lived here 44yrs at the same apt and I see a man 
who doesnt live here park his multiple cars on joann and maple st and he lives on pomona st. Not fair 
to others and his cars have expired tags. One of his truck parked in front of 2269 maple st. has a 
mexican plate that has been there for years!!Also to [sic] many cars park in the School bus loading 
area during morning hours and don't get tickets. I also see a lady in the morning switching cars to go 
to work. She lives also on pomona st and parks her other car on joann st. My neighbor knows her and 
she told me about it thats how I know. Just another example on how congested Joann st. because of 
tenants coming from other streets . Its hard to have permit parking on a street with apt buildings but 
this is getting ridiculous. Im all for permit parking! I think it works great and streets look cleaner. 
Thank you for your attention 
Make ALL residential areas parking with permit only 
My neighborhood regularly has people sleeping in their cars which leads to a lot of people feeling 
unsafe to be out at nights. More social programs I [sic] address this need for housing would be great. 
I would not allow cars to be parked in front of my home that do not move on a regular basis. I have a 
neighbor who stores their car  in front of my home for weeks at a time! 
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It would be great if parking spots had lines between them to show where cars should be parking. It’s 
really frustrating when cars take up the equivalent of two parking spaces for no reason and create 
more congestion than necessary.  
 
It would also be really great if there was a public parking yard for work trucks. There are many small 
business owners that park their business vehicles on residential streets - like a gardening truck, 
plumbing vehicle, etc. These often take up more than one parking space. Can we create a safe parking 
yard for people to park their work vehicles overnight? I don’t know - maybe this already exists? But it’s 
very frustrating when large work vehicles take up a lot of space.  
 
The only reason I said that I did not support the modernization of the permit system is because of 
accessibility. I think I’d support it if it’s simple to use and is offered in multiple languages. Costa Mesa 
is a diverse community and it should be easily accessible to all. 
Add parking lot spaces to Smallwood Park 
Stop building high-rise apartment/condo buildings in residential neighborhoods. That just depleted all 
the parking spaces. 
Require permits 
Affordable housing so not so that there aren't so many pp living in a household that is smaller than 
what spaces there are for parking.  ie 3 single adults living in a 2 bdrm w 2 stalls. 
Resident only parking should be permitted in neighborhoods with apartments or schools in close 
proximity. Those establishments should have their own parking zones for their patrons. 
I would love to have permits for our street!! Also there should be a limit of how many cars a house 
can have. For example on our street (Yorkshire at)( between Anaheim and Maple) it’s bad!! One house 
has 4 cars in their gated front house and about 9 cars on the street. It’s ridiculous and not far [sic] to 
the neighbors. As well we compete with the apartments on Maple street. Something needs to be 
done!! 
I would shrink the cars so there were more available parking spaces. 
Limit number of cars each apartment can have with permit parking for streets with houses and 
apartments. 
I would make a visit also streets parking permit only 
Permit parking on my street 
Less red areas 
Add permit parking to district 4 and limit the # of guests permits per household 
I would make it illegal to park non working [sic] cars on the street. 
Remove all the cars that are not driven or moved by owners. Taking up parking space for people that 
actually move their cars and need parking after work!!! College parking that they made those cars 
have not been moved since they made those parking spots!!! Please so something about it!!! 
Enforce citations for overnight parking of commercial vehicles on residential streets. Enforce citations 
of vehicles unsafely parked on corners, creating visual obstructions. 
No more development 
Making sure all residents that live in an apartment use their garage for parking instead of storage. Not 
so long ago, the city made parking spaces in between Coolidge Ave and Paularino Ave but, youll see 
the same cars parked there daily. 
Create a public parking lot with security cams everywhere. Parking is allowed if people pay a monthly 
subscription. 
I wish there was parking nearby when street sweeping happens. Its difficult to find parking on the 
streets in the neighborhood when theyre all being swept the same day 
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Improve parking by limiting the area where folks can park RVs 
Increase the number of parking spaces required for businesses and apartments. 
Parking permits. Been teying [sic]  to get it on our street for years 
Residential parking permit 
Get rid of permit parking. 2000 wallace has awful parking and people use the street to park their 100s 
of work trucks. The side streets are permit parking only and are always empty. Why cant I park there 
after work until I leave here until I leave the next morning??? Bunch of Karens will call the cops. 
Decrease the number of cars using street parking.  When all of the street parking is full it’s nearly 
impossible to see oncoming cars when pulling out of my driveway.  Combine that with the speeding 
issue on my street and Ive had several close calls where Ive almost been hit.  My neighbor was hit 
pulling out of her driveway because she couldnt see the oncoming car.  Her view was blocked by a 
truck parked on the street. 
Permit parking on our street, its too crowded and our guests can never park 
More parking in force for non resident [sic] parking 
Make sure occupants or drivers do not exceed available parking. Provide some type of public parking 
nearby. We have a habitat house built by the city at the end of my cul De sac. [sic].the owner is 
disliked by most neighbors as he constantly complains.. calls police...he also has 8 cars! That city 
owned property would have been much better served as a neighborhood parking structure.... 
Meters perhaps. I hate to say it, but I think it might solve so many issues. I have a neighbor that has 
over 10 cars. I love my neighbor, but definitely keeps some of my friends from visiting because they 
can't find parking. Funds generated from meters could go to green painted bike lanes. 
Time limit on parking, some leave our car parked for days and move it to the opposite side of street 
when there is street sweeping.  Sea Breeze apartments do not have guest parking on their property.  
Every apartment complex should provide guest parking.  We tried getting a permit street on our street 
but because half of our block is duplex/triplex/apartments and houses it said it couldn't be done.  If 
unable to provide permit only parking, provide time limits on parking, like no overnight parking unless 
with valid permit.  There needs to be more parking enforcement, people park illegally on the curbs 
and fail to completely stop at stop signs on the intersection of Pomona/Joann St.  Cars park along the 
curb from Darrell St/Pomona. 
Residential parking permit 
My street is 99.5 percent multiple dwelling units. Give the residents permits to park. And change 
street sweeping no park to one side on Tuesdays instead of BOTH sides. 
Make more private parking for individual households 
Reduce street sweeping to once or twice a month which makes parking hectic. Limited street parking 
is the small price we pay to live so close to Fairview park snd [sic]  the beach 
Btw the previous question did not allow me to erase my choices which gives an erroneous answer to 
your question regarding residential parking 
Allow parking for residents only and stop other non residents [sic] from parking their cars and work 
vehicles in front of homes that they do not reside in. 
Decrease rent so there wouldn't have to be multiple families cramming into a single family [sic] 
residence and taking multiple parking spots on street. Allow parking in front of your own driveway. 
Increased patrols in regards to 72 hour parking violations. 
Incentivize parking in available garage spaces rather than using them as storage 
Eliminate residential parking permit program, it hinders residents more than it helps. Parking 
communities should also have permits rather than reserved spaces that better flow with the come 
and go of people to their homes and thus the parking lot. It is so frustrating to see open spaces 
everywhere yet nowhere to park but that tiny section of street that isn’t permitted and is actually 
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open for public parking. Parking is a huge issue here, and opening things up and thinking more 
creatively is the answer. 
More spots to park, open business lots after-hours even if for paid-parking lots 
New buildings (residential and commercial) would include ample parking WITHOUT including street 
parking.  A typical dwelling should have a minimum of one spot per bedroom plus two on the street! 
Don't allow all of the residents from apartments a few blocks away to park in our neighborhood and 
take up our spaces. 
Require people to park in their garage or drive way [sic]. 
Move all sidewalks directly next to the street (not landscaping) so one can use passenger side doors 
and walk directly to the sidewalks.  Sidewalk to Street Parking, not Sidewalk to Landscaping to Street 
Parking 
eliminate residential perking [sic] permits.  The streets belong to all residents. 
Allow to park on any street - no parking permits 
Our street, Vista Baya would have a posted sign for street cleaning and no parking. 
Our neighborhood was affected by over occupied apartment complexes.  Too many people per unit, 
thus too many cars. 
 
In San Juan Capistrano they made an effort to determine how many people lived in a unit. 
Stop home business from using residential parking for their employees 
Find out who left the street names off your map and fire their boss 
More options for mobility 
Ticket those who park on corners and on alley ways [sic] 
Require the employees of business [sic] and churches to park in the business or church lot. 
Stop home business from using residential parking for their employees 
Have permit parking for CM residents/homeowners near colleges. Vanguard student [sic] have parking 
on campus but still park on street to save $2 but no parking for residents. 
Make our street parking for residents only 
Make people park in their garage 
Build 3D and upward. Offer underground park. 
Make sure everybody moves their car during street sweeping. Center st has gotten so bad these last 
few months. Streets are looking dirty. I want my streets to look clean 
I would have an officer drive around neighborhood to ticket cars that park from Tuesday, usually after 
sweeper comes, and don't move their cars til [sic] the following week. Some neighbors have visitors 
over specially [sic] on Miner, between Joann and Wilson st, they double park on street blocking road 
for ongoing traffic to move 
Eliminate high density residential, eliminate three story residential with no property offsets, and 
eliminate ADUs.  Set a cap on the amount of Sober Living Homes as a percentage of population. 
Not allow service trucks parked on residential streets overnight. Example there is a vacuum truck and 
plummer [sic] vehicle that park on the street outside the residents [sic] house. Either park it on your 
driveway/in garage or move it elsewhere. 
∗Mark lines for each car because people only set aside parking, limit of 4 cars per apartment, give a 
ticket to those who only have unused parked cars because they only move them when the sweeper 
passes and the garages only use them to live there. 

 
∗ Comment was submitted in Spanish, but text was translated to English for review. 
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∗I live behind an alley and I would like them to check the garages because most of them have them full 
of things and the cars go through them and they do not leave much space for the cars to pass and the 
garages are supposed to put the cars. 
∗Make a parking spot in the neighborhood. 
∗Give tickets to all those who do not move their cars all week 
∗It would be to limit the parking permit and put caps on the Mayer streets. Pomona. Wallace. please 
please. 
∗That everyone was cordial and did not park their vehicles in spaces no more than one car so that 
someone can use the other space. And another that my neighbors let me into my garage without 
having to stress because they park in double line. Thank you. 
∗I would take away all my neighbors Who do not work and set aside incorrectly parked spaces on 
Wallace Street and Shalimar There is a family That has Like 7 cars and cannot beat them. Why do they 
bother and that creates conflicts between neighbors? Thank you very much. 
∗Limit the number of vehicles per department and allow them to park outside your home. Use a crane 
in case the space is not respected. 
∗That they stop building large apartment complexes that makes it difficult to find parking  
∗I would like all people to be able to park their cars on the same street where they live that they do 
not bring cars to park them on other streets and less large cars from work. 

 

 

 
 
∗ Comment was submitted in Spanish, but text was translated to English for review. 
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Executive Summary 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

This Citywide Residential Parking Action Plan (PAP) was 
developed to outline the recommended implementation 
steps and strategies to optimize the residential permit 
parking (RPP) program and parking management within 
Costa Mesa’s residential neighborhoods.  
 
Steps should be taken incrementally with ongoing 
evaluation and community feedback to shape future steps. 
Therefore, this PAP is meant to be used to highlight 
important considerations, measures, and best practices to 
optimize operations, regardless of the approach chosen. 
The City is encouraged to adjust the implementation 
approach as needed to design a program that best fits the 
unique and ever-changing needs of the community.  

What were the study’s goals? 
 
1. Equitable: Develop equitable programs that appropriately balance the parking 

needs of all residents, businesses, and visitors, while enabling the on-street parking 
supply to serve the community fairly and enhance access for all. 

2. Sustainable: Implement financially sustainable strategies that modernize and 
streamline parking program management. 

3. Efficient: Create an efficient and adaptable parking system that is optimized for the 
City’s current needs but can be incrementally adjusted over time. 

The on-street parking data collection effort was conducted in the 
fall of 2020 within residential areas of City Council Districts 4 and 
5. A total of 634 block faces with 10,410 on-street parking spaces 
were observed. Data collection occurred over two days in 
October 2020. Weekday data was collected at 8:00am, 12:00pm, 
4:00pm, and 8:00pm on Tuesday, October 13, 2020. Weekend 
data was collected during the same observation timeframes on 
Saturday, October 17, 2020.  The two days were selected to 
allow for a comparison between weekday and weekend 
occupancy and turnover rates.  
 
The data collection results suggest that in specific residential 
neighborhoods, there are external non-residential demand that 
creates parking impacts. This includes neighborhoods bordering 
surrounding cities, near commercial areas,  schools and 
recreation facilities.  
 
 

Data Collection Area Importance of Data 

A priority is to align the 
RPP program with the 2016 
State Attorney General’s 
opinion:  
“In issuing long-term 
residential parking permits, 
local authorities may not 
distinguish among residents 
based on the type of dwelling 
in which they live.” 
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Community Outreach 
The Study included an online Residential Parking Survey that 
was offered from March 13th to April 18th, 2021. The purpose of 
the survey was to gather feedback about policies and practices 
related to residential on-street parking within the City. The 
survey was available online with English and Spanish language 
options. There were 356 total responses, and 4 percent of 
respondents took the survey in Spanish. 
 
The City also hosted two initial community meetings in spring 
2021. Due to the shelter in place order, the meetings were 
conducted virtually through Zoom. An overview of the project 
was presented, and attendees were invited to provide feedback. 
Two additional community meetings were hosted in June and 
September 2021. In June, the results from the on-street data 
collection and online survey were presented, and in September 
the draft recommended strategies were presented. Community 
members in attendance provided constructive feedback. During 
all four meetings, the presentation slides were offered in both 
English and Spanish, and a Spanish translator was present. 
Over 130 residents attended the virtual community meetings.  
 

Getting Started 
 

Summarized below are some initial steps that 
the City can take to optimize the RPP program 
and parking management. Detailed 
descriptions of each are provided within the 
Plan:       
    

RPP  
Program 

In order to design an equitable RPP program, the City should consider expanding permit eligibility 
by no longer differentiating between single-family and multi-family dwellings for establishing new 
zones. This approach will align the program with the 2016 Attorney General’s opinion (#14-304) and 
enable more drivers to obtain permits. To optimize on-street availability, a one permit per eligible 
resident rule should be considered, by requiring the resident’s driver’s license number. This would 
allow households with multiple drivers to obtain enough permits. The City should also implement an 
escalating rate structure. The proposed rate structure is $25.00 for the first permit, with a premium 
of $25.00 for each additional permit ($25 for the first permit, $50 for the second permit, and $75 for the 
third permit). This would encourage residents to park on their property if they’re able to, and it will also 
generate revenue to support the ongoing operating costs.  

The City should leverage an automated permit management system for the RPP program. 
Additionally, the use of license plate recognition (LPR) technology will significantly improve 
enforcement efficiency and coverage by automating enforcement processes. Instead of verifying that 
each vehicle has a valid physical permit displayed, the LPR system can automate the process by using 
the license plate number as the permit identifier. Even with these efficiencies, the City should allocate 
additional parking enforcement staff, especially if the RPP program is expanded.  

To successfully implement program updates, the City should ensure that policy information is easy to 
understand and readily accessible. A parking program landing page on the City website could be 
utilized as one-stop-shop for parking information, including how to apply for new RPP zones and 
frequently asked questions. The City could also design and incorporate a parking and mobility brand 
that is easily recognizable and leveraged on all program materials.  

Strategic investments in parking technology, such as LPR, are recommended since they can also be 
leveraged for ongoing data collection without spending extra funds on traditional parking studies. 
Ongoing evaluation of the RPP program should consider whether a block continues to need the 
current permit restrictions, or if the restrictions can be adjusted or eliminated.  

 
Questions or comments? Please visit costamesaca.gov/parking 

Automation 

Marketing 

Data 
Collection 
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Residential Parking Study 
 
 
 
 

Dixon Resources Unlimited (DIXON) was retained 
by the City of Costa Mesa (City) to conduct a 
Citywide Residential Parking Study (Study). The 
Study included a review of existing conditions, 
current parking policies, 634 block faces of data 
collection, and community outreach. The Study has 
resulted in this Citywide Residential Parking Action 
Plan (Plan) that provides recommendations for 
updated parking program policies, procedures, and 
implementation strategies. 
 
Data Collection 
 
The on-street parking data collection effort was 
conducted in the fall of 2020 within residential areas 
of City Council Districts 4 and 5. The study area 
included 634 block faces, with a total on-street 
parking inventory of 10,410 spaces.  
 
Data collection occurred over two days in October 
2020. Data was collected at 8:00am, 12:00pm, 
4:00pm, and 8:00pm on Tuesday, October 13, 2020. 
Weekend data was collected during the same 
timeframes on Saturday, October 17, 2020.  The two 
days were selected to allow for a comparison 
between weekday and weekend occupancy and 
turnover rates.  
 
The data collection dates were determined with 
involvement from the City. Due to COVID-19 and the 
shelter in place order, the data may not reflect the 
exact parking habits of pre-pandemic times. While 
pre-pandemic conditions are uncertain, it is 
estimated that the daytime parking occupancy and 
average stay duration were higher than typical times 
due to an increase in remote work resulting from 
workplace closures. However, at this stage in the 
pandemic, schools had reopened and welcomed 
students on campus for in-person learning. The 
Newport-Mesa Unified School District in Costa Mesa 
divided students into AM/PM cohorts for half-day in-
person instruction on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, 
and Friday. It is also unknown exactly how parking 
and mobility trends will change moving forward due 
to the lasting impacts of the pandemic. The data 
collection results are included in Appendix A. 

Figure 1. Data Collection Map 

 
 
Community Outreach 
 
The Study included an online Residential Parking 
Survey from March 13 to April 18, 2021. The 
purpose of the survey was to gather feedback about 
policies and practices related to residential on-street 
parking within the City. The survey was available 
online with English and Spanish language options. 
There were 356 total responses, and 4 percent of 
respondents took the survey in Spanish. The online 
survey results are included in Appendix B. 
 
The City hosted two initial community meetings in 
spring 2021. Due to the shelter in place order, the 
meetings were conducted virtually through Zoom. In 
the meetings, DIXON presented an overview of the 
project and invited feedback from the attendees.  
 
Two additional community meetings were held in 
June and September 2021. In June, the results from 
the data collection and online survey were 
presented, and attendees provided additional 
feedback related to residential parking. In 
September, the draft recommended strategies were 
presented, and the community members in 
attendance provided their feedback.  

1 
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During all four meetings, the presentation slides 
were offered in both English and Spanish, and a 
Spanish translator was present. Over 130 residents 
attended the virtual community meetings.  
 

Permit Program Background 
 
The residential permit parking (RPP) program was 
established in 1984, primarily as a response to 
parking impacts from Pacific Amphitheater and 
Orange County Fairgrounds.  Since the early 1990s, 
the RPP program has evolved to include residential 
areas where older neighborhoods, originally 
designed for lower parking demand, are 
experiencing increased parking demand from new 
housing developments that provide minimal parking 
(such as accessory dwelling units) and limited 
parking within multi-family developments. 
 
In 2016, the most recent RPP Program Guidelines 
(Guidelines) were approved. These Guidelines 
establish that the purpose of the Residential Permit 
Parking Program is specifically to safeguard 
residential access and mitigate parking impacts from 
nearby businesses or entertainment activities. The 
Guidelines also state that RPP restrictions are only 

appropriate when other methods of parking control 
have failed.  
 
The Guidelines require a petition to be signed by 51 
percent or more households in support of 
implementing a new residential permit parking 
restriction. When a street is evaluated for a new 
residential permit parking restriction, an occupancy 
study is conducted and must find that parking 
utilization is over 70 percent at any time.  
 
Once a residential permit parking restriction is 
implemented, eligible households can visit the 
Transportation Division located on the 4th floor of 
City Hall (77 Fair Drive, Costa Mesa, 92626) to apply 
for a permit. Eligible households include single-
family or multi-family dwellings located in an R1 
single-family residential district on permit streets or 
single-family households within 250 feet of permit 
streets. Applicants need to provide registration for 
the vehicle at the address where they are seeking a 
permit, and proof of residency (driver’s license, 
insurance, utility bill, etc.). Eligible households can 
receive up to three permits per household, and 100 
guest permits per household each year.  
 
Residents receive physical parking permits, which 
hang from the vehicle’s rearview mirror or are 
displayed on the vehicle’s dashboard. The City does 
not charge any fee for parking permits; however, 
there are costs associated with operating the 
program such as staff time, enforcement resources, 
and establishing a permit parking area. 
 
There are 2,152 homes on streets designated with 
residential permit parking made up of both single-
family and multi-family properties. Of those homes, 
1,426 (66 percent) have been issued residential 
parking permits. An average of 2.3 permits have 
been issued to homes totaling 3,257 permits issued 
in the City. 

 

Figure 2. Virtual Community Meeting 
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   Residential Parking Action Plan 
 

 
 

 

Context 
 
Various residential neighborhoods throughout the 
City experience on-street parking congestion 
resulting from an increase in housing density and 
external parking demand.  
 
Currently, there are 2,152 homes on streets 
designated with residential permit parking. RPP 
parking zones have been established in response to 
spillover parking impacts from adjacent commercial 
areas and multi-family housing developments.  
 
Figure 3. Permit Streets 

 
 
This Parking Action Plan (PAP) identifies policies, 
procedures, and strategies necessary to address the 
City’s current and future residential parking needs. 
The City is encouraged to adjust the implementation 
approach as needed to best fit the ever-changing 
needs of the community. 
 
 
 
 

Guiding Principles 
 
The following parking management guiding 
principles are established by this PAP: 

 
A priority objective of this PAP is to align the RPP 
program with the 2016 California Attorney General’s 
opinion (#14-304) and develop an equitable solution 
that serves the needs of all Costa Mesa residents. 
The Attorney General’s opinion states, “In 
issuing long-term residential parking permits, 
local authorities may not distinguish among 
residents based on the type of dwelling in which 
they live”.  
 
PAP Structure 
 
This PAP is meant to highlight important 
considerations, measures, and best practices to 
optimize operations.  
This PAP is organized into three chapters:

2 

Chapter 3 evaluates overarching options for the 
RPP program identified by the Study.  
Chapter 4 presents the recommendations, 
organized into near-term, mid-term, and long-term 
timeframes. 
Chapter 5 concludes the report with a 
Comprehensive Implementation Guide. 

1. Equitable: Develop equitable programs that 
appropriately balance the parking needs of 
all residents, businesses, and visitors, while 
enabling the on-street parking supply to 
serve the community fairly and enhance 
access for all. 

2. Sustainable: Implement financially 
sustainable strategies that modernize and 
streamline parking program management. 

3. Efficient: Create an efficient and adaptable 
parking system that is optimized for the City’s 
current needs but can be incrementally 
adjusted over time. 
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 RPP Program Options 
 
 
 
 
The Study identified four overarching options that broadly address the size and scope of the RPP program. The 
City must start by considering these options since they will fundamentally influence the City’s next steps. The 
following table provides an overview of the options along with their associated recommendation. 
 
Since the fourth option, Implement revised RPP Program Guidelines, is recommended, the PAP 
recommendations provided next in Chapter 4 specifically define the associated operational and policy 
requirements to support that approach. If after evaluating these options the City decides to move forward in a 
different way, the implementation approach will need to be adjusted accordingly.  
 

Figure 4. RPP Program Options 

Strategies Analysis Recommendation 
 

Option 1: 
No change to the 

RPP Program 

Option 1 is not recommended. No change to the Residential 
Permit Parking Program would conflict with the City’s stated 
goal of ensuring that the program meets the intent of the 
recent Attorney General’s opinion (#14-304), which stated: 
 
“In issuing long-term residential parking permits, local 
authorities may not distinguish among residents based on the 
type of dwelling in which they live.” 
 
Without change, the City may continue to experience 
challenges with spillover parking into areas surrounding RPP 
restrictions. Streets designated with RPP policies were found 
to be much less utilized than neighboring streets with an 
uneven distribution of parking demand. 

 
X 

Not Recommended 

 
Option 2: 

Eliminate the RPP 
Program 

Option 2 is not recommended at this time. During COVID-19 
and the shelter in place orders, the City suspended 
enforcement of the permit parking restrictions and all vehicles 
were allowed to park on-street in the residential areas. This 
enforcement suspension provided a preview of what 
elimination of the RPP program may look like. The recent data 
collection results revealed that while some zones currently do 
not have significant parking congestion, others do experience 
high parking occupancy rates, suggesting that the permit 
program should not be eliminated at this time.  
 
The City should continue to evaluate the elimination of the 
RPP program as a potential option. In the future, it is possible 
that the program may not be effective or needed. For 
example, there could be transit and mobility enhancements 
introduced that decrease parking demand over time. 

 
X 

Not recommended at 
this time. Consider 

for future evaluation. 

 
Option 3: 

Implement a 
Citywide RPP 

Program 

Option 3 is not recommended at this time. By revising the 
RPP program Citywide, the City would be applying a “one size 
fits all” solution to a challenge that is more nuanced. It is 
important to consider that each neighborhood has its unique 
challenges, including housing density; the number of vehicles 
owned by residents; options for alternative parking; and 

 
X 

Not recommended at 
this time.  

3 
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proximity to commercial corridors, educational institutions, 
employment centers, and transit.  
 
Additionally, there would be significant costs to implement 
and enforce an RPP program Citywide, and the requirement 
to obtain permits could be burdensome for residents and their 
guests. The data collection showed that while some areas of 
Costa Mesa do experience high parking occupancy, there are 
many neighborhoods where on-street parking demand is 
relatively low throughout the day. In these areas, a permit 
program would be inconvenient and unnecessary for 
residents. 

 
Option 4: 

Implement revised 
RPP Program 

Guidelines 

Option 4 is the recommended action at this time. The data 
collection results suggest that in specific residential 
neighborhoods, there is external non-residential demand that 
creates parking impacts. This includes neighborhoods 
boarding surrounding cities, near commercial areas, or close 
to schools and recreation facilities.  
 
The RPP program is a powerful tool for the City to manage 
parking demand impacts. However, in order to create a more 
equitable, adaptable, and efficient program that is aligned 
with the City’s goals, several transformative adjustments are 
recommended throughout this PAP. 

 

 
Recommended 

strategy 
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   Recommendations 
 
 
 
 
The following recommendations take into consideration the data collection results, community feedback, and 
industry best practices. Each recommendation is organized by phase with implementation steps and suggested 
follow-up actions or considerations.  
 
These recommendations are meant to address the current and long-term residential parking and mobility 
challenges within the City of Costa Mesa. Implementing the initial phase of the PAP recommendations will 
provide immediate parking management benefits and establish the basis for future improvements. 
Recommended timing is meant to be realistic and achievable.  
 
Recommendations are organized within estimated near-term (1-2 years), mid-term (3-5 years), and long-term 
(6+ years) timeframes. However, actual timing will be dependent on City Council prioritization, stakeholder 
feedback, funding availability, and the ongoing evaluation of initial implementation steps. The City is encouraged 
to adjust the implementation approach as needed in response to evolving needs and priorities.  
 
Near-term 
 
Figure 5. Near-term Recommendations - Goals Supported 

Recommendations Equitable Sustainable Efficient 

1 Revise RPP program eligibility. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
2 Establish right-sized permit zones.  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

3 Revise RPP petitioning and occupancy study guidelines. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
4 Revise RPP permit policies. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
5 Consider permit-exempt time limits. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
6 Introduce permit fee and escalating rate structure. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
7 Implement an automated permit management system (PMS). ✓ ✓ ✓ 
8 Implement mobile license plate recognition (LPR) cameras. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
9 Activate new permit parking zones.  ✓ ✓ ✓ 

10 Consider future adjustments to enforcement staffing. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
11 Enhance program branding and marketing. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
12 Develop permanent parklet and on-street dining policies. ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 
 
 
 

4 4 
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Recommendation 1: Revise RPP program eligibility. 
 
The original intent of the RPP program was specifically to address the spillover parking impacts of the Pacific 
Amphitheater and Orange County Fairgrounds. Now, rather than being exclusively about external parking 
demand, the permit program has been applied to try and solve the challenge of growing parking demand within 
residential areas that are experiencing an increase in housing and resident density. In an attempt to safeguard 
on-street parking availability, certain residents have been excluded from the program altogether, regardless of 
whether they rely upon public on-street parking. The current RPP program is not a realistic parking management 
solution, and it does not equitably meet the needs of the community as a whole.  
 
Currently, only those households within R1 single-family residential districts or single-family households within 
250 feet of permit streets are eligible for permits. Meanwhile, other residents within apartments and 
condominiums do not have the same opportunity to apply for and participate in an RPP program. A priority goal 
of this PAP is to align the RPP program with the 2016 California Attorney General’s opinion (#14-304) and 
develop an equitable solution that serves the needs of all Costa Mesa residents. The Attorney General’s opinion 
states, “In issuing long-term residential parking permits, local authorities may not distinguish among residents 
based on the type of dwelling in which they live”. Therefore, the City should no longer allow the program to be 
used to safeguard on-street parking exclusively for single-family neighborhoods.  
 
Revise Eligibility 
The data collection results revealed that on-street parking was frequently underutilized within most RPP zones. 
These empty parking spaces are essentially removed from the overall parking supply available to nearby 
residents that live within multi-family developments. This exacerbates the issue of parking availability, and it 
means that nearby residents must search longer and farther to find public parking. The goal is not to fill all on-
street spaces, but to provide an opportunity to revise permit eligibility for residents of all housing types. The 
utilization of on-street parking should be optimized, while still maintaining sufficient on-street parking availability 
so that parking is convenient and easy to find for residents and their guests.  
 
Clarify the Intent of the Program 
It is recommended that the City clarify the intent of the RPP program to address the core root of the parking 
impacts the program was originally intended to solve. The City should only consider introducing RPP zones in 
neighborhoods experiencing external parking demand (not from other local residents). The intent of the program 
should simply be to safeguard access for Costa Mesa residents and their guests. External parking demand 
includes impacts from commercial areas, neighboring cities, the Orange County Fairgrounds, schools, and 
recreational facilities.  
 
In order to align with the California Attorney General’s opinion (#14-304), all City residents should be eligible to 
participate in the application process for new zones. This means all residential zoning districts (including R1, R2-
MD, R2-HD, and R3) should be eligible for an RPP zone (assuming the other requirements for the application, 
petition, and evaluation are also met). 
 
Recommendation 2: Establish right-sized permit zones. 
 
Under the current program guidelines, the City evaluates RPP program applications on a street-by-street basis, 
or in segments with a minimum of 25 contiguous households. Rather than a piecemeal approach, the City should 
expand the minimum size requirement to leverage a neighborhood permit zone system that will avoid pushing 
the parking issues from one block to the next. This means that the City should only consider adding a new RPP 
zone with a collection of streets that amount to a “neighborhood permit zone”. Single blocks that are immediately 
adjacent to an existing RPP zone could still be added to the existing zone.  
 
 
Surround the Problem Area 
A larger minimum RPP zone size should be utilized to improve the effectiveness of the policies. Rather than 
establishing permit parking restrictions on an individual street or portions of streets, the City should only consider 
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implementing new restrictions to a collection of streets. The inclusion of multiple blocks will help avoid pushing 
parking congestion to adjacent streets by fully surrounding the most heavily impacted area. The goal should be 
to cover an entire neighborhood or subarea, including both single and multi-family homes, and generally provide 
residents parking opportunities within a reasonable walking distance.  
 
Establish Size Requirements 
When initiating a neighborhood petition for a new permit zone, residents should consult with City staff regarding 
the minimum number of streets or blocks to be included. In most cases, a minimum of 2,000 feet (both sides of 
the street included) rounded to the end of the next street should be considered to establish a new standalone 
RPP zone. This is approximately the length of four blocks. This approach aligns with the City’s existing Guidelines 
that state, “the creation of an isolated resident only permit parking “island” unrelated to surrounding land use or 
current parking conditions will not be allowed”.  
 
This approach is recommended since smaller zones 
likely do not provide enough coverage to effectively 
address the parking impacts. This requirement would 
not apply to applicants attempting to join an existing 
neighboring permit zone.  
 
Permit Zone Numbering 
Currently, the City is divided into six permit “zones” that 
encompass the entire City, and most of these six permit 
“zones” have multiple disconnected clusters of RPP 
streets (see Figure 6). Currently, a permit is valid on any 
RPP street within that entire zone.   
 
To introduce the recommended neighborhood permit 
zone approach, the City should adopt a new zone 
numbering or lettering system to replace the six 
oversized “zones”. Instead, the City should assign a 
unique zone number or letter to each individual 
neighborhood parking zone. The oversized “zones” that 
encompass multiple clusters of permit streets currently 
allow permit holders to leverage RPP streets outside of 
their immediate neighborhood. Since the 
recommendation is to only establish RPP zones in 
areas experiencing external demand, this naturally 
means some RPP zones will be conveniently located near commercial areas. To make sure that parking is 
safeguarded for those that reside adjacent to these commercial areas or destinations, the permits from other 
neighborhood permit zones should not be valid. Otherwise, this could result in excess parking demand in certain 
neighborhoods, which reduces the effectiveness of the RPP program.  
 
Additionally, each neighborhood permit zone may have unique needs, so parking policies could differ between 
neighborhood permit zones. For example, operating hours could differ in zones that experience external parking 
demand primarily during the day versus in the evening. Therefore, each RPP zone should have a unique zone 
number or letter so the policies can be specifically applied on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood basis. This will 
allow permit holders to understand zone boundaries and associated rules, and it will allow the City to effectively 
enforce the program.  
 
Recommendation 3: Revise RPP petitioning and occupancy study guidelines. 
 
The City should continue to require a petition for new permit zones. In order to implement a new permit parking 
restriction, the current program requires a resident petition to be signed by 51 percent or more households in 

Figure 6. Current Permit Zone Map 
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support of implementing the restriction. The City should continue to utilize the 51 percent threshold as it is similar 
to the petitioning processes of nearby Southern California cities, as shown in Figure 7 below.  

Figure 7. Petitioning Process Analysis 

 
Clarify the Petition Rules for Multi-family Properties 
In rental complexes, the residents, property managers, and property owners should all be allowed to participate 
in the petition survey. If the units in a multi-family property are individually owned, each owner would have the 
opportunity to vote. 

Optimize Occupancy Studies 
The petition is currently followed by a parking occupancy study to evaluate whether permit restrictions are 
needed. Rather than collecting the data manually, the City will have the opportunity to leverage the same parking 
management technology recommended for parking enforcement for data collection purposes; License Plate 
Recognition (LPR) cameras are recommended for parking enforcement to optimize operations and conduct the 
evaluations (see recommendation #8). This technology will be a cost-effective option for data collection and will 
improve coverage and efficiency. Both the data collected during site assessments, as well as during regular 
enforcement routes, can be used to monitor on-street parking occupancy of a proposed zone.  
 
It is also important to consider when the occupancy studies are conducted. Currently, the occupancies studies 
are typically conducted between the hours of 10:00 pm and 2:00 am. These overnight hours may not capture 
the time periods when external parking demand is at its peak. Since it is recommended that new RPP zones 
only be established in response to external parking demand (see recommendation #1), the City should collect 
data during the heaviest impacted days and times. The use of LPR will provide historical data from regular 
enforcement coverage that can be leveraged, and it will be more efficient to collect samplings of data using LPR 
for the purpose of the occupancy studies.  
 
The City should continue to require a parking occupancy threshold of 70 percent for evaluating whether to 
establish a new RPP zone. Once parking reaches 70 percent occupied within a neighborhood, it may become 
challenging for residents to find convenient on-street parking, which can justify the need for permit restrictions.  
The 70 percent occupancy should be used as a measure to determine the appropriate boundaries and operating 
times for the new permit zone.  
 

City Current Petitioning Process 
Costa Mesa 51% sign petition; City survey; 70%+ on-street parking utilization 

Anaheim 51% sign petition; 75% vote yes per street segment - $500 fee 
Brea All households eligible 

Fullerton 65% of residents; staff approval 
Huntington Beach 20% of residents or 25 households; City approval 

Irvine Initiated by Director of Public Works or request by homeowner’s 
association + parking study 

Lake Forest 67% of property owners; 30 or more single-family detached 
homes must be affected 

Orange 75% sign petition; 75% occupation during City review - $2,500 
fee 

Placentia Undefined 
Rancho Santa Margarita N/A 

Santa Ana 66% of residential lots sign petition; director approval 
Seal Beach In areas designated by municipal code; primarily Old Town 

Stanton 51% sign petition; City survey; 75% or more supporting 
signatures - $660 fee 

Tustin 60% or more 
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Currently, the occupancy studies consider each street on an individual basis. When establishing neighborhood 
permit zones with multiple blocks (see recommendation #2), not every street should be required to reach the 70 
percent occupancy threshold individually to be included within the zone. Instead, the City should evaluate the 
collection of blocks to determine if the proposed boundaries are right-sized to address the impacts. 
 
For a street to join an existing permit zone, the street should follow the existing process that evaluates the 
applicable street individually. The residents should continue to provide a petition with support from 51 percent of 
residents on that street, and an occupancy study should show that parking occupancy is over 70 percent.  

Removing a Zone 
In order to remove a residential parking restriction including those established with the revised RPP program, 
residents should continue to be required to follow the existing petitioning process and 51 percent of residents 
should support removing the restriction for it to be considered. No parking occupancy study is needed, but 
notification should be given to any surrounding permit zone residents. In deciding to remove permit parking from 
a single street, staff should carefully take into consideration the surrounding area and permit zone. A street 
where the majority of surrounding streets (50 percent or more) are included in the permit zone should not be 
considered for removal because of the spillover parking risk.  
 
Evaluating Future Adjustments 
A separate parking occupancy threshold should be established to evaluate future policy changes within RPP 
zones once they have already been established. The City can leverage the LPR data collected during regular 
parking enforcement (see recommendation #8) for ongoing monitoring of program effectiveness.  
 
The parking industry standard for the target parking occupancy rate is 85 percent. At this rate, there are enough 
vacant parking spaces to minimize congestion from drivers searching for spaces. The City should use the 85 
percent rate as a high threshold for when to consider program adjustments in existing zones. If an established 
permit zone is found to regularly reach or exceed 85 percent occupancy, this could indicate the need for policy 
adjustments (see recommendation #13). For instance, the zone may benefit from a cap on the number of permits 
allowed per household or adjustments to the operating times.  
 
Recommendation 4: Revise RPP permit policies. 
 
In order to implement many of the following permit policy recommendations, the City will need to invest in new 
technology to manage the RPP program. It is recommended that the City procure a permit management system 
(PMS) as well as LPR systems (see recommendations #7 and #8). These systems will streamline the 
management and enforcement of the RPP program. Additionally, to ensure the program is financially 
sustainable, the City should implement a fee to purchase an annual resident parking permit (see 
recommendation #6). These fees should aim to make the RPP program cost-neutral, covering only the 
administrative costs necessary for the City to efficiently manage and enforce the program.  

Leverage Technology 
The new RPP program should be designed to incentivize compliance and minimize exposure to potential permit 
abuse. Permits should continue to be non-transferable and strictly associated with the vehicle's license plate 
number. This will allow the City to leverage a PMS for online applications and transition to virtually managed 
permits, where the vehicle's license plate is the permit identifier. Since the City should begin charging for permits 
(recommendation #6), the City could consider allowing a permit to be transferred to a different vehicle only when 
a new vehicle is purchased and the vehicle sold had an active permit associated.  

Prevent Oversized Vehicles 
Oversized vehicles, as defined by the Costa Mesa Municipal Code, should not be eligible to receive parking 
permits through the RPP program because there are separate considerations related to roadway access with 
oversized vehicles. However, smaller commercial vehicles and work trucks would still be eligible for RPP permits, 
assuming they meet all other permit program requirements. Residents with oversized vehicles should be 
responsible for identifying alternate off-street storage locations, rather than rely on public street parking (see 
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recommendation #9). There could be an opportunity to leverage certain privately owned surface lots for oversize 
vehicle parking through shared parking agreements (see recommendation #15).  

Redefine Permit Allocations 
The City should limit permits to one permit per eligible resident. Each resident should be required to provide their 
driver’s license number when applying for their permit, so the City can ensure that each driver receives only one 
permit. With the growing number of people living in each household, there are more vehicles needed to support 
those additional residents. Although the City has made great efforts to enhance access to active transportation 
and encourage less reliance on personal vehicles., many Costa Mesa residents continue to be reliant on their 
cars to get to and from work, childcare, and other essential needs. Residents who need to live with multiple 
roommates or in multi-generational households, should not be penalized for doing so. This being said, the City 
still needs to manage on-street parking demand. Limiting permits to one per eligible resident simultaneously 
reduces excess parking demand and provides an equitable solution for residents who are not able to give up 
their vehicles.  
 
Similar driver’s license requirements are in place in the City of Cerritos and the City of San Mateo. San Mateo 
requires a current Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) driver’s license for each resident requesting a permit. 
The Cerritos permit program requires that residents use all the parking available on their property prior to 
applying for an on-street permit. The household can then receive one additional permit for each resident with a 
driver’s license. The address listed on a driver’s license and vehicle registration must match the residential 
address listed on the annual parking permit application.  
 
This type of approach is an opportunity for the City to better manage on-street parking demand. This also 
addresses the “my neighbor has too many cars” concern, a commonly expressed theme from the community 
meetings and the online survey. Because a person can only physically drive one vehicle at a time, this program 
strategy only limits residents who choose to own extra vehicles. These residents would not be eligible for 
additional permits and therefore would be incentivized to use any on-site parking available to them rather than 
rely on public on-street parking for storing their extra vehicle(s). 
 
Re-evaluate Permit Maximums 
By limiting permits to one permit per eligible resident, the City can consider removing the three permits per 
household maximum that is currently in place. Once permits are limited to one per eligible driver, the number of 
permits per household will already be limited to how many drivers are living in the household. This will align 
permit allocations with the actual need, rather than a one-size-fits-all maximum, and ensure permits are only 
used by those who need a permit for their vehicle. Additionally, implementing a permit fee and the recommended 
escalating rate model (see recommendation #6) will encourage larger households to utilize any parking available 
to them off-street. The permit fee and escalating rate model can be increased if needed to encourage the use of 
off-street parking. 

As mentioned in recommendation #3, the City should use the 85 percent rate as a high threshold for when to 
consider program adjustments. If the permit maximum is removed, but on-street occupancy is found to remain 
high in a permit zone, a per household maximum may ultimately be needed in order to safeguard on-street 
availability. Before doing so, it would be helpful to identify alternative off-street parking and alternative 
transportation options to address the needs of households with more drivers than the permit maximum. 
 
Encourage Cooperation 
The City should consider requiring residents to sign “good neighbor policies” when applying for a parking permit. 
These good neighbor policies could help guide neighborhood ethos, promote friendly and cooperative 
interactions, and soothe residential “parking wars”. For example, the City of Anaheim has “good neighbor 
policies” that include: 

• “Off-street, on-site parking supply shall be used efficiently for parking. Examples of non-efficient use 
include not utilizing garage space(s) and driveways for parking.” 

• “Permit parkers shall be considerate of noise and comply with applicable city noise ordinances.” 
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• “Permit parkers shall not move solid waste containers in a manner that precludes collection of solid waste, 
obstructs driveways or other rights of way, or otherwise interferes with vehicular traffic in order to park on 
a street or portion thereof designated as permit parking only.” 

 
Residents can be required to acknowledge these policies when applying for a permit. While these policies are 
difficult to enforce, they provide a valuable opportunity to remind residents that public streets are to be used by 
all residents and encourage them to be courteous and mindful of nearby residents. If a permit holder is found to 
violate these policies, they can lose the privilege to participate in the RPP program. 
 
Criteria-specific Hours of Operation  
The existing permit parking restriction is uniformly applied 24 hours daily. For neighborhoods impacted by 
external parking demand, such as schools, entertainment venues, or shopping centers, parking may only be 
impacted during certain times of day and days of the week. With a neighborhood zone-based system, the City 
could consider the benefit of focusing restricted operating times based upon demand and occupancy peaks in 
neighborhoods impacted by external demand. One location to consider is the area surrounding the Orange 
County Fair & Event Center, as this permit zone is focused specifically on mitigating event parking demand. 
Since events do not occur consistently year-round, it does not necessarily make sense to apply the permit 
parking restriction year-round. There are other parking demand generators that only occur during certain periods. 
For example, if one neighborhood sees an increase in daytime parking from a nearby high school, permit 
operating hours could be during school hours only such as Monday-Friday 8:00 am - 3:00 pm.  
 
These adjustments should be considered on a case-by-case basis in neighborhoods impacted by external 
demand. The City should be careful to not introduce a complicated range of operating times and policies that 
become difficult to communicate or enforce. If introduced, this strategy would need to be combined with focused 
enforcement. If a permit parking restriction is limited to a specific time period, the City would need to allocate 
staffing resources to enforce the RPP program specifically during that period.  
 
Recommendation 5: Consider permit-exempt time limits. 
 
The City could consider implementing permit-exempt time-limited parking on specific blocks immediately 
between residential and commercial areas to provide a buffer between the commercial area and the residential 
neighborhood. The use of a 1 or 2-hour time limit will discourage employees from storing their vehicles all day 
on-street, while still allowing for short visits by guests of residents and patrons of the businesses. A 1 or 2-hour 
time limit should be considered in these scenarios. Any longer than 2 hours can be difficult to enforce and may 
lead to employees shuffling or moving their cars during their breaks.  
 
Evaluate Alternatives 
Before introducing a time limit or an RPP restriction in a neighborhood bordering a commercial area, it is 
important to evaluate whether there are other reasonable alternative parking and mobility options for employees. 
The key is identifying a balanced approach that will support the needs of all users.  
 
Define the Policies 
As mentioned, this strategy would exempt permit holders from the time limits. A permit-exempt time limit allows 
residents and guests with a valid permit to park on the street longer than the posted time limit. Others may park 
on these streets without a permit as long as they obey the posted time limit. The time limit helps create turnover 
so that parking remains easy to find. These time limit exemption permits should follow the same administrative 
policies as the RPP program. This includes rules for assigning permits, guest passes, and permit fees. 
  
Allocate Enforcement 
The implementation of a time limit would require an allocation of parking enforcement resources in order to be 
effective. The City should ensure daily, reoccurring patrols of the area (minimally two to four times daily) in order 
to encourage compliance with the time limit. The procurement of LPR cameras (see recommendation #8) would 
allow the City to efficiently enforce time limits by leveraging “digital chalking” features. Additionally, digital parking 
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“zones” can be configured within the LPR system to alert the officer if a vehicle has been parked beyond the 
limit. 
 
Recommendation 6: Introduce a permit fee and escalating rate structure. 
 
Define the Fees 
Currently, the City of Costa Mesa does not recover any of the costs associated with parking permits. In order for 
the program to become financially sustainable, and for the City to make investments in modernizing the program, 
there should be a cost associated with the permits. The City should implement a fee to purchase an annual 
resident parking permit, with the goal of making the program cost-neutral. It is recommended that the City 
introduce an escalating permit rate structure starting at $25.00 annually for the first permit. For households with 
multiple drivers, additional permits should be offered at a higher premium rate (see figure 8 below). This rate 
structure is similar to the rates in neighboring Southern California cities, as shown in the Permit Rate Analysis 
(figure 9) range from $10.00 to over $70.00. 

Figure 8. Recommended Escalating Rate Model 

 

 
 

 
 
In order to ensure that permits remain affordable, the City should offer a discounted rate to qualifying low-income 
residents. This option should be available in conjunction with the recommended increase in permit fees. This 
program should be aligned with any other low-income qualifying programs the City provides. For instance, if 
there are low-income recreation program fee waivers, the City can piggyback off of those program guidelines, or 
use the same criteria as used for customers who wish to enter into a citation payment plan for low-income 
persons per CVC Section 40220. 

 
Encourage Off-street Parking 
A permit fee will incentivize residents to first use the parking that is available on their property (if they have the 
option), before opting to purchase a parking permit. As mentioned, the escalating rate structure, combined with 
the one permit per eligible driver restriction, would allow the City to replace the three permit-per-household 
maximum. Instead, the premium rate for extra permits could discourage households from excessively purchasing 
permits. This way, households who need additional permits will have the flexibility to purchase additional permits 
as needed, but they will have to pay a premium. Additionally, the permit fee and escalating rate model can be 
increased if needed based on demand (see recommendation #3). 
 
Fees should be reviewed annually to determine whether the City’s costs are being recovered and whether the 
cost structure is effective at discouraging excessive permits. The City could opt to adjust the fees each year 
based on the local CPI, but the first two factors also must be considered. The City must also consider the cost 
of providing ongoing enforcement to provide enough consistency and coverage to encourage compliance. 

Permit 1:
$25

Permit 2:
$50

Permit 3:
$75

Permit 4:
$100

Permit 1:
Free

Permit 2:
Free

Permit 3:
$25

Permit 4:
$50

Parking Permit 

Low Income Parking Permit 
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Figure 9. Permit Rate Analysis 

City # of Permits per 
Household 

Resident Parking 
Permit Cost 

# of Guest Permits 
and Cost 

Costa Mesa 3 Free 100 per year 
Free 

Anaheim 
Based on bedroom 

count; 0-2= 1 permit; 3-
4= 2; 5+= 3  

$30  
100 per household per 

year 
$1 per permit 

Brea Single family= 2; Multi-
family= 1 

$25 in person; $19 
online 

14 days per vehicle 
Free 

Fullerton 5 $10 admin fee + $2 per 
permit 

$2 per permit (included 
in the 5 per household) 

Huntington Beach 4 $24 first; $10 for 
additional permits 

2 per unit 
Included with residential 

permit 

Irvine 3 $25 2 per household 
$10 per permit 

Lake Forest 
1 per registered vehicle 
for area A; 2-3 for areas 
B & C, regardless of the 

number of vehicles 

$20  
1 per night - no limit is 

indicated 
Free 

Orange 5 for single-family; 2 for 
duplex $30  

5 for single-family or 4 
for duplexes including 
both RPP and guest 

permits for single-family 
$30 per permit 

Placentia 5 $10  5 per household 
$10 per permit 

Rancho Santa 
Margarita 

Based on # of vehicles 
registered to address $30  5 per household 

$30 per permit 

Santa Ana 3 for single family; 1 for 
multi-family $72.29  undefined 

Seal Beach Based on # of vehicles 
registered to address $20  2 per household 

$30 per permit 

Stanton 3 $25  100 per year 
Free 

Tustin 

In some areas 1 with no 
restriction; in most 

areas permits require 
that on-site parking is 

fully utilized 

$50  150 per year 
Free 

 
Consider Guest Permits 
At this point, it is not recommended the City charge for guest permits. The 100 single-day guest passes that are 
available to each eligible household is just limited enough to prevent abuse. This limit is similar to the City of 
Anaheim (100 permits annually) and the City of Tustin (150 guest permits annually). However, the City could 
consider charging a small fee per guest permit to assist with cost recovery for the administration of the program. 
As found in the Comparable Cities Rate Analysis, the City of Anaheim charges $1.00 per permit.  

Alternatively, some cities provide annual guest permits that can be reused for multiple guests, rather than single-
day passes (see recommendation #7 for an evaluation of this option). If the City were to transition to annual 
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guest permits, the City should charge the same annual fee and utilize the escalating rate structure for guest 
permits as they do annual permits. Otherwise, residents would likely try to abuse the system by utilizing their 
free guest permit rather than the annual permit.  
 
Recommendation 7: Implement an automated permit management system (PMS). 
 
Automate Permit Management 
For efficiency, the City should implement a parking-specific automated permit management system (PMS). The 
PMS must be integrated with the City’s citation management system (CMS) (see recommendation #11) and the 
selected LPR cameras (see recommendation #8). In order for the program to remain financially sustainable, the 
PMS should be implemented in coordination with the introduction of a permit fee (recommendation #6).  
 
In the Residential Parking Survey conducted in the Spring of 2021, 60 percent of non-permit street respondents 
and 71 percent of permit street respondents support modernizing the program. A parking PMS and online portal 
will allow residents to self-manage and create an account, log in, apply for a permit, upload supporting 
documentation, purchase, add/change/remove vehicles, make edits to contact information, etc. The City will 
have the ability to review pending applications, review supporting documentation, approve/deny applications, 
send notifications and alerts, run reports, etc. The PMS will automate the annual renewal process, by sending 
notices, having customers log in, make updates to vehicles, reconfirm residency, and collect payments.  
 
Minimize Permit Abuse 
The City should be mindful when selecting a PMS provider to confirm their ability to support virtually managed 
permits and visitor permits without subjecting the permit program to potential abuse. Currently, the City provides 
each household with 100 free guest permits to be used at the permit holder’s discretion annually. With an 
automated permit management system, there are typically several opportunities for managing guest permits. 

An analysis of potential options is provided below, however, these options should be re-evaluated during the 
vendor selection process. If the City were to pursue the annual guest permit approach, it is recommended that 
the City charge the same annual fee for visitor permits as they do annual permits. If the City were to charge less 
for annual visitor permits, many would likely try to abuse the system by getting the lower-cost visitor permit rather 
than the annual permit. Regardless of the City’s preferred option, the guest passes should be managed with the 
PMS and set up to be transitioned to virtual guest permits that can be easily enforced with mobile license plate 
recognition (LPR) cameras (see recommendation #8). 

In rare circumstances, some residents may not be able to use the automated permit portal to manage visitor 
permits if they are unable to access the internet. In these exceptional situations, to accommodate those 
residents, but mitigate abuse, those customers could be offered the physical visitor permit hangtag for a fee that 
will recover the costs of processing, fulfillment, and manual enforcement. However, it is important to 
acknowledge that this exception will make parking enforcement more challenging since the permits will not be 
associated with a license plate number. Therefore, the LPR system will not recognize that the vehicle has a valid 
permit, and the officer will be required to double-check whether the physical permit is displayed on every vehicle 
that is potentially in violation. Due to this inefficiency, this blended approach with physical and virtual permits is 
discouraged except in rare circumstances.  
 
Figure 10. Guest Permit Configuration Strategies 

Strategy Analysis Recommendation 
 

Annual Guest 
Permits 

Households could continue to be provided a pre-defined 
number of visitor permits in the online portal that are 
continuously valid. Residents could then self-manage the 
visitor permit by inputting the license plate of their visitor as 
often as needed. Annual visitor permits are beneficial for 
residents that have a re-occurring visitor like yard workers, 

 

  
Re-evaluate during 
vendor selection. 
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Recommendation 8: Implement mobile license plate recognition (LPR) cameras. 
 
Optimize Operations 
The City should invest in modernizing the program and acquire mobile 
license plate recognition (LPR) cameras for the use of parking enforcement 
and ongoing data collection. This will enhance enforcement efficiency and 
allow the implementation of virtual parking permits (see recommendation 
#9). LPR technology is an important parking management tool that improves 
enforcement efficiency and coverage. The City should evaluate the 
opportunity to leverage the existing LPR cameras that are already owned 
by the Costa Mesa Police Department. Currently, the Police Department’s 
LPR cameras are being used to identify stolen vehicles. These LPR 
cameras could potentially be reallocated to the Police Department’s parking 
enforcement vehicles, where they would serve a dual purpose. If the LPR 
cameras are installed on parking enforcement vehicles, the parking control 
officers can enforce permit parking, time-limited parking, and continue to identify stolen vehicles using the LPR 
system.  
 
Transition to Virtual Permits 
Using LPR as a parking management tool means that manual enforcement processes will be automated. Instead 
of verifying that each vehicle has a physical permit displayed, that the permit number is tied to the correct license 
plate number, and that the date is valid, the LPR system can automate the process by using the license plate 
number as the permit number and verifying permit status using a database with real-time information. The PMS 
(see recommendation #7) and LPR camera systems eliminate the need for physical hangtag or decal permits. A 
transition to virtual permits is contingent on the City acquiring mobile LPR cameras for parking enforcement.  
 
The transition to virtual permits should take place once the LPR has been installed and the PMS system has 
been established. It is recommended that the City completely transition to virtual permits during an upcoming 
permit renewal cycle. This will avoid a “hybrid” program with physical and virtual permits that is challenging to 
enforce, as mentioned earlier. It is a best practice to begin messaging a major program change, like virtual 
permits, at least two months prior to implementation. 
 
Increase Efficiency 

childcare, caretakers, or family members that may make 
frequent visits.  
 
The City should continue to limit the number of visitor permits 
per household, like the current three visitor permits per eligible 
address, or alternatively, one per resident permit purchased. 
However, if a household does not need a resident permit, they 
should still be eligible for an annual visitor permit. 

 
Limited Guest 

Passes 

The City could limit the number of single-day visitor passes 
each household has available. The resident could self-
manage their visitor pass allotment by inputting the license 
plate of their visitor and a visitor parking session as often as 
needed. Single-day passes would allow the City to track how 
frequently a vehicle is using visitor passes, which can help 
identify abuse.  
 
For example, the City could provide 100-200 visitor passes 
per household, which are each valid for a 24-hour parking 
session. 

 

  
Re-evaluate during 
vendor selection. 

Figure 11. Mobile LPR Camera 

623



 

DIXON RESOURCES UNLIMITED 17 

Beyond permit management, LPR cameras can provide additional enforcement efficiencies. An LPR system can 
be leveraged for multiple purposes simultaneously, including enforcement of permit zones, time zones, the 72-
hour rule, abandoned vehicle abatement, scofflaw detection, and wanted vehicle detection. This will enhance 
enforcement efficiency and support the implementation of virtual parking permits and other plate-based solutions. 
Ultimately, the City’s goal should be to equip all vehicles used for compliance activities with LPR to optimize 
operations. However, based on the City’s current inventory of vehicles used for parking compliance, it is 
recommended that a minimum of two vehicles be allocated as a reasonable starting point. In the future, as new 
vehicles are added to the fleet for parking enforcement, they should be delivered with LPR equipment already 
installed, so that eventually most of the fleet can perform compliance activities and gather data. This is similar to 
the way vehicles delivered for police patrol already have lights, sirens, radios, and other equipment installed—
vehicles delivered for parking compliance should already have LPR installed. 
 
Define Data Policies 
Prior to utilizing LPR for parking enforcement, the City should confirm that the Surveillance Use Policy allows 
LPR to be used for both parking enforcement and ongoing data collection, and update it as needed. Similarly, 
the municipal codes may need to be updated to allow for the use of virtual permits. The LPR system will support 
ongoing data collection and program evaluation (see recommendations #13) by continually collecting plate and 
location data for various restriction programs. Additionally, the data will also support Gap Management (see 
recommendation #12), which allows management staff to measure parking control officer productivity. 
 
Recommendation 9: Activate new permit parking zones. 
 
Before initiating enforcement of a new residential permit parking 
zone, the City should consider a policy requirement that permit zone 
restrictions are only active upon the installation of signs and 50 
percent or more of households have purchased permits. Warning 
notices should then be leveraged for first-time violations within the 
first three months of implementation. The City should continue to 
follow the three-step industry best practice: 1. Educate; 2. Warn; 3. 
Enforce. 

Enhance Outreach 
The City should communicate the new restrictions by posting signs, informing residents by email and/or postcard, 
and updating the City website and parking landing page (see recommendation #11). In addition to warning 
notices, the City could also issue informational  program flyers to further assist with the outreach and educational 
process.  
 
Recommendation 10: Consider future adjustments to enforcement staffing. 
 
Parking enforcement was a common concern of residents in the community meetings and the online survey. 
Residents expressed a desire for increased residential parking enforcement coverage including abandoned 
vehicle abatement, permit parking restrictions, and street sweeping restrictions. In order to increase customer 
service and to be responsive to these concerns, the City should consider the staffing requirements necessary to 
effectively monitor parking in residential areas and promote compliance. Parking programs and restrictions are 
only effective if they are followed. In order to encourage compliance, consistent parking enforcement is critical. 
As recommendations are implemented, the City should monitor the effectiveness of parking enforcement staffing 
levels and consider allocating additional staff.  
 
Gap Management 
Parking control officer productivity is not, and should never be, based upon a quota or the number of citations 
issued. Consistent enforcement in some cases will reduce the frequency of citations issued over time due to an 
increase in compliance. Instead, productivity should be measured and monitored using Gap Management 
strategies. Gap Management is the process of analyzing citation issuance trends, identifying gaps in issuance, 
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and accounting for all time spent in the field. LPR and citation issuance handheld devices also provide GPS 
location data which should be monitored to confirm coverage and assigned routes or zones. 
 
Recommendation 11: Enhance program branding and marketing. 
 
Centralize Information 
The City should leverage the recently created Transportation 
Services’ “Parking” webpage as a landing page that functions as a 
one-stop-shop for all things parking in Costa Mesa. This landing 
page should be an information hub for parking that includes links to 
the site to purchase permits, pay for parking citations, and any other 
parking actions necessary to support the City’s parking programs. 
The webpage should include a summary of frequently asked 
questions (FAQs) relating to parking, policies, procedures, and 
other information that is often discussed, and a “news” section of 
the page where the most recent changes are summarized. An employee or a 
team should review the webpage and destination links regularly, such as twice 
annually, to ensure the information remains up-to-date and reflects any recent 
changes in policies, ordinances, or fees. Additionally, the City should consider 
developing a parking and mobility brand. A brand can maximize ongoing 
exposure and familiarity with the City’s parking programs, and there is an 
opportunity to incorporate the brand along with a website landing page. The 
parking brand should be designed to help to make parking easy, convenient, and 
accessible. For example, the ParkSL website for San Leandro, CA is pictured in 
Figure 12. 
 
Communicate Processes  
Additionally, the City should develop a visual representation of the process new permit zones petitions will need 
to go through prior to being implemented. As shown in Figure 13, the City of Anaheim utilizes a simple flowchart 
graphic to the required steps to implement a new permit zone. Whenever possible, the policies, guidelines, and 
rules for the RPP program should be represented graphically, and communicated clearly and concisely. Any 
materials, documentation, or graphics created should be produced in both English and Spanish.  
 
Recommendation 12: Develop permanent parklet and on-street dining policies. 
 
Parklets are an opportunity to rethink how curb space is utilized within Costa Mesa. These types of uses can 
help activate and liven commercial areas and improve the visitor experience. Opportunities for pedestrian zones 
can be a tremendous benefit and draw for the community, but it is important to consider parking and commercial 
loading impacts.  
 
In June of 2020 the Costa Mesa City Council unanimously passed an urgency ordinance to help local restaurants 
adapt to the current circumstances by allowing: 

• Expansions into existing outdoor space on private property  
• Expansion into private parking lots 
• Expansions into wide sidewalks 
• Expansions into on-street parking (“parklets”) 
• Expansions into closed-off lanes of traffic 

 
Implement Best Practices 
Even after the pandemic, parklets can be an opportunity to improve commercial area vibrancy by activating 
outdoor spaces. While they do displace on-street parking supply, this trade-off may be a worthwhile consideration 
depending on community feedback and the success of other parking management strategies.  
 

Figure 12. ParkSL Brand 

Figure 13. City of Anaheim 
Permit Flowchart 
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The City should proactively implement curb management best practices and accommodate all users. 
Traditionally, the City’s curb space has primarily been allocated for the purpose of on-street public parking. 
However, as mobility trends are ever-changing, the City should work to convert valuable curb space for other 
uses, where appropriate, and assess creative uses to support the commercial areas. The City should evaluate 
the Temporary Use Permit fee for outdoor dining in the public right-of-way, taking into consideration the value of 
the parking space. The City should consider an ongoing fee for the permit, and the frequency of reapplication. 
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Mid-term 
 
 
Figure 14. Mid-term Recommendations - Goals Supported 

Recommendations Equitable Adaptable Efficient 

13 Ongoing data collection and program evaluation. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
14 Evaluate street sweeping routes. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
15 Pursue shared parking agreements. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
16 Promote and enhance mode alternatives. ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 
 
Recommendation 13: Ongoing data collection and program evaluation. 
 
Evaluate Programs and Policies 
As recommendations are implemented, and new policies are put into place, the City should continuously evaluate 
the effectiveness of the permit program and policies. Ongoing data collection and evaluation will be essential to 
ensuring the program adapts to best fit the needs of the community. Rather than reacting to perceptions, parking 
demand management strategies are most effective when changes are made incrementally based on data. 
Primarily, the City should evaluate if the RPP program hours of operation should be adjusted. If occupancy is 
only over the 70 percent threshold in the overnight or evening hours, it is likely a 24-hour program is not 
necessary. The City should evaluate the effectiveness of the RPP program to manage parking demand, and 
determine if program adjustments are needed. 
 
Leverage Technology 
The City should leverage the data collected by mobile LPR cameras (see recommendation #8) for ongoing 
monitoring of program effectiveness. Data can illustrate the need to add, expand, condense, or eliminate a permit 
zone, or add, revise, or remove other restrictions. As mentioned earlier, the City should use the parking industry-
standard target occupancy rate, 85 percent, as a threshold for when to consider program adjustments. 
 
With an LPR system continually collecting data, over time, an occupancy history for each block in a permit zone 
will be accumulated. Analytics on the data will give staff a clearer picture of the actual utilization of on-street 
parking, which may not reflect perception. Staff can determine if the restrictions are supported by the current 
parking utilization and should consider whether the block continues to need the current permit restrictions, or if 
the restrictions can be adjusted or eliminated. 
 
Recommendation 14: Evaluate street sweeping routes. 
 
While all residential streets are periodically swept, the City has not posted all residential streets for street 
sweeping. Signs stating “no parking” during designated hours have been installed on an as-needed basis, or by 
resident complaints. When a resident reaches out to the City about street sweeping, the City investigates whether 
or not a significant portion of the street is not being swept due to too many vehicles being parked on-street. The 
City looks to see if less than 50 percent of the street is regularly being swept. If the City finds that the sweeper 
is having to go around vehicles for more than 50 percent of the street, then signage is considered. A common 
concern from residents during the community workshop and online survey was that when street sweeping 
restrictions are installed on just one street, the parking demand “spills over” and is pushed to nearby streets 
without a restriction. Rather than chasing the problem, or waiting for residents to come to the City with concern, 
the City should consider expanding street sweeping restrictions by posting signs at the entrance to a 
neighborhood.  

627



 

DIXON RESOURCES UNLIMITED 21 

The City should proactively address street sweeping postings and routes citywide, and develop a coordinated 
street sweeping plan. The City should carefully consider where residents are allowed to park during street 
sweeping and aim to have half the on-street parking available in a neighborhood during the street sweeping 
period. The City should evaluate the ability to sweep only one side of the street per day, or alternatively 
north/south streets in a neighborhood on one day, and east/west streets on another. While these options could 
be more expensive operationally, they would provide needed relief to residents who rely on on-street parking. 
 
Recommendation 15: Pursue shared parking agreements. 
 
Leverage Existing Supply 
A shared parking agreement between the City and a private or quasi-public property owner could provide 
additional parking opportunities by leveraging the existing parking supply. Benefits of shared parking include: 

• Sharing parking is more cost-effective than acquiring or building off-street parking locations; 
• Can provide convenient parking options for evening and overnight parking in neighborhoods where on-

street parking demand exceeds supply; 
• Can provide appropriate employee parking in commercial areas to help discourage spillover into 

residential areas; 
• Optimizes the use of existing supply; and, 
• Avoids overabundance of parking or land space that could otherwise be optimized for better uses. 
• Typically, a shared parking agreement is meant to be mutually beneficial by leveraging the parking supply 

during times when it is typically underutilized. This can provide another revenue stream for the property 
owner.  

 
Since shared parking agreements are usually only favorable to property owners when cost-neutral or profitable, 
the shared parking approach should be considered in conjunction with efforts to implement the permit fee and 
escalating rate structure (see recommendation #6). Shared parking agreements should be designed to 
safeguard the property owner while providing an opportunity for additional revenue through a negotiated revenue 
share between the City and the property owner. Municipal code changes may be required to allow the 
implementation of shared parking agreements.  
 
At a minimum, a shared parking agreement typically considers the following: 

• Term and extension: Evaluate the return on investment and ensure that the contract terms allow for 
potential redevelopment in the future if needed; 

• Use of Facilities: Establishes available hours, number of spaces (and which subset, if applicable), time 
limitations and ensures that the base user will retain use at the end of the sharing period; 

• Maintenance: Evaluates and incorporates the added maintenance and operation costs; 
• Lease costs: Cost of the lease and any negotiated revenue shares; 
• Operations: Considers revenue collection operations as applicable and needed signage; 
• Utilities and Taxes: Determines the responsible parties and any cost-sharing agreements; 
• Signage: Considers opportunities for consistency with signage and branding; 
• Enforcement and Security: Determines who will handle enforcement and towing;  
• Insurance and Indemnification: Considers litigation with any cost-sharing; and  
• Termination: Identifies the grounds for termination or cancellation. 

 
Shared parking agreements are a priority for the City, as they would provide immediate relief for neighborhoods 
where parking demand exceeds supply. An evaluation of potential priority shared parking areas was conducted. 
Figure 15 and Figure 16 below identify the neighborhoods that would benefit from shared parking opportunities, 
due to their high weekday evening and overnight parking occupancy, as identified in the on-street data collection 
effort. While shared parking agreements should be pursued in additional neighborhoods, these locations were 
selected based on the need identified in the operational needs assessment, data collection effort, site visits, and 
expressed need from residents in the community workshops and online survey. 
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Figure 15. Shared Parking Area Evaluation. 

Area Shared Parking Space Inventory 
within 500ft (estimated) Site types 

1 300-350 spaces School; Church; 
Commercial; Public/City 

2 250-300 spaces School; Church 
3 250-300 spaces Church; Commercial 
4 300-350 spaces School; Public 
5 100-200 Church 
6 50 School 

 
Figure 16. Shared Parking Evaluation Map. 

 

 
 
Recommendation 16: Promote and enhance mode alternatives. 
 
While residential vehicle parking is the primary focus of this report, it is also important to acknowledge how 
encouraging the use of alternative modes is better for the environment and reduces roadway congestion. For 
those that are capable, walking should be encouraged. It is a healthy, convenient option that can be further 
enhanced with some improvements. 
 
The City is focused on enhancing active transportation options by improving bicycle and pedestrian accessibility 
and connectivity throughout the City. Recently, the City completed over 7 miles of improved bike lanes, and 21 
bike racks were installed in 2021. Construction of the Merrimac Way Active Transportation Improvements is 
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complete, which includes the City’s first cycle tracks. Additionally, over $2 million was approved by City Council 
for Active Transportation projects for the fiscal year 2021-2022. 

 
Mitigate Parking Demand 
Promotion of alternative transportation modes can help residents understand the options available other than 
driving alone. Encouraging residents to utilize other modes of transportation can relieve some commercial 
parking pressure, as well as help reduce overall roadway congestion. 
 
Enhance Pedestrian Safety  
The City should evaluate ways to improve walkability and enhance pedestrian infrastructure. Improvements are 
most important in areas where walking is a viable option to access goods and services. Locations within a 
reasonable distance to destinations such as transit stops, schools, libraries, hospitals, medical clinics, community 
centers, commercial areas, and public parks should be prioritized. In order to improve safety, the City should 
evaluate the current level of residential street lighting, and improve visibility as needed, particularly in high-
density areas where parking demand and occupancy rates are high.  
 
The City should consider sidewalk enhancements and the feasibly of adding new sidewalks in neighborhoods 
that have missing segments. Improvements to street lighting and sidewalks would benefit residents who rely on 
street parking that have to walk a few blocks to and from their vehicles.    

To maximize on-street parking supply the City should consider residential parking design elements that make 
efficient use of the existing right-of-way. In high-density areas where parking demand and occupancy rates are 
high, the City should consider marking spaces on-street. This can help prevent vehicles from parking improperly, 
saving spaces, and blocking driveways. Additionally, the City should consider implementing angled parking in 
any areas where street width and design allows. 
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Long-term 
 
 
Figure 17. Long-term Recommendations - Goals Supported 

Recommendations Equitable Sustainable Efficient 

17 Consider a fee for RPP program applications. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
18 Evaluate minimum parking requirements. ✓ ✓ ✓ 
19 Evaluate pilot opportunities to reduce vehicle ownership. ✓ ✓ ✓ 

 
 
Recommendation 17: Consider a fee for RPP program applications. 
 
The City should consider introducing a fee associated with the petition submitted by residents for the installation 
of a new RPP zone. This is a common practice in neighboring cities like Anaheim, Stanton, and Orange, which 
charge $500, $660, and $2,500 (respectively). This fee should be associated with the cost recovery from staff 
time needed to process a new permit parking restriction petition from residents.  
 
Define the Fee 
In order to assure the program is accessible to all neighborhoods, the fee should be kept reasonable in order to 
not prohibit access. The fee can be further mitigated by using automated tools for the process. $500 should be 
considered as an introductory fee range, but further staff time and cost recovery analysis should be conducted 
in order to determine the most appropriate starting fee. Alternatively, the fee could be based on the number of 
households in the proposed permit zone, such as $5 per residence. 
 
Recommendation 18: Evaluate minimum parking requirements. 
 
The City’s Development Code defines minimum parking requirements for various types of developments and 
land uses. Based on a comparative review, the current requirements are similar to those in the nearby cities of 
Anaheim, Orange, Downey, and Norwalk.  
 
While some cities are choosing to reduce or waive parking requirements to lower the cost of development, this 
approach is most successful when combined with other strategies or programs that increase access by 
alternative modes of transportation. This is because waiving parking requirements does not necessarily mean 
that the reliance on cars will be reduced. In Southern California, car dependency and personal vehicle ownership 
has only increased since the beginning of the pandemic.   
 
Make Data-driven Decisions 
Unless there are adequate alternatives, such as walking, biking, and transit throughout the region, reducing the 
requirements can impact public parking availability and cause spillover parking challenges. Therefore, it is 
recommended that the City wait to consider any adjustments to these requirements until LPR can be leveraged 
for ongoing parking data analysis. For example, this will allow the City to conduct periodic studies around 
proposed development sites to evaluate and project parking demand. If certain areas of the City are found to be 
frequently underutilized (less than 85 percent occupied), then this could justify reducing on-site parking 
requirements. 
 
 
 
 
Recommendation 19: Evaluate pilot opportunities to reduce vehicle ownership. 
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Evaluate Opportunities  
New technologies may allow the City to encourage residents to own fewer vehicles. As these technologies are 
developed, the City should evaluate pilot opportunities with the technology providers, like car-share companies 
and micro-transit services.  
 
Encourage Car-sharing  
The City could consider requiring new multi-family housing developments to provide a certain number of car-
share vehicles on-site, which may provide the opportunity for residents to not own a vehicle. For instance, a 
family may be more confident not owning a vehicle or only owning one vehicle if they know vehicles are available 
in their complex for unexpected needs.  
 
A car-share pilot program could reduce the rate of individual car ownership per household, the average number 
of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) per household, and the total amount of automobile-generated pollution per 
household. Studies by the University of California, Berkeley, suggest that 9 to 13 personal vehicles are removed 
from the road for each car-sharing vehicle. 
 

6 
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Comprehensive Implementation Guide 
 
 
 
 
This section provides an overview of the recommended phased RPP zone renewal approach, followed by the 
detailed implementation steps for the recommendations in estimated near-term (1-2 years), mid-term (3-5 years), 
and long-term (6+ years) timeframes. Actual timing will be dependent on City Council prioritization, funding 
availability, staff and consultant resources, and the ongoing evaluation of initial implementation steps.  
 
RPP Zone Renewal 
The RPP program has been paused for further evaluation and to allow for the preparation of this Residential 
Parking Action Plan. For the duration of this project, enforcement of the existing RPP zones has been paused. 
Due to the transformative changes proposed, it is recommended that all existing permit zones be required to go 
through renewal. This will allow the City to ensure that the zones meet the new RPP program goals. Additionally, 
the renewal process will provide the opportunity for the 2,152 homes in existing RPP zones to decide if they 
would like to continue to participate in the program under the revised guidelines. 
 
Prior to initiating the permit zone renewal phases, the City needs to complete the following steps to update the 
RPP program: 

• Adopt the RPP zone policies and the permit fee rate structure. 
• Procure and launch an automated permit management system (PMS).  
• Develop an extensive public outreach and education campaign to communicate the renewal process.  

 
The steps required to implement these minimum steps are outlined in the near-term implementation checklist 
(Figure 21) and additional explanation can be found in the individual recommendation sections. 
 
All existing RPP permit zones should be re-evaluated 
and renewed in the phases outlined below. Figures 18 & 
19 show the existing streets that will be evaluated in each 
renewal phase. The renewal process for the existing 
RPP zones will depend on 1) the source of the parking 
impacts and 2) the size of the RPP zone. The renewal 
process may require action from residents, depending on 
these two factors. 
 
Figure 19. Existing RPP Zone Impacts 

Existing RPP Zones 

Zone Impacts 
Number of RPP 

Streets 
(approximate) 

Renewal 
Phase 

External Impacts 60-70 streets Phase 1 

Without External 
Factors 50-60 streets Phase 2 

5 

Figure 18. Existing RPP Zone Impacts Map 
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Existing RPP zones will not be enforced until 1) the zone is renewed, 2) residents have been notified of the 
renewal, and 3) 50% of eligible households receive a permit under the new permit guidelines. Regardless of the 
phase a zone is renewed in, all RPP zone residents will be required to meet the new eligible driver criteria and 
permits will be subject to the permit fee rate structure.  
 
 
Near-term Implementation Steps 
 
Near-term Recommendations 

1 Revise RPP program eligibility. 1    
2 Establish right-sized permit zones. 
3 Revise RPP petitioning and occupancy study guidelines. 
4 Revise RPP permit policies. 
5 Consider permit-exempt time limits. 
6 Introduce a permit fee and escalating rate structure. 
7 Implement an automated permit management system (PMS). 
8 Implement mobile license plate recognition (LPR) cameras. 
9 Activate new permit parking zones. 
10 Consider future adjustments to enforcement staffing.  
11 Enhance program branding and marketing. 
12 Develop permanent parklet and on-street dining policies. 

1 Many of the near-term recommendations involve adjustments to the RPP program permit zones and administrative 
policies. The new policies should be implemented all at once, along with many of the recommended program adjustments.  

Renewal Phase 1: (Estimated timeframe 1-3 months after Near-Term Implementation) 
Existing RPP zones with external parking impacts and commercial parking impacts will be renewed with 
new permit guidelines. External impacts include: 

• Impacts from neighboring cities (Newport Beach, Santa Ana, and Huntington Beach). 
• Orange County Fairgrounds. 
• Commercial parking demand. 
• Schools and recreation facilities  

Renewal Phase 2: (Estimated timeframe 6-12 months after Near-Term Implementation) 
Existing RPP zones with only residential parking demand (without external impacts) will be evaluated for 
renewal based on the following criteria:  

• Zones must confirm their interest in participating in the RPP program by providing a petition signed 
by 51% of residents. 

• Existing zones will be required to re-apply for the RPP zone, and will be re-evaluated under the new 
permit zone guidelines. The City will contact and notify these zones of the required action.  

• Existing zones that are required to re-apply, and do so within 6 months will be given re-evaluation 
priority. If a zone has not re-applied after 6 months of notification, the zone will be removed.  

 

634



 

DIXON RESOURCES UNLIMITED 28 

Figure 20. Near-term Implementation Checklist 

✓  Implementation Steps 
▢ 1 Update the municipal codes to enable the updated RPP zone policies and administrative policies. 

▢ 2 
Evaluate the opportunity to leverage the existing license plate recognition (LPR) cameras that are 
already owned by the Costa Mesa Police Department for parking enforcement. Otherwise, 
determine if funding for the procurement of new LPR cameras should be allocated.  

▢ 3 If existing cameras cannot be utilized, procure vehicle-mounted, mobile LPR cameras on a 
minimum of two vehicles to start. The LPR system must integrate with the PMS.  

▢ 4 Evaluate the opportunity to procure an automated PMS in conjunction with the upcoming Police 
Department’s procurement of a citation management system (CMS). 

▢ 5 
Update 

RPP Zone 
Policies 

- Make all residential zoning districts eligible to apply for new permit parking 
zones. 

- Implement RPP zones only in neighborhoods found to be impacted by external 
demand.  

- Align operating hours for RRP zones implemented due to external parking 
demand with when external demand is most impactful. 

- Establish a 2,000-foot minimum zone size for new RPP zones (approximately 
the length of four blocks).  

- In rental complexes, the residents, property managers, and property owners 
should all be allowed to participate in the petition survey.  

- Adopt a new permit zone numbering or lettering system to replace the existing 
six zones.  

- Require streets petitioning to join a permit zone to be assessed individually. 
- Require streets petitioning to be removed from a permit zone to have less than 

50% of the surrounding streets have permit requirements. 
- Implement permit-exempt 1 or 2-hour time on specific blocks immediately 

between residential and commercial areas to provide a buffer between the 
commercial area and the residential neighborhood. 

- Strictly associate permits with the vehicle’s license plate number. 
- Limit permits to one permit per eligible resident by requiring each resident’s 

driver's license number. 

▢ 6 Determine required specifications for a parking-specific automated PMS based on the updated 
permit policies. The PMS will need to be integrated with the City’s LPR cameras.  

▢ 7 
Evaluate any existing City LPR data privacy and retention policies, develop them if needed, and 
ensure they provide the ability to use LPR for ongoing data collection. The City’s policy should be 
posted on the City website.  

▢ 8 

When selecting a PMS provider, carefully consider the permit program policies, the City’s 
preferred business rules, and the ability of the PMS systems ability to meet the City’s needs. 
Select a PMS provider based on their ability to support virtually managed permits and visitor 
permits without subjecting the permit program to potential abuse.  

▢ 9 During the evaluation of vendor systems, the City should evaluate guest parking permits and 
select a PMS vendor that will support the desired configuration.  

▢ 10 Implement the selected PMS and work with the vendor to configure the system based upon the 
established permit administration policies and business rules.  

▢ 11 

Leverage the recently created Transportation Services’ “Parking” webpage as a landing page that 
functions as a one-stop-shop for all things parking in Costa Mesa. The webpage should include 
links to the site to purchase permits, pay for parking citations, and any other parking actions 
necessary to support the City’s parking programs. Consider including a “news” section on the 
page where the most recent changes are summarized. 

▢ 12 Consider developing a parking and mobility brand that can maximize ongoing exposure and 
familiarity with the City’s parking programs. 

▢ 13 
Develop content for the landing page, including a visual representation of the process of new 
permit zones, and a summary of frequently asked questions (FAQs) relating to parking, policies, 
procedures, and other information that is often discussed. 
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✓  Implementation Steps 

▢ 14 
Designate an employee or a team to review the page and links regularly, such as twice annually, 
to ensure the information remains up-to-date and reflects any recent changes in policies, 
ordinances, or fees. 

▢ 15 Introduce an escalating permit rate structure of $25.00 annually for the first permit, and then an 
additional premium of $25.00 per additional permit.  

▢ 16 Introduce a low-income qualifying permit option, where the first two permits are free, then the 
escalating rate structure begins at $25.00 for each additional permit after two.  

▢ 17 Consider developing “good neighbor policies” and require residents to acknowledge these policies 
when applying for a parking permit. 

▢ 18 
Train staff on how to utilize the LPR cameras for enforcement of permit zones, as well as time 
zones, the 72-hour rule, abandoned vehicle abatement, scofflaw detection, and wanted vehicle 
detection.  

▢ 19 
Establish clear guidelines for parking control officers on when to issue a warning notice to first-
time violators. Officers can use the “Remarks” field to explain to the vehicle’s driver. The use of 
warning notices should be tracked to determine patterns by officer, violation, and vehicle. 

▢ 20 
Develop and launch an education and outreach campaign to support the renewal phases and the 
transition to the new PMS system. This should begin no later than 2 months before starting RPP 
zone renewal phase 1. 

▢ 21 
Launch the RPP program on the PMS only after LPR cameras have been installed, and the 
program is ready to transition to virtually managed resident and visitor permits. The transition 
should take place when permits are being renewed, and any “hybrid” programs should be avoided. 

▢ 22 
As RPP zones are renewed in RPP zone renewal phases 1 and 2, utilize the LPR for enforcement 
and adjust enforcement zone assignments and routing as needed based on efficiency of 
coverage. 

▢ 23 Implement a policy where the permit zone restrictions are only active upon the installation of signs, 
and 50 percent or more of households have purchased permits. 

▢ 24 

When new RPP zones are installed, leverage warning notices for all first-time violations within the 
first three months of implementation. Communicate the new restrictions by posting signs, 
informing residents by email and/or postcard, and updating the City website and parking landing 
page. 

▢ 25 
Allocate additional staff to parking enforcement as needed in order to efficiently and effectively 
enforce permit zones, and time-limited parking in residential areas. Ensure daily, reoccurring 
patrols of the area (minimally two to four times daily) to encourage compliance with the time limit. 

▢ 26 Update LPR configuration to enable time limit enforcement in new time limit area(s). 
▢ 27 Establish a data collection and analysis methodology using LPR for evaluating proposed zones.  
▢ 28 Leverage LPR cameras for parking occupancy studies of proposed zone. 

▢ 29 Adjust parking occupancy studies procedure and collect data during the heaviest impacted days 
and times.  

▢ 30 
Leverage LPR cameras for ongoing monitoring of RPP zone effectiveness, and determine if, for 
instance, a zone may benefit from a cap on the number of permits allowed per household or 
adjustments to the operating times. 

▢ 31 
Utilize the CMS and LPR cameras for gap management and monitor parking control officer 
productivity. Officer productivity is not, and should never be, based upon a quota or the number 
of citations issued. 

 
 
Mid-term Implementation Steps 
 
Mid-term Recommendations 

13 Ongoing data collection and program evaluation.1 
14 Evaluate street sweeping routes. 
15 Pursue shared parking agreements. 
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16 Promote and enhance mode alternatives. 
1 Ongoing data collection (preferably with LPR enforcement equipment) will be critical for evaluating the impact of the RPP 
program policies. Occupancy and turnover data should be leveraged to determine whether policy adjustments are needed, 
or if tailored permit zone policies are needed. 

 
Figure 21. Mid-term Implementation Checklist 

✓  Implementation Steps 

▢ 1 Evaluate the opportunity to reserve funding and procure additional LPR cameras, to equip all 
vehicles used in compliance activities with LPR to optimize operations. 

▢ 2 As new vehicles are added to the fleet for parking enforcement, they should be delivered with LPR 
equipment already installed 

▢ 3 
Evaluate the Temporary Use Permit fee for outdoor dining in the public right-of-way, taking into 
consideration the value of the parking space. Consider an ongoing fee for the permit and the 
frequency of reapplication. 

▢ 4 Develop a shared parking agreement template for use in upcoming negotiations. 

▢ 5 

Re-evaluate street sweeping routes, and evaluate the ability to sweep only one side of the street 
per day, or north/south streets on one day, and east/west streets on another. Signs can be posted 
at entrances to neighborhoods or posted at the entry and exit points of each block face (for a long 
block, some include a sign mid-block as well). 

▢ 6 Proactively address street sweeping postings and routes citywide, and develop a coordinated street 
sweeping plan. Consider expanding street sweeping restrictions to cover entire neighborhoods.  

▢ 7 Actively pursue and negotiate potential shared parking opportunities. The shared parking approach 
should be considered in conjunction with efforts to adjust permit fees. 

▢ 8 Depending on the terms of the shared parking agreements, additional parking enforcement support 
or coverage may be required.  

▢ 9 

Evaluate options for expanding transportation mode alternatives and improving walkability and 
enhancing pedestrian infrastructure. Locations within a reasonable distance to destinations such 
as transit stops, schools, libraries, hospitals, medical clinics, community centers, commercial areas, 
and public parks should be prioritized. 

▢ 10 
Over time, an occupancy history for each block in a permit zone will be accumulated by the LPR 
system. Staff should analyze the data collected and leverage the information to determine if the 
restrictions are supported by the current parking utilization. 

▢ 11 Review fees annually and adjust as needed based on operating costs and utilization. 
 
 
 
Long-term Implementation Steps 
 
Recommendations 

17 Consider a fee for RPP program applications. 
18 Evaluate minimum parking requirements. 1 
19 Evaluate pilot opportunities to reduce vehicle ownership. 

1 The City should take into consideration political changes that may impact parking minimum requirements from the state 
level.  

 
Figure 22. Long-term Implementation Checklist 

✓  Implementation Steps 
▢ 1 Continue to seek out shared parking agreements with private property owners as needed. 
▢ 2 Ongoing evaluation of the RPP program should consider whether restrictions should be adjusted. 
▢ 3 Continue to utilize LPR for ongoing data collection and evaluation of the RPP program. 
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✓  Implementation Steps 

▢ 4 
Determine the appropriate fee and rate structure for RPP zone applications. This fee should be 
associated with the cost recovery from staff time needed to process a new permit parking restriction 
petition from residents. 

▢ 5 Implement the fee associated with the petition submitted by residents for the installation of a new 
residential preferential parking zone. 

▢ 6 

Evaluate pilot opportunities with technology providers that may offset parking demand, such as car-
share companies and micro-transit services. Consider requiring new multi-family housing 
developments to provide a certain number of car-share vehicles on-site, which may provide the 
opportunity for residents to not own a vehicle. 

▢ 7 
Evaluate minimum parking requirements. If certain areas of the City are found to be frequently 
underutilized (less than 85% occupied), then this could justify reducing on-site parking 
requirements. 
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