
AGENDA 
REGULAR PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 380 CIVIC DRIVE, GALT 

THURSDAY, MAY 9, 2013, 6:30 P.M. THURSDAY, MAY 9, 2013, 6:30 P.M. 

  

NOTE:  Speaker Request Sheets are provided inside the Council Chambers. If you wish to address the Commission during the meeting, 
complete a Speaker Sheet and give to the Secretary of the Commission. A maximum of three (3) minutes is allowed for each speaker. 

NOTE:  If you need disability-related modifications or accommodation, including auxiliary aids or services, to participate in this meeting, 
please contact the Community Development Dept., 209-366-7230, 495 Industrial Drive, at least two days prior to the meeting. 

CALL MEETING TO ORDERCALL MEETING TO ORDER  
 
ROLL CALL: COMMISSIONERS: Dees, Erickson, Morris, Sandhu, Rodriguez 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS:  Under Government Code §54954.3 members of the audience may address the Commission 
on any item of interest to the public or on any agenda item before or during the Commission's consideration of the 
item. 
 
INFORMATION/CONSENT CALENDAR  
(1)1. SUBJECT: Minutes of the March 14, 2013 meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION:  That the Planning Commission approve the minutes of the Mar. 14, 2013 
meeting. 

 
PUBLIC HEARING  
 
(3) 1. SUBJECT:  2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE 2008-2013 HOUSING ELEMENT 
 

RECOMMENDATION:   That the Planning Commission: 
 
1. Conduct public hearing to receive testimony; and  
 
2. Recommend that the City Council adopt Resolution 2013 -___ approving the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA) Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND), and approving an amendment to the 
Galt 2030 General Plan adopting the 2008-2013 Housing Element.   

 
(55) 2. SUBJECT:  PROPOSAL TO INCREASE THE PLANNING COMMISSION FROM FIVE TO 

SEVEN MEMBERS 
 

RECOMMENDATION:  That the Planning Commission provide City Council with one of the following 
recommendations:   
 
1. Increase the current Planning Commission (PC) membership from five to seven members.  Each Council 

member would appoint one member of the PC.  Two additional members would be appointed by a 
majority vote of the full City Council (proposal from City Council); or 

 
2. Leave the Planning Commission membership at its current level of five members with each Council 

member appointing one member of the PC; or 
 
3. Alternate recommendation of the Commission’s choice. 
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(63) 3. SUBJECT: 2012-2017 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PROJECTS:  
FINDING OF CONSISTENCY WITH GALT GENERAL PLAN  

 
RECOMMENDATION: That the Planning Commission adopt Resolution 2013-___(PC) finding that the 
major public works projects proposed within the 2012-2017 City of Galt Capital Improvement Program 
(CIP) for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 are consistent with the 2030 Galt General Plan. 
 

 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS – The Community Development Director will report the determinations made 
regarding two Minor Use Permits pursuant G.M.C. Section 18.76.020 C. The Minor Use Permits to be discussed 
include a Beauty Salon located at 545 Industrial Drive, Ste. 103 and a Real Estate Tract Office located at 908 and 
910 Fermoy Way in the Meadows Subdivision. 
 
ADJOURN 
 
CATHY KULM, PLANNING COMMISSION SECRETARY:  Agenda Report.  The agenda for this Galt Planning 
Commission Meeting was posted in the following listed sites before the close of business at 5:00 p.m. on the Monday preceding 
the meeting: 
  1.  City Hall Lobby, 380 Civic Drive  

2.  U. S. Post Office, 600 N. Lincoln Way  
3.  Marian O. Lawrence Library, 1000 Caroline Avenue 



 

M I N U T E S 
Planning Commission Regular Meeting 

Council Chambers, 380 Civic Drive, Galt, California 
Thursday, March 14, 2013, 6:30 p.m. 

 
 
The meeting was called to order at 6:30 p.m. by Chairperson Dees.  Commissioners present: Erickson, Dees, 
Rodriguez, Sandhu and Morris. 
 
Staff members present:  Senior Planner Erias, City Attorney Rudolph, City Engineer Forrest and PC Secretary Kulm. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS –  None. 
 
 
INFORMATION/CONSENT CALENDAR  
1. SUBJECT:  Minutes of the Feb. 21, 2013 meeting. 
 
 ACTION: Rodriguez moved to approve the consent calendar; second by Morris.  Motion was 

unanimously carried by those Commissioners present. (Erickson, Dees, Morris, Rodriguez, and 
Sandhu.) 

 
Chairperson Dees opened the public hearing. 
 
PUBLIC HEARING  
 
1.  SUBJECT:  1021 MEADOWVIEW DRIVE SETBACK VARIANCE TIME EXTENSION AND 

USE CLARIFICATION REQUEST 
 

RECOMMENDATION:   That the Planning Commission adopt Resolution 2013-__(PC) approving a time 
extension and use clarification for an approved variance at 1021 Meadowview Drive. 

 
Erias gave the staff report using a powerpoint presentation. He noted the following changes to the Conditions of 
Approval originally presented with the staff report. 
 

Original: # 3 - The accessory structure shall require a building permit and shall conform to all building code 
requirements. The property owner has 60 days from adoption of this Resolution to obtain all 
applicable permits for all unpermitted structures on the property and pay all necessary fees or to 
remove the unpermitted structures.  The time limit can be extended with good cause by the 
Community Development Director.  Any further extensions require Planning Commission approval 
at a noticed public hearing and subject to payment of the appeal feel, newspaper costs, and 500’ 
radius mailing costs. 

 
Revised:  #3 - The accessory structure shall require a building permit and shall conform to all building code 

requirements. The property owner has 60 days from adoption of this Resolution to obtain all 
applicable permits for all unpermitted structures on the property and pay all necessary fees or to 
remove the unpermitted structures.  The time limit can be extended with good cause by the 
Community Development Director.   

 
 COA #5 was deleted. 
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Morris reported that he had spoken to Mr. Hobbs in the grocery store. Erickson asked what the finds were to 
approve the variance initially. Erias explained the findings. Sandhu asked if this was the first request for an 
extension and Erias said yes. Rodriguez asked the applicant, Mr. Hobbs, if he was in agreement with all the 
conditions, including the revisions. Mr. Hobbs replied yes. 
 
 
 ACTION: Morris moved to approve the staff’s recommendation with the noted changes; second by 

Rodriguez.  A roll call vote was taken by those commissioners present: Erickson – Yes; Sandhu – Yes; Dees 
– Yes; Rodriguez – Yes; Morris - Yes. Motion was unanimously carried. 

 
 
 2.  SUBJECT:  THE MEADOWS SUBDIVISION REVISED ARCHITECTURAL PLAN (FLOOR 

PLANS AND ELEVATIONS) 
 

RECOMMENDATION:   That the Planning Commission adopt Resolution 2013-__(PC) approving a new 
Architectural Plan (floor plans and exterior elevations) for the Meadows Subdivision. 

 
Erias gave the staff report using a powerpoint presentation.  
 
Mario Guerra, applicant for the project, indicated he is in agreement with all the Conditions of Approval. 
 
There was minimal discussion. Commission was pleased with the COA regarding allowance of a minimum and 
maximum of any one floor plan. 
 
 ACTION: Rodriguez moved to approve the staff’s recommendation; second by Erickson.  A roll call 

vote was taken by those commissioners present: Erickson – Yes; Sandhu – Yes; Dees – Yes; Rodriguez – 
Yes; Morris - Yes. Motion was unanimously carried. 

 
Chairperson Dees closed the public hearing. 
 
REPORTS – Both Commissioner Erickson and Sandhu attended the 2013 Planning Commissioners’ Academy in 
Pasadena in late February. Erickson said the training was very informative. Sandhu said he thought it was very good 
for new commissioners and he learned a lot. Both commissioners thanked staff for arranging travel plans. 
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Planning Commission 
Agenda Report 
 

  
 

Meeting Date:  May 9, 2013 

 
FROM: Sandra Kiriu, Community Development Director  

SUBJECT: Proposal to increase the Planning Commission from five to seven members   
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Provide City Council with one of the following recommendations:   
 

1. Increase the current Planning Commission (PC) membership from five to seven members.  
Each Council member would appoint one member of the PC.  Two additional members would 
be appointed by a majority vote of the full City Council (proposal from City Council); or 

 
2. Leave the Planning Commission membership at its current level of five members with each 

Council member appointing one member of the PC; or 
 

3. Alternate recommendation of the Commission’s choice. 
     
DISCUSSION 
 
Background 
 
The Planning Commission is being asked to provide input and make a recommendation to the City 
Council as to whether the membership of the Planning Commission should be increased from five to 
seven members.  It is recommended that the two additional members be appointed by a majority vote of 
City Council and would serve two year terms.  The other five Commissioners would continue to be 
appointed by individual Council members and serve a concurrent 4 year term with the appointing Council 
member. 
 
The background history for this request, based on prior staff reports and City Council/Planning 
Commission minutes, is provided on Attachment 1.  The proposed Ordinance that has been introduced, 
but not yet adopted, is included as Attachment 2.  
 
Analysis 
 
Planning staff has no particular recommendation regarding this matter.    It has historically been a five 
member body (sometimes with a sixth Alternate position), but the composition of the Commission is 
completely within the discretion of the City’s legislative body and staff can continue to provide support 
services without difficulty. 
 
There are at least as many examples of cities that operate with a seven member commission as with a five 
member commission.  In this immediate region, staff notes that Lodi, Folsom, Rancho Cordova, Davis, 
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and Roseville all operate with seven members (Davis actually has an additional alternate).  On the other 
hand, Elk Grove, Jackson, Antioch, Tracy, and Patterson all have five members on their Commission. 
 
To assist in your review, staff has identified a few potential outcomes of increasing the membership to 
seven members.  However, the Planning Commission is in a far better position than staff to evaluate the 
proposal and identify/consider other possible outcomes.    
  
Increasing the Planning Commission to 7 Members:  
 
 Could increase representation for the community.  
 
 Could provide even further diversity of opinions due to increased points of view. 
 
 Could further decrease the odds of ever having to cancel a meeting due to lack of quorum 

(However, there has only been one meeting cancellation since 2000 due to 2 Commissioners 
having a conflict of interest and 1 Commissioner with a family member hospitalized). 

 
 Will increase the annual cost of training, stipends and printing/duplicating meeting materials 

(Estimated at $3,800/year near term). 
 
 Will require the need for an affirmative vote of 4/7 instead of 3/5 to take action on an item.  
 
 Will necessitate that at least one of the Commissioners (staff recommends two) be seated at the 

lower level of the dais because of limited seating at the upper level.  
 
City Council has requested the Planning Commission’s input and recommendation and will consider your 
recommendation at their meeting on June 4, 2013. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Attachment 1:  Chronological history of the proposal to increase PC membership 
Attachment 2:  Proposed Ordinance to increase PC membership 
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Attachment 1 
 

Chronology of events for proposal to increase Planning Commission  
 Membership from five to seven Commissioners 

 
 
Dec. 21, 2010 – City Council Meeting 
 
Council appointed Mr. Morris and Mr. Rodriguez to the Planning Commission (PC). The minutes noted 
that Council Member (CM) Shelton asked that no alternate be appointed to any committees at this time. 
Council directed staff to form an ad hoc committee to review the rules and bylaws of all the city’s boards, 
committees and commission and bring back recommendations. The committee was comprised of the city 
attorney, city manager, city clerk and two council members. 
 
 
Mar. 10, 2011 – Planning Commission Meeting 
 
The City Attorney presented to the PC an ordinance for review and recommendation to Council. He 
explained an ad hoc committee had been formed at the request of the Council. The ad-hoc committee 
focused primarily on creating a “general” ordinance for all advisory bodies in which the same rules would 
apply. The proposed ordinance is summarized as follows: 
 

1. Members of advisory bodies must be residents and registered voters of the City. This requirement 
would only apply prospectively. 

2. Members serve at the pleasure of the City council and may be removed for good cause. 
3. Advisory bodies shall adopt bylaws that are consistent with applicable ordinances, and submit the 

bylaws to the City Council for approval. 
4. The City Council may remove any member that has three consecutive unexcused absences. 
5. Each advisory body shall submit an annual report to the City Council, providing a summary of 

their work or activity during the preceding year, and may include recommendations. 
 
PC made a couple of suggestions: use the same boundaries as Galt High School District for member 
qualifications and hold a minimum of 8 meetings per year. The city attorney took those suggestions back 
to the ad hoc committee. 
 
 
April 14, 2011 – Planning Commission Meeting 
 
The City Attorney came back with an ordinance for review and recommendation to the Council. The new 
ordinance incorporated some of the general requirements that initially were part of the first ordinance 
presented at the Mar. 10, 2011 meeting. The provision pertaining to membership requirements was 
revised so that up to two members on each commission may reside outside the City boundaries, but 
within the City Sphere of Influence. 
 
PC recommended that Council approve the ordinance with a revision that the qualifications be changed so 
that two members of the Commission can reside outside City limits, but within Galt High School District 
boundary (Sacramento County only). 
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May 17, 2011 – City Council Meeting 
 
The City Attorney presented the ordinance for approval. Powers asked that Council abide by PC 
recommendations for residency. CC approved Ordinance 2011-04 (with the recommended change by PC) 
repealing Chapter 2.28 and adopting Chapter 2.70 of the GMC regarding the Planning Commission (see 
attached). 
 
 
Dec. 18, 2012 – City Council Meeting 
 
Council appointed Paul Sandhu and Kenneth Erickson to the PC. CM Singleton also asked staff to bring 
back a report to consider adding an alternate to the PC. 
 
 
Feb. 5, 2013 – City Council Meeting 
 
The City Attorney presented a staff report to add an alternate member to the PC. CM Crews wanted to 
add two members to the PC. CM Campion did not want to add additional members or an alternate. CM 
Payne did not want to add an alternate. Vice Mayor Singleton thought all commissions should be 
consistent and suggested adding additional members to the Parks & Rec. Commission as well. Mayor 
Powers thought two additional members should be added to the Planning Commission, but not the Parks 
& Rec. Commission.  
 
Upon a motion by Vice Mayor Singleton, seconded by CM Crews, the City Attorney was directed to 
prepare an ordinance adding two at large members to the PC.  CM Payne and CM Campion dissented. 
 
 
March 5, 2013 – City Council Meeting 
 
An Ordinance amending Chapter 2.70 of the GMC to add two additional members to the PC was 
introduced by the City Attorney. The Council minutes regarding this discussion are as follows: 
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March 19, 2013 – City Council Meeting 
 
The City Attorney presented Ordinance 2013-02. The Council minutes regarding this discussion are as 
follows: 
 

 

 
 
 
May 9, 2013 – Planning Commission Meeting 
 
PC will be asked to review and discuss information in regards to increasing the Commission from five to 
seven members and make a recommendation to Council.  
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Planning Commission Meeting Date:    May 9, 2013 

Agenda Report 
 
 

 
From:   Sandra Kiriu, Community Development Director 
 
SUBJECT: 2012-2017 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM PROJECTS:  

FINDING OF CONSISTENCY WITH GALT GENERAL PLAN  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
 
Adopt Resolution 2013-___(PC) finding that the major public works projects proposed within the 2012-2017 
City of Galt Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for Fiscal Year 2013-2014 are consistent with the 2030 
Galt General Plan. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Government Code Sections 65401 and 65402 (a) require the Planning Commission to review all major public 
works projects proposed for the ensuing fiscal year for their conformance with the City’s adopted General 
Plan.   
 
The Planning Commission’s role is to review the proposed projects within the Capital Improvement Program 
Fiscal Year 2013-2014 and determine whether they are in conformance with the City’s General Plan.  Three 
projects are new to the list since last year:    
 
General Improvements  

o #7 Police Department Improvements (CIP No. 53H) 
Parks & Recreation 

o #1 Gora Aquatic Center Pool & Deck Repair (CIP No. 53I) 
o #2 Chabolla Center Renovation (CIP No. 53J) 

 
All other projects were previously reviewed by the Planning Commission and found to be consistent with the 
General Plan.  However, the Commission must still reaffirm that they are still consistent with the General 
Plan.  
 
Because the policies in the General Plan can reflect a broad range of competing interests, a project does not 
have to be consistent with every single policy.  It must simply be found to advance the goals of the general 
plan and not result in their obstruction.  Consequently staff has not provided an exhaustive list of policies that 
demonstrate consistency.  Just the most salient policies applicable to each project are listed herein.   
 
To assist in your review, projects have been grouped by topic with the associated General Plan policies 
listed under each project.    A detailed description of each project (CIP Narratives) is included as 
Attachment 1 to the staff report.   

The following is a key to the General Plan Element abbreviations that are used in the following listings: 
 
C: Circulation      LU: Land Use 
CC: Community Character     N: Noise 
COS: Conservation & Open Space   PFS: Public Facilities & Services 
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ED: Economic Development   SS: Safety & Seismic  
HRE: Historic Resources   

 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CIP) PROJECTS 
 
General Improvements 

 
1. Railroad Quiet Zones (CIP No. 50J) 

 N-1.1:  Noise Generating Uses – The City should work to reduce noise levels and land use 
conflicts surrounding existing noise generating uses. 

 LU-3.5: Community Development Block Grants – The City shall use Community 
Development Block Grants (CDBG) to improve and revitalize infill areas that benefit 
lower/moderate income neighborhoods.  

 LU-3.6: Social Interaction in Downtown – The City shall encourage programs that increase 
social interest and interaction at public gathering places in Downtown, including, but not 
limited to: public art, walking tours, festivals, annual events, etc. 
 

2. Corp Yard Annex Site Improvements (CIP 56B) 
 PFS-1.7: Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and other 

methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 PFS-4.1:  Storm Drain Enhancements – The City shall continue to upgrade the storm 
drainage facilities in the older section of the city, and provide for systems needed in newly 
developing areas 

 C-1.5: Street Maintenance – The City should provide a high level of street and other facility 
maintenance combined with technical assistance for renovation and sidewalk amenities 
using available funds when possible. 

 COS-5-3: Infill Development Priority – The City should promote growth within existing 
urban areas (infill) as a priority over urban expansion and adopt incentives for implementing 
infill development projects near job centers and transportation nodes with the Planning Area. 
 

3. Corporation Yard Improvements (CIP No. 56C) 
 PFS-1.7: Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and other 

methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 LU-2.1:  Design for Safety – The City shall require good design as a means to promote 
public safety. 

 COS-5-3: Infill Development Priority – The City should promote growth within existing 
urban areas (infill) as a priority over urban expansion and adopt incentives for implementing 
infill development projects near job centers and transportation nodes with the Planning Area. 

 COS-7.3: Motor Vehicle Trip Reduction – The City shall encourage strategic land use 
patterns for businesses that reduce the number and length of motor vehicle trips and/or 
encourage alternative modes of travel. 

 
4. Regional Law Enforcement Training Center (CIP No. 58E) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing – The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-1.7: Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and other 
methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
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construction, operation, and maintenance. 
 

5. Fourth Street Parking Lot and Open Space Improvements (CIP No. 59B) 
 CC-3.1: Restore Downtown – The City shall continue to require that new infrastructure 

investment respect the image and character of the Downtown. Landscapes, roadways, 
sidewalks, and other public features in downtown shall be repaired where necessary as funding 
allows.  

 HRE-1.8: Railroad Property – The City shall continue to make efforts with Union Pacific to 
improve railroad-owned property in downtown with parking, landscaping, seating, and park 
areas. 

 LU-3.1: Downtown Revitalization & Historic Preservation Specific Plan Design Guidelines - 
The City shall continue to use the Downtown Revitalization and Historic Preservation 
Specific Plan Design Guidelines to preserve and enhance the special character of the area. 
 

6. Utilities Master Plans (CIP No. 59K) 
 PFS-1.5: Public Facility Master Plans - The City shall prepare and annually review public 

facility master plans, and regularly update the plans to ensure compliance with appropriate 
State and Federal laws, use of modern and cost-effective technologies, and compatibility 
with current land use policy. 

 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 
other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 
7. Police Department Improvements (CIP No. 53H) 

 PFS-1.7: Public Facility Financing - The City shall continue to use developer fees and other 
methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 
Parks and Recreation 
 
1. Gora Aquatic Center (CIP No. 53I) 

 PFS-1.7: Public Facility Financing - The City shall continue to use developer fees and other 
methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

2. Chabolla Center Renovation (CIP No. 53J) 
 PFS-1.7: Public Facility Financing - The City shall continue to use developer fees and other 

methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 
Transportation 
 
1. C Street/Central Galt Complete Streets Project (CIP No. 50H) 

 C-1.2: Street Planning, Design, and Regulation –  The City shall plan, design, and regulate 
the development of the City's street system in accordance with the functional classification 
system described in this chapter and reflected in the Land Use and Circulation Diagram 
(Figure LU-1) or the City's Street Standards and Specifications.  

 C-8.1: Attractive Streets – The City shall provide attractive streets designed to serve a broad 
spectrum of travel modes (e.g., bikes, pedestrians, transit, and people with disabilities) as 
well as automobiles.  
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 CC-3.1: Restore Downtown – The City shall continue to require that new infrastructure 
investment respect the image and character of the Downtown.  Landscapes, roadways, 
sidewalks, and other public features in downtown shall be repaired where necessary as funding 
allows.  

 HRE-1.3: Downtown Design Coordination The City shall provide for design coordination 
and control in the Downtown area.  

 SS-1.6:  Street Improvements – The City shall consider improving any substandard streets to 
meet current City standards whenever financially possible. 

 
2. Bicycle Lane Improvements (CIP No. 51E) 

 C-6.1:  Bike and Pedestrian System – The City shall establish a safe interconnected bicycle 
and pedestrian system throughout Galt.   

 C-6.2:  Regional Bikeway Connections –The City should ensure that local bikeways are 
interconnected with regional bikeways, and indentified through appropriate signage, in a 
manner that promotes their local and regional use.  

 C-6.3:  Integrated Bike System – The City shall continue to encourage a continuous, 
comprehensive, and safe system of recreational, commuter, and convenience bicycle routes 
that link neighborhoods and activity centers in the city and also provide linkages to the 
recreational trail system along Dry Creek and Deadman Gulch.  The City shall also provide 
appropriate signage, in accordance with the California Manual of Uniform Traffic Control, 
for easy rider way-finding through the system of City bikeways.  

 C-6.4:  Bikeway Linkages to Attractions Outside of Galt – The City should plan and pursue 
funding for bikeway linkages to attractions outside the city such as the Cosumnes River 
Preserve and the California Traction Line (if converted to a trail).  

 C-6.6:  Bike Lanes – The City shall consider the needs of bicyclists when new roadways are 
constructed and existing roadways are upgraded.  All collector streets and minor arterials 
with right-of-ways of 60 feet shall have striped and signed Class II bike lanes unless 
determined infeasible.  

 C-6.7:  Pedestrian Trail Systems – The City shall require developers to finance and install 
pedestrian pathways, bikeways, and multi-purpose paths in new development, as appropriate, 
following the standards in the Caltrans Highway Design Manual Chapter 1000.  

 C-6.11: Bike and Pedestrian Railroad Crossings – The City shall create Class II bike lanes 
at all grade-separated (overpass/underpass) railroad crossings.  The City should also work 
with the railroad to install pedestrian and bicycle crossings with appropriate safety devices at 
all crossings.  
 

3. Street Sign Upgrade Improvements (CIP No. 52D) 
 C-1.2: Street Planning, Design, and Regulation –  The City shall plan, design, and regulate 

the development of the City's street system in accordance with the functional classification 
system described in this chapter and reflected in the Land Use and Circulation Diagram 
(Figure LU-1) or the City's Street Standards and Specifications.  

 C-1.5:  Street Maintenance – The City should provide a high level of street and other facility 
maintenance combined with technical assistance for renovation and sidewalk amenities 
using available funds when possible.  
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4. Marengo Road – Pedestrian path from Elk Hills Drive Project (CIP No. 53L) 

 C-3.4: ADA Compliant Sidewalks – The City shall require ADA compliance for existing and 
proposed street sidewalks.  

 C-6.11: Bike and Pedestrian Railroad Crossings – The City shall create Class II bike lanes 
at all grade-separated (overpass/underpass) railroad crossings.  The City should also work 
with the railroad to install pedestrian and bicycle crossings with appropriate safety devices at 
all crossings.  

 C-6.8:  Pedestrian Ways – Citywide – The City shall develop safe and pleasant pedestrian 
ways.  To this end, the City shall ensure sidewalks are wide enough for pedestrian 
convenience and conform to ADA standards. 

 C-8.1: Attractive Streets – The City shall provide attractive streets designed to serve a broad 
spectrum of travel modes (e.g., bikes, pedestrians, transit, and people with disabilities) as 
well as automobiles.  

 
5. Central Galt Interchange (CIP No. 56I) 

 C-1.6:  Specific Gateway Enhancements – The City should work to improve and maintain 
specific entry points within road right-of-way, including freeway interchanges, and the 
Lincoln Way area at Dry Creek.  Improvements could include landscaping and signage.   

 C-2.3: Central Galt Interchange – The City shall improve the Central Galt Interchange at C 
Street by extending and expanding the interchange on-ramps and off-ramps to improve 
traffic conditions during peak hours, provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle 
access, and improve vehicular circulation and driver safety. 

 C-2.8: Interchange Improvement and Safety – The City shall create new highway 
interchanges that are safe and convenient for all forms of mobility (e.g., pedestrians, 
bicyclists, wheelchairs, etc.).  

 
6. ADA Compliance Sidewalk Improvements (CIP No. 57H) 

 C-3.3: Street and Sidewalk Maintenance – The City should address street and sidewalk 
maintenance in new and existing neighborhoods to encourage their safe use.  The City shall 
consider future needs for street and sidewalk maintenance in approving new development. 

 C-3.4: ADA Compliant Sidewalks - The City shall require ADA compliance for existing and 
proposed street sidewalks. 

 C-6.8:  Pedestrian Ways – Citywide – The City shall develop safe and pleasant pedestrian 
ways.  To this end, the City shall ensure sidewalks are wide enough for pedestrian 
convenience and conform to ADA standards. 

 
7. Annual Pavement Rehabilitation Program (CIP No. 57I) 

 C-1.5: Street Maintenance - The City should provide a high level of street and other facility 
maintenance combined with technical assistance for renovation and sidewalk amenities 
using available funds when possible.  

 C-1.8:  Roadway Enhancements – The City should upgrade any substandard streets to meet 
current City standards whenever possible.  

 SS-1.6:  Street Improvements – The City shall consider improving any substandard streets to 
meet current City standards whenever financially possible. 

 
8. Twin Cities Road Roundabouts at SR 99 (CIP No. 58P) 

 C-1.2: Street Planning, Design, and Regulation –  The City shall plan, design, and regulate 
the development of the City's street system in accordance with the functional classification 
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system described in this chapter and reflected in the Land Use and Circulation Diagram 
(Figure LU-1) or the City's Street Standards and Specifications. 

 C-1.6:  Specific Gateway Enhancements – The City should work to improve and maintain 
specific entry points within road right-of-way, including freeway interchanges, and the 
Lincoln Way area at Dry Creek.  Improvements could include landscaping and signage.   

 CC-2.1:  Gateway Entrances – The City shall promote efforts to improve the visual quality 
of gateway entrances to Galt, including State Route 99, Twin Cities Road, A Street/Boessow 
Road, and Lincoln Way.  Development in these areas should include a combination of 
streetscape, building orientation and placement, signage, enhanced landscaping, and site 
amenities to create memorable community entries.  Items that detract from the gateway 
image, such as attention-getting devices, outside storage, and off-premise commercial signs 
should not be allowed. 

 CC-2.6:  Positive Travel Experience – The City shall ensure, to the extent possible, that all 
public and private investments in Galt’s gateways and major corridors contribute positively 
to the overall travel experience by automobile, rail, pedestrian, and bicycle.  

 CC-2.7:  State Route 99 and State Route 104 Beautification – The City shall work with 
Caltrans and private property owners to improve the visual quality of State Routes 99 and 
104 through right-of-way maintenance, adjacent property maintenance, code enforcement, 
reducing the number of billboards, encouraging new investment on visible sites, requiring 
landscaping, and requiring screening of industrial uses.  

 
9. Transit Fleet Acquisition (Replacement and Expansion) (CIP No. 58R) 

 C-5.1: Bus Transit - The City shall work with transit service providers to provide bus transit 
services that are timely, cost-effective, and responsive to growth patterns and existing and 
future transit demand. 

 C-5.3:  ADA Compliance – The City shall consider the transit needs of senior, disabled, 
minority, low-income, and transit-dependent persons in making decisions regarding transit 
services and in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  

 
10. Transit Operation/Maintenance Center (CIP No. 59D) 

 C-5.3:  ADA Compliance – The City shall consider the transit needs of senior, disabled, 
minority, low-income, and transit-dependent persons in making decisions regarding transit 
services and in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act.  

 C-5.7: Transit Plan - The City should expand its existing transit planning efforts as the city 
grows and ridership demand increases. Adoption of a Transit Plan should be considered. 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 
other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 
Water 
 
1. New Water Treatment Plant (WTP): Kost Road WTP Install (CIP No. 51B) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-1.8: Ultimate Capacity Needs – The City shall ensure through the development review 
process that public facilities and infrastructure are designed and constructed to meet ultimate 
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capacity needs, pursuant to a master plan, to avoid the need for future replacement to 
achieve upsizing.  

 PFS-2.1: Water Availability - The City shall assure the provision of necessary water services 
for the community. 

 PFS-2.6: Water Services Capacity - The City shall plan, secure funding for, and procure 
sufficient water treatment capacity and infrastructure to meet projected water demands.  

 
2. New Water Well: Kost Road (CIP No. 51C) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-1.8: Ultimate Capacity Needs – The City shall ensure through the development review 
process that public facilities and infrastructure are designed and constructed to meet ultimate 
capacity needs, pursuant to a master plan, to avoid the need for future replacement to 
achieve upsizing.  

 PFS-2.1: Water Availability - The City shall assure the provision of necessary water services 
for the community. 

 PFS-2.6: Water Services Capacity - The City shall plan, secure funding for, and procure 
sufficient water treatment capacity and infrastructure to meet projected water demands.  
 

3. Water Capacity Improvements (CIP No. 53G) 
 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 

development of needed public buildings and facilities. 
 PFS-1.8: Ultimate Capacity Needs – The City shall ensure through the development review 

process that public facilities and infrastructure are designed and constructed to meet ultimate 
capacity needs, pursuant to a master plan, to avoid the need for future replacement to 
achieve upsizing.  

 PFS-2.1: Water Availability - The City shall assure the provision of necessary water services 
for the community. 

 PFS-2.6: Water Services Capacity - The City shall plan, secure funding for, and procure 
sufficient water treatment capacity and infrastructure to meet projected water demands.  
 

4. Water Treatment Plant Operation and Maintenance Manual Project (CIP No. 53AS) 
 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 

development of needed public buildings and facilities.  
 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 

other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 
5. Water Meter Retrofit Program (CIP No. 56F) 

 PFS-2.14:  Water Meter Retrofit Program – At the direction of the City Council, the City 
shall prepare and implement a water meter retrofit program (consistent with State 
requirements as indicated in AB 2572) whereby all existing non-metered connections would 
be retrofitted with a water meter to improve water conservation. 

 
6. Water – Capital Maintenance (CIP No. 58G) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-2.1: Water Availability - The City shall assure the provision of necessary water services 
for the community. 
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 PFS-2.6: Water Services Capacity - The City shall plan, secure funding for, and procure 
sufficient water treatment capacity and infrastructure to meet projected water demands.  

 
7. Annual Well Rehabilitation (CIP No. 58H) 

 PFS-2.1: Water Availability - The City shall assure the provision of necessary water services 
for the community. 

 PFS-2.6: Water Services Capacity - The City shall plan, secure funding for, and procure 
sufficient water treatment capacity and infrastructure to meet projected water demands.  

 
8. Standby Generator Installation Upgrade (CIP No. 58I) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-2.1: Water Availability - The City shall assure the provision of necessary water services 
for the community. 

 PFS-2.6: Water Services Capacity - The City shall plan, secure funding for, and procure 
sufficient water treatment capacity and infrastructure to meet projected water demands.  

 
Wastewater 
 
1. WWTP Fiber Optic Line Installation (CIP No. 51D) 

 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 
other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 PFS-12.1:  Infrastructure Development – The City shall facilitate and support development 
of the infrastructure necessary for all residents to use and benefit from new and emerging 
communication technologies including wireless communications.   

 PFS-12.2:  Enforcement – The City should formally monitor information technology 
development and city infrastructure issues (both planning and enforcement).   
 

2. WWTP Capital Maintenance Project (CIP No. 53D) 
 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 

development of needed public buildings and facilities.  
 PFS-3.1: Treatment Facilities Safety - The City shall ensure that sewage treatment plant 

operations and sludge disposal do not result in a health or safety hazard to persons, wildlife, 
or livestock.  

 PFS-3.6:  Sewage Sludge – The City shall dispose of sewage sludge in accordance with State 
regulations.  

 PFS-3.7: Compliance with Clean Water Act - The City shall comply with the requirements 
of the Clean Water Act with the intent of minimizing the discharge of pollutants to surface 
waters. 

 PFS-3.10:  Point Source Control - The City shall work with the RWQCB to ensure that all 
point source pollutants are adequately mitigated (as part of the CEQA review and project 
approval process) and monitored to ensure long-term compliance.  

 
3. Oberlin Way/Trudy Way Wastewater Replacement Project (CIP No. 53O) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  
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 PFS-3.2:  Sewer Systems - The City shall continue to assure the provision of necessary sewer 
services for the community financed on a benefit received basis or other fair and reasonable 
method of funding.   

 PFS-3.5:  Sewer Enhancements - The City shall continue its program of upgrading sewer 
lines to minimize inflow and infiltration problems. 

 
4. Annual Levee, Reservoir, and Pond Repair and Replacement Project (CIP No. 53T) 

 PFS-3.1: Treatment Facilities Safety - The City shall ensure that sewage treatment plant 
operations and sludge disposal do not result in a health or safety hazard to persons, wildlife, 
or livestock.  

 PFS-3.7: Compliance with Clean Water Act - The City shall comply with the requirements 
of the Clean Water Act with the intent of minimizing the discharge of pollutants to surface 
waters. 

 
5. WWTP Arsenic and Nitrogen Treatment Project (CIP 53Z) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-3.1: Treatment Facilities Safety - The City shall ensure that sewage treatment plant 
operations and sludge disposal do not result in a health or safety hazard to persons, wildlife, 
or livestock.  

 PFS-3.7: Compliance with Clean Water Act - The City shall comply with the requirements 
of the Clean Water Act with the intent of minimizing the discharge of pollutants to surface 
waters. 

 
6. WWTP Annual Road Improvements Project (CIP No. 53AB) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 
other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 C-1.8:  Roadway Enhancements – The City should upgrade any substandard streets to meet 
current City standards whenever possible.  
 

7. WWTP Operations and Maintenance Manuals Project (CIP No. 53AC) 
 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 

development of needed public buildings and facilities.  
 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 

other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 
8. 2015 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Renewal Project (CIP No. 53AD) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-3.1: Treatment Facilities Safety - The City shall ensure that sewage treatment plant 
operations and sludge disposal do not result in a health or safety hazard to persons, wildlife, 
or livestock.  

 PFS-3.5:  Sewer Enhancements - The City shall continue its program of upgrading sewer 
lines to minimize inflow and infiltration problems.  

 PFS-3.7: Compliance with Clean Water Act - The City shall comply with the requirements 

PC 71



PC Staff Report – 5-9-13  Page 10 of 10 
2012-2017 CIP-General Plan Consistency findings 
 

of the Clean Water Act with the intent of minimizing the discharge of pollutants to surface 
waters. 

 
9. Annual Lift Station Rehabilitation (CIP No. 58K) 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 PFS-1.8: Ultimate Capacity Needs - The City shall ensure through the development review 
process that public facilities and infrastructure are designed and constructed to meet ultimate 
capacity needs, pursuant to a master plan, to avoid the need for future replacement to 
achieve upsizing.  

 PFS-3.2:  Sewer Systems - The City shall continue to assure the provision of necessary sewer 
services for the community financed on a benefit received basis or other fair and reasonable 
method of funding.   

 PFS-3.5:  Sewer Enhancements - The City shall continue its program of upgrading sewer 
lines to minimize inflow and infiltration problems.   
 

10. Sewer-Capital Maintenance (CIP No. 58L) 
 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 

development of needed public buildings and facilities.  
 PFS-1.7:  Public Facility Financing – The City shall continue to use developer fees and 

other methods (i.e., grant funding and assessment districts) to finance public facility design, 
construction, operation, and maintenance. 

 PFS-1.8: Ultimate Capacity Needs – The City shall ensure through the development review 
process that public facilities and infrastructure are designed and constructed to meet ultimate 
capacity needs, pursuant to a master plan, to avoid the need for future replacement to 
achieve upsizing.  

 PFS-3.2:  Sewer Systems - The City shall continue to assure the provision of necessary sewer 
services for the community financed on a benefit received basis or other fair and reasonable 
method of funding.   

 PFS-3.5:  Sewer Enhancements - The City shall continue its program of upgrading sewer 
lines to minimize inflow and infiltration problems.   

 
Equipment 
 
1. Skip Loader – No CIP # or narrative available. 

 PFS-1.1: General Financing - The City shall continue to provide for the location and 
development of needed public buildings and facilities.  

 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Resolution 2013-__ (PC), finding the CIP projects to be consistent with the 2030 General Plan. 
Attachment 1– CIP Narratives 
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RESOLUTION NO.  2013-__(PC) 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
OF THE CITY OF GALT FINDING THAT THOSE PROJECTS  

IN THE 2012-2017 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (CIP), THAT ARE 
PROPOSED FOR PLANNING, INITIATION, OR CONSTRUCTION IN THE ENSUING 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014, ARE CONSISTENT WITH THE  
ADOPTED CITY OF GALT GENERAL PLAN 

 
 
  WHEREAS, the City of Galt has completed a five year 2012-2017 CIP outlining 
major infrastructure improvements through Fiscal Year 2017 and beyond; and 
  
  WHEREAS, Sections 65401 and 65402 (a) of the Government Code requires that 
plans for major public works for the ensuing fiscal year (2012-2013) be submitted to the Planning 
Commission for review as to conformance with the adopted City of Galt General Plan; and 
 
  WHEREAS, this required finding of General Plan consistency is an administrative 
requirement of the City of Galt imposed by the State of California and thereby is not a “Project” as 
defined in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15378 and is not 
subject to environmental analysis; and 
 
  WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed and considered the proposed CIP 
projects at a public meeting on May 9, 2013. 
 
  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Galt Planning Commission 
does hereby find that those major public works projects identified in the 2012-2017 CIP of the City 
of Galt and proposed for planning, initiation, or construction in the ensuing Fiscal Year 2013-2014 
are consistent with the 2030 Galt General Plan and said Resolution shall be submitted to the City 
Council in accordance with the Government Code. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Planning Commission of the City 
of Galt, California, this 9th day of May 2013, upon a motion by Planning Commissioner 
______________, seconded by Planning Commissioner __________ by the following vote, to wit: 
 

AYES:    
NOES:  
ABSENT:    
ABSTAIN: 

 
       __________________________________ 
       Chair, City of Galt Planning Commission  
 
ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________________ 
Planning Commission Secretary, City of Galt 
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